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The Annual General
Meeting

of the Chelsea Society
was held at St. Luke’s Church Hall,
St. Luke’s Street, Chelsea SW3
on Monday, 17th November 1986.

Colonel Alexander Rubens, Vice-Chairman of the Society, took the
Chair.

The Chairman opened the Meeting by saying he was sorry members
had to ‘rough it" with himself in the Chair, but Sir Marcus Worsley was
in Australia, from whence he sent his apologies for absence and also his
greetings. Colonel Rubens then said it was a great pleasure to have the
Mayor and Mayoress of the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
with them and how greatly the Mecting appreciated their presence. He
had a very sad announcement to make in that some members might not
have heard the tragic news that dear David, the husband of Mrs. Lesley
Lewis, had died very recently and he knew that all present would join
him in expressing their decpest sympathy with Lesley, and also their
admiration and appreciation for all she was doing and had done for the
Society, and for her attendance at the Meeting.

With the addition of the wording ‘held on Monday, 18th November
1985 at 6.30 pm’ the Minutes of last year’s Annual General Meeting were
approved and signed.

The election to the Council of Mrs. Harriet Cullen and Mr. Denis
Howard, both co-opted members, Mr. Julian Barrow and Mr. Jonathan
Wheeler, all of whom had been proposed and seconded, was approved.

The Chairman said he was delighted that Mr. P. V. Oldak had consented
to act as the Society’s Hon. Auditor and that he had, in fact, audited the
accounts for 1985.

The Chairman then asked the Hon. Treasurer, Mr. Ian Frazer, to present
the accounts for 1985, and on the proposal of the Hon. Treasurer, seconded
by Mr. Hugh Krall, these werc adopted unanimously. The Hon. Treasurer
paid tribute to his predecessor, Mr. William Haynes, for the manaer in
which he had increased the Society’s funds during his term in office. He
also thanked Mr. Oldak for his help which he greatly appreciated.

Mr, Frazer reported that selling advertising space in the Report was
becoming increasingly difficult and he would welcome suggestions from
members at the end of the Mceting.
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The Chairman’s Report was given by Mrs. Lewis and, when thanking
her, Colonel Rubens said that given the circumstances, it was quite miracu-
lous that she had produced such a lucid and detailed account.

Mrs. Lewis then made the foliowing Progress Report on the celebration
of the Chelsea Sacicty’s Diamond Jubilee by a Charity Auction in aid of
the Chelsea Physic Garden on 26th March 1987:

You will have received the Blue Paper which gives particulars of the Auction
on the 26th March 1987, and this has been circulated and is continuing to
be circulated as widely as possible. Therc are plenty of them in the Hall
and plcase take some to give to your friends. Gifts are beginning to come
into Christic’s South Kensington and I am sure many of you will be adding
to them. [ hope very much too that others will send a money donation,
however small. The names of such donors will be listed in the Catalogue
and will demonstrate members' recognition of the Society’s Diamond Jubilee
as well as the importance of the Physic Garden. What has been done so far
has been to issuc two notices, the first one in the winter warning artisis so
that they might do somc Chelsea paintings in the summer, and we have
already received some. We invited the Patrons whose names you sec on the
Blue Paper and 1 feel surc they will do all they can to make the cvent a
success. You will also see the names of our Committee who have all been
working hard in all sorts of ways. Mrs. Press let us have a splendid Launching
Party for about fifty people in her beautiful house, 4 Cheyne Walk, and not
only that but made all the arrangements herself, including most generous
catering, Mr. Hughes-Onslow has mast encrgetically coliccied advertise-
ments from firms and organizations to put in the Catalogue and pay for the
printing of it. This is 2 most valuable cantribution which should add hand-
somely 10 our profits. As you know, sending-in to Christic’s South Kensinglon
was from 3rd November till 15th January. Many gifts from members and
friends have come in and are now being catalogued. Almost as important
as giving things to scll or raffle is to come to the Auction and encourage
others to. Prices depend on the bidding and 1 hope we shall have the sort
of bidding which makes cxciting entertainment as well as bringing in the
lolly. 1 hope that this event will not only be profitable for the Physic Garden
and worthy of our own Diamond Jubilee but also be fun for all concerned.
Now we can only wait to sec what comes in, then the Catalogue will appear
and we shall get an idea of how many people are coming.

Mcanwhile your Committee holds its corporate breath and keeps its two
hundred or so fingers crossed!

Donations please to Mrs. Lesley Lewis, 38 Whitelands House, Cheltenham
Terrace, London SW3 4QY, at any time before the 26th March 1987.
Cheques should be made out to the Chelsea Socicty, Auction Account.
Finally Colonel Rubens announced that next ycar's Summer Meeting

was to be held at Hurlingham on Monday, 13th July 1987, at 6 pm. to 8
pm. Mr. Arthur Grimwade proposed a vote of thanks to Colonel Rubens
for his Chairing of the Meeting which was greeted with acclamation.

The numbers present were in the region of 120.

The Meeting ended at 7.40 pm, when members and their guests
adjourned for winc and conversation.

Chairman’s Report

This is the alternate year in which the three longest-serving members
of the Council retire, according to the Constitution, so we unfortunately
have to lose Mrs. Pocock, Mrs. Woolf and Mrs. Hayes, Betty Woolf has
been our invaluable link with West London Traffic Reform and has put
in an enormous amount of work, studying documents, circulating informa-
tion, and keeping in touch with the representatives of the many affiliated
Socicties concerned with the future of the Riverside. We feel sure she
will continue to help us but we must not ask too much of her because she
has had a serious illness and we must do nothing to impede her recovery.
We send her our thanks and best wishes. Penny Pocock, devoted as she
is to Chelsea causes, could ill be spared but as her husband Tom Pocock,
our Editor, cannot always attend meetings, we hope she will stand in for
him, as a visitor, when editorial matters have to be discussed. Joan Hayes
has been a most important member of Council because as Chairman of
the Sydney Street Residents’ Association, she knows more than anyone
about the Heart Hospital proposals and has led protests on the planning
when protest was needed. The Council has therefore resolved to co-opt
her for the next two years, which may be crucial in the progress of Phase
I of the hospital building works. There is a fourth vacancy caused by the
reticement of Mr. Frost. He felt he could attend too few meetings owing
to his frequent absences abroad and we must bow to his wishes. We know
we can rely on his advice in major planning matters and specifically those
affecting the Paradise Walk area. We thank him for his services.

The Honorary Treasurer and the Membership Secretary, who took up
their tasks last year, have loyally performed them and, like their predeces-
sors, relieved the Chairman of concern. Patricia Gelley has got our circu-
lations out with preat efficiency and with the same personal touch as
Barbara Towle. She does it in her own style too and 1 had a nice ride in
her Alfa-Romeo to deliver the notices to Addressograph, who send them
out from a strange little court off the Charing Cross Road. I gratefully
acknowledge the work of all the Society’s officers, and also that of Mr.
Campbell, at the Information Office in Chelsea Old Town Hall, who does
so much for us. ! welcome Mr. Oldak as Honorary Auditor and I am sure
Ian Frazer's skilled accounting will give him few headaches. Last year’s
Report was much appreciated and we look forward cagerly to Tom Pococks
next effort. The membership stands at 756, exactly the same number as
last year although with some comings and goings.

1. Planning Matters

Eileen Harris and Mark Dorman, advised by our architect member
Hugh Krall, have continued their regular monitoring of planning applica-
tions, which seem always to be increasing. There is plenty of money about

9




for alierations and it is strange that purchasers, who presumably buy a
house because they like it, then want to tear it to bits and turn it into
somcthing different, almost invariably bigger. This may benefit the owner
anct, on the face of it the rates, but it puls an ever increasing strain on
services, road maintenance, and parking, and continuously diminishes the
light and air at the rear of buildings. I think the Borough would agree
that there have been more cases than before of works being started without
planning permission, and we must recognize their difficulties of enforce-
ment. We shall be grateful to residents who alert us early enough for
effective action. I must emphasize the essential unfairness of unauthorized
work. Its mere existence prejudices the case because it may be difficult
exactly to assess the former position and there is natural reluctance to
enforce removal of advanced or completed work, Another anxiety is that
the Borough now more often seems to lose appeals against their perfectly
justitiable refusals. We must not lightly question the impartiality of Inspcc-
tors and Ministers but are they influenced by the political trend to favour
development and potential jobs against residential and aesthetic amenity?
Pertnanent residents in the long term ensure the well-being of an area
such as Chelsea, using_the shops, employing local labour, contributing
money and voluntary work to desirable causes, supporting local institutions
and upholding orderliness. Could the Borough provide an analysis of
Appual decisions for consideration by our MPs?

Cases:
i1.  New Brompton Hospital, Sydney Street SW3

The site has now been cleared for building work to start and it is hoped
to complete the Hospital in three years’ time. The Hospital authoritics
first proposed dark red bricks and bronze details for the face of the building.
This was strongly resisted by the Chelsca Society and the Sydney Street
Residents Association, through the Borough Planning Department, as
being nost unsympathetic to the area. This objection was sustained in
June, since when suitable London Stock bricks have been agreed which
will blend in with St. Luke’s Church and Sydney Street houses. Finally
in November a compromise has been reached for the inner window frames
to be white with bronze surrounds, This restrained account provided for
our Report by the Sydney Street Residents Association gives little idea
of the prompt and effective action, combined with diplomacy with which
Joan Hayes as Chairman, and her colleagues, fought what appeared to
be a very arbitrary choice by the Hospital authorities. Their efforts pro-
cured o deferment and finally a much more satisfactory decision, and we
salute then.

b. Cardio-thoracic Institute, Cale Street, SW3

Lord Flowers, Vice-Chancellor of London University, on 2%th October
laid the Foundation Stone of this building, which should be completed in
the Autumn of 1987,
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c. Numbers 3, 4, 5, 8 Coulson Street, 13, 14 Anderson Street SW3

We reported last year on these listed houses which are in a sorry state
of repair, and noted the Borough Council’s frustrated attempis to obtain
Compulsory Purchase Orders. Some work was begun, with an undertaking
that it should be complcted by the end of December 1985, but the con-
tractors appeared to have abandoned it after a few weeks. Our enquirics
indicated that the Borough would be able to do the work and charge the
cost on the properties if the undertaking was not honoured, but we were
not informed that this procedure had been frustrated by the owner obtain-
ing from the Court a further extension of time. During 1986 we received
many complaints from our members and some notice of the matter was
taken by national organisations. On 14 September I asked the Borough
Council for more definite information but it is only now, in November,
that we hear what happened, and that the Council was considering appli-
cation for a further Compulsory Purchase Order. This was approved at a
Meeting on 26 November but as the procedure is very slow the rehabili-
tation of these listed buildings still scems a long way off. While recognizing
the Council's difficulties we do not understand why we should have been
kept in the dark throughout 1986 and left under the false impression that
effective action was well on the way.

d. 49A Elystan Place SW3

‘This was a case raising important issues. Permission had been grantcd
for additions to this house which is in a very densely occupied area at the
angle of Elystan Place and Markham Street. Space and privacy at the rear
were extremely limited and any additions at all were likely to affect the
amenities of adjacent properties. Nevertheless permission was obtained
and the applicants then proceeded to build beyond it in a blatant flouting
of the planning procedure and in the face of numerous complaints. The
Borough served an Enforcement Notice for removal of the excess work,
and there was an Appeal against this on 8 May. I attended this on behalf
of the Chelsea Society, in support of the objectors and the Borough. The
Letter of Decision (13 November 1986) from the Department of the En-
vironment has just been received and, subject to a right of appeal on a
point of law, dismisses the Appeal though with some minor reservations.
We trust that enforcement will now follow within the prescribed period
and that the objectors, who ably conducted their protracted case, will not
be too severely disturbed by the works.

e. Numbersl7, 19, 21,23, 25,27, 29b, 31, 35 and 53 Danvers Street SW3
These houses belong to the Council and are mainly occupied by elderly
tenants and divided into flats. They were due, even overdue, for drastic
refurbishment and the tenants had for some time been expecting this.
When the plans were produced however they made various objections
and complained they had not been consulted as promised. Meetings were
then held but the impression remained that early consultations has indeed
been omitted and that at a later stage the Council was unwilling, on
grounds of expense, to make minor modifications. There was some division
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of responsibility between the Planning and Health and Housing Commit-
tees and as our terms of reference exclude much that concerns the latter
we felt ourselves unqualified to judge the details. It would appear that
several objections have now been met. More relevant to our interests was
the fact that one privately owned house, Number 33, would be adversely
affected by the proposed adjoining rear extension which was to be made
uniform with the others. Number 33 is the end house in a block, an
alleyway to a house at the rear dividing it from Number 35. The owners
vigorously protested against loss of light and privacy at the rear and in
their garden. We felt the Council was behaving very arbitrarily in not
sufficiently recognizing the existence of this one privately owned house,
and adapting their plans to it particularly as it was an end house. Among
other things they were reducing light to a basement flat recently built with
full planning approval and apparcntly with a minimum then of daylight
requirements, As a matter of historic interest it may be noted that the
sculptress Getrude Hermes had her studio here. At the present time it
appears that the Council has granted itself planning permission despite
the objections.

f. 39 Ixworth Place SW3

Not cntirely dissimilar to the above case is that of this small recently
built house tucked in beside the commercial premises of Ixworth House.
A proposal to refurbish and considerably enlarge the latter has damaging
implications for adjoining properties. The light industrial and office use
of Ixworth House is really now anomalous in an area recently developed
as a high class and very expcnsive residential one. If the use cannot be
phased out we think it should at least be strictly confined to its former
limits whatever its commercial potential. We have strongly supported the
objections from Number 39.

g. Schemes in the pipeline

There is no decision as yel on the vacant Sainsbury site. There has been
much discussion on the mixed-usage development of the site at 73-79
King's Road and 44 Smith Terrace, and it would appear that a solution
is being hammered out between the various interested parties. Access to
the development from Smith Terrace has been refused, to the relief of
many residents.

2. Adctivities

We had two lectures at the National Army Museum by kind permission
of the Director Mr. William Reid. The first, on 19th February, was on
“Sir Hans Sloane and the Chelsea Physic Garden” by Professor W. T.
Stearn formerly of the British Museum (Natural History). He gave a
fascinating account of this great man’s contribution to the life of his time,
and particularly to Chelsea, and we shall all in future look with even more
reverence at his statue (in replica!) in the Physic Garden. The second
lecture was by Mr. Boris Mollo, entitled “Getting a New Museum on the
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Map. Twenty-five years of the National Army Museum”. After enjoying
Mr. Reid’s hospitality for so many years for our lectures it was most
appropriate that we should have one on the Museum and its most interest-
ing history held us enthralled. Chelsea is indeed privileged to have an
important national museum added to its attractions, and it can be seen
growing under our eyes with its acquisitions and exhibitions. We look
forward to reading about it in the article Mr. Mollo is contributing to our
Report, and we hope that our Vice-Chairman has followed up the Russian
connections which Boris and Sascha discovered on the night.

The Summer Mceting was held on 29 July at the Museum of Garden
History, S§t. Mary-at-Lambeth, with about 130 members and pguests
present. An exhibition “Huguenots and Horticulture™ was on view as well
as the permanent exhibits in this wonderfully restored redundant church.
The attractive shop was open for us and it was a fine evening on which
to see the charming garden with its historic tombs of the Tradescant family
and of Admiral Bligh of the Bounty. Mrs. John Nicholson, co-founder
with her husband of the Tradescant Trust, gave a fascinating talk on the
church’s history and its rescue at the cleventh hour from demolition,
threatened because of the dispersal of the congregation after the War,
and the derelict state of the building. Our President, Sir Marcus Worsley,
welcomed the Mayor of Kensington and Chelsea to the meeting and
warmly thanked Mrs. Nicholson for her splended address, as well as the
members who had taken so much trouble in arranging for the refreshments.
The small amount of business, conducted by the chairman, included
election to the Council of the Rev. Dererk Watson, hitherto a co-opted
member, and a reminder of the Charity Auction in aid of the Chelsea
Physic Garden to be held in celebration of the Society’s Diamond Jubilee
in 1987. This was the last official occasion attended by the Macebearer,
Mr. Morley, before his retirement. We shall miss his familiar presence
and we wish him well.

3. Chelsea Physic Garden

The Physic Garden had a successful year in spite of poor weather and
there were over 10,000 visitors on Open Days between April and October.
Work was begun on the greenhouses, on the conversion of the kitchen
and renovation of the lecture rooms. The upper lecture room has an
interesting open timber roof characteristic of its early twentieth century
date and this will now be masked by a lowered ceiling. Some objections
were raised to the screening of this feature but for acoustical and heating
requirements the modification was certainly necessary. We understand
that the timbers have been left intact. The outstanding event of the year
was the Garden Party held on 12 June in the presence of Her Majesty
Queen Elizabeth The Queen Mother, on a beautiful day with everything
looking its very best. She most thoroughly toured the garden and in her
own charming and enthusiastic way managed to talk to a great many of
the guests. An Open Day with free entrance to members of selected
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Societies, including the Chelsea Society, was held on 15 July and well
attended. This was a good idea of the the Curator, Mr. Duncan Donald,
to spread wider knowledge of the garden and give advance publicity to
our Charity Auction. On 6 July 1987 the Marchioness of Salisbury is
holding a Garden Party at Hatficld in aid jointly of the Chelsea Physic
Garden and the Tradescant Trust. The closing date for application for
tickets at £25 each was 15 December but if you would like to receive an
invitation please apply nevertheless, as soon as possible, to Lady Harriot
Tennant, Appeal Director, Chelsea Physic Garden, 66 Royal Hospital
Road, London SW3 4HS.

4. Chelsea Art Society

The Society held its 39th Annual Exhibition in Chelsea Old Town Hall
Sports Arena from 17 to 25 October. At the opening by the Mayor of
Kensington and Chelsea the Mayoress presented awards to the artists,
several of whom were Chelsea residents. The new President of the Society,
Mr. Alan Gourley PP.ROL., has had a distinguished career in art since
his studies at Glasgow-School of Art, Edinburgh College of Art and the
Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris. During the Exhibition he gave talks on
“My life in Art”, and a well-known artist, Charles Smith UA., held a
demonstration of oil-painting. Four hundred and seventy items of paintings
and sculpture were accepted for exhibition and the total of sales reached
a record of about £10,250. As usual the standard was high, as might be
expected from a Chelsea art society founded in 1910, and the Soirée held
on 21 October was a notable social occasion. At their Reception at the
Sketch Club, Dilke Street, on 19 June I was honoured by an invitation
to speak on the Chelsea Society's links with art and artists.

5. Conservation Area Proposals Statements

Several members will be aware that brochures on our Conservation
Areas have for some time been in preparation for the Royal Borough by
Messrs. Miller & McCoy, Architects and Town Planners. Their purpose
is to describe and analyse the character of cach Area, what in fact must
be conserved, and to indicate the Borough's likely response to planning
applications. They contain interesting historical chapters incorporating
much detailed and documented information and are a valuable addition
to existing sources. They are copiously and aptly illustrated with photo-
graphs, reproductions, maps and line drawings. Residents were consulted
at local meetings and invited to comment on the drafts before the final
version was published. They are on sale at about £3 each from the Borough
or can be consulted in the Public Libraries. The following have been
published for areas south of Old Brompton Road: The Billings. Sloane
Stanley Esquire, Elm Park and Chelsea Park, Cheyne, Thames, Royal
Hospital, The Boltons, Thurlow/Smith’s Charity. Chelsea is being printed.
Yet to be prepared are: Hans Town, Sloane Square, Brompton Cemetery,
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Carlyle Square (which has been combined with Elm Park and Chelsea
Park to crcate Chelsea Park/Carlyle).

The undertaking is not without its controversial aspects. There is often
disagreement on matters of taste, and fear that merely to mention an
accepiable type of addition may put ideas into developers’ heads. Gener-
ally speaking, however, we welcome the Statements which are attractively
produced at reasonable cost and, when complete, will become increasingly
useful.

6. Wider Concerns

Hitherto my Report has dealt only with Chelsea matters but we have
been concerned with some issues which go beyond our own boundaries
and have to be locked at in a wider context. The following have arisen:

a. ‘“Lifting the Burden”

This is the title of a White Paper proposing amendments to the Use
Classes Order 1972 which divides premises into such categories as resi-
dential, shops, offices, industry, institutions, entertainment etc. Where a
change is proposed within one of these categories no planning permission
is required but if the change is from onc to another then an application
for change of usc must be made. In planning this is a very useful check
and in Chelsea we welcomed, for instance, the differentiation of restaur-
ants from other shops. The Government proposed, however, to simplify
planning procedures by amalgamating some of the former classes e.g. by
allowing limited use of private propertics as offices, change from light
industry to office etc. without planning permission and therefore without
control at an initial stage. Many individuals and associations throughout
the country objected and we supported our Borough in the view that the
implications were devasting in an area such as Kensington and Chelsea.
After much agitation the Government was induccd to look again at the
proposals which they had evidently been expecting to push through without
controversy. [ attended, with Borough representatives, a delegation 1o
the Minister, Lord Elton, on 17 March and although the proceedings were
not reassuring this and other pressure did procure a breathing-space after
which some meodifications emerged. “Lifting the burden™ had secmed to
mean removing hardwon controls over spoilers of residential amenities
who thoroughly deserved to have laid on them every burden you could
think of. I was so incensed at the conduct of the delegation by Lord Elton
that I wrote a very rude letter about it to Nicholas Scott MP who obligingly
sent it on to him. It is probably just coincidence that Lord Elton has now
decided to withdraw from Government office! I must take this opportunity
of congratulating Nicholas Scott, our Vice-President, on his Ministerial
promotion and thanking him for the trouble he takes whenever he can
over Chelsea Society concerns which must seem the depth of triviality
when scen from Northern Ireland.
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b. The Chelsea Basin Scheme

This huge redevelopment by the Borough of Hammersmith and Fulham
is welcome in that the transformation of this derelict land into a complex
of flats, shops, a marina ete. will allow a prime picece of riverside to be
actively enjoyed. We are however apprehensive that access to it from our
side of Chelsea Creek might seriously complicate traffic conditions in the
Lots Road area. Our Borough no doubt is watching this.

c. Battersea Power Station — Leisure Complex

Traffic considerations again inhibit wholehearted enthusiasm for an
imaginative major development. Our Borough is in consultation with the
Borough of Wandsworth and it appears that the situation will be
monitored.

d. Princes Wharf, Anhalt Road SWI11

The Chelsea Socicty, represented by Hugh Krall and myself, joined the
River Thames Society and a local residents’ committee to consider the
effect of a very large block of flats and houses to be built on an empty
site upstream of the southern end of Albert Bridge. We in Chelsea could
hardly complain about parking and traffic conditions but we did fcar that
the setting of Albert Bridge and the view across the river might be spoiled.
Our own Borough has consulted Wandsworth about it. The proposed
building, though perhaps not in itself disastrous, may be the forerunner
of other developments on the south bank opposite Chelsea and we particu-
larly dislike proposals for a dreary rectangular block on a site further
upstream. Unless there is concerted planning to ensure breaks and height
variations along the frontage we might end by looking at something like
the view from the Tate Gallery.

e. River Thames Society — Central Tideway Branch

After something of a decline this Sociely has revived and might play
an important part in co-ordinating riverside authorities, There is now no
GLC to knock London Borough’s heads together and they may not want
to tackle the riverside scene as a whole. To play a worthy part the Central
Tideway Branch needs the authority of a large membership and I hope
some of you will pick up the leaflets available in the hall and lend a hand
by joining.

f. The Lorry Ban

In the absence of the GLC the London Boroughs are evidently finding
it difficult to agree on traffic matters. Our own Borough totally supports
the principle of night and weekend lorry bans in Kensington and Chelsea
and they deserve all the help we can give them. The future of roadbuilding
is unciear and in any case only offers longterm solutions, and for residents
in inner cities the only immediate relief from traffic noise and pollution
is by control of heavy lorrics. Perhaps in a few years' time the idea of
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juggernauts thundering through inner citics for twenty-four hours a day
will be seen as anachronistic as open sewers — though 1 am sure cven
thosc had their advocates in their time!

e. The London Wildlife Trust

Some of you may remember that the Trust started a small reserve on
the Sydney Street Hospital site but that this soon had to be abandoned
because building was due to begin. The whole movement however, to
maintain sites where wild fauna and flora may be protected in the London
arca, is growing apace. Cur Borough has shown interest and the Kensal
Green and Brompton cemeteries may have potential. Perhaps some day
we can find another site in Chelsea but meanwhile the movement is worth
out attention because an clement of wildlife (if not too wild) is certainly
an urban amenity. Particulars of membership may be obtained from The
Director, London Wildlife Trust, 80 York Way, London N1 9AG. The
Patron is Lord Melchett whose family name is already linked with philan-
thropic work in Chelsea.

THE CHELSEA SOCIETY

Effects of Planning Applications on
individual residents’ amenities

The Society's planning secretarics regularly monitor the lists of planning
applications, and make objections to the Borough Planning Officer when
cither public or private amenitics appear to be adversely affected. They
can however only operate from the outside unless they are notified by
residents that the proposals threaten amenities only visible from the inside
or the rear of the premises. IT residents desire the support of the Society
in any objections they should at the earliest possible moment notify one
of the Society's officers as indicated below, giving particulars with copies
of any letters written by them to the Borough. The Society will in suitable
cascs support any reasonable objections, whether or not the residents are
members, but membership of the Society makes contact easicr. It is espe-
cially desirable that Residents’ Associations should include some members.
Particulars can be obtaincd from the Chairman or other officers or from
the Information Office, Chelsca Old Town Hall.

Officers to be notificd:

Chairman: Mrs. Lesley Lewis, 38 Whitclands House, Cheltenham Terrace,

London SW3 4QY. Tel. 730 60(30.
Hon. Planning Sccretary: Dr. Eileen Harris, 16 Limerston Street, London

SW10 OWH. Tel. 352 2420,
Hon. Assistant Planning Secrctary: Mark Dorman Esq., 35 Smith Street,
London SW3 4EP. Tel. 352 7390.
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Chelsea porcelain: the
mystery solved
by Elizabeth Adams

Some of the most beautiful poreelain ever made was produced in Chelsea
during the four decades in the middle of the 18th century; it was as much
in demand by collectors then as now. The china factory itself and the
auctions, at which much of the wares marked with the sign of the anchor
were sold, were the talk of fashionable London. Yet when production was
moved to Derby the Porcelain Manufactory was demolished in 1784 and
it vanished totally. Not only have no pictures or plans of it survived but
within a century Chelsea people seemed to have forgotten where it stood.
Most have agreed that-it was somewhere between Old Church Street and
Lawrence Street but one aothority sited it by the river and a more recent
theory was that it stood where the Kingsley School — now the Libyan
School — was built. Certainly, fragments of porcelain and “kiln furniture”
have often been found in the gardens of Nos. 14, 15 and 16 Lawrence
Street, all Georgian houses buiit around 1790, but only now has the exact
position of the Manufactory been identified — The Editor.

The conclusions which I have been able to draw from discoveries made
in three sets of inter-relating documents have been published in an article
in the new magazine Ceramics. These discoveries were concerned with
the chronology and the sites (note the plural) of the famous 18th century
Chelsea porcelain factory; and the documents from which the relevant
material was drawn are the Fire insurance policy books of the Hand-in-
Hand and the Sun companics (in the latter case with their “Indorsements”
or altcrations),’ the Rate Books,” and the sale deeds for several Chelsea
sites in the Middlesex Deeds Registers.” 1 came to the conclusion that the
sitc of the carliest Chelsca porcelain factory (of which according to a
newspaper advertisement in 1751 the “Chief-Manager” was Charles
Gouyn} was in Church Lane, on the east side, the second house north of
Justice Walk (or Cheney Row, or St. John Street, as the same thoroughfare
was referred to in different records). This sizeable house had *a stable
and Coach-house adjoining”. The insurance policy taken out on 12th
September, 1744, by Mr. Anthony Supply, a Huguenot surgeon, then the
tenant of the house,* gives “Sprimont” as the actual “occupier”. On 13th
September, 1751, Henry Porter, a Chelsca man {who appeared in the
records as a “victualler” as carly as 1726) bought “Mr. Supply’s House”
from its real owner John Offley of Wichnor in Staffordshire, whose mother
had been Margarct Lawrence, the last of that famous local family.’

Though the indenture for Henry Porter’s purchase of the house was
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not registered until June, 1753, it supports the idea that it was the site of
the earliest porcelain factory since it specifically describes the stable and
coach-house as “now converted into a Room for other use”.

“Mr. Supply’s House™ is described in the Hand-in-Hand policies as
“abutting north on Lawrence and south on Widow Westerband.” This
worried me until I went right back to 1709 in the rate books, when the
house immediately to the north of Mr. Supply’s was ascribed to a “Capt.
Lawrence”, and that on the south side to the Widow. There was no
difficulty in tracing the occupants of Captain Lawrence’s house until it
came into the possession of a Mrs. Phillips in 1741. Mrs. Phillips was there
until March, 1749, but by the end of 1750 her house had been sold to
Henry Porter. It was a big house, 1280 sq.ft. in arca, three storeys high,
with a single storey addition of 210 sq.ft. and a coach-housc and stable
of 360 sq. ft. The principal rooms were fully panclled or “wainscot'd”,
the secondary ones “half-wainscot’d”. When Henry Porter renewed the
insurance policy on the property on 14th December, 1750° “Mrs. Phillips™
house was valued at £400 and described as “empty” — but in a different
hand after that word was added the name “Sprimont”.

In May, 1751, Henry Porter assigned the ownership of this property to
his nephew Isaac Porter of St. James's, Westminster, Gent., asserting by
Deced Poll that it had in fact been purchased with Isaac’s money.

A few months earlier, in August, 1750, Henry Porter had insured a
small housc at the angle of Justice Walk and the north-west part of
Lawrence Strect.” The Ratc Books show that “Mr. La Grave” was the
occupicr of this Corner property from Midsummer, 1749, and it was rated
1o “Mr. Andrew Lagrave Spriemont” “Mr. Andrew Legrove or Mr.
Spriecmont” through to September, 1759, when the entry changed to “Mr.
William Mcad or Mr. Sprimont”. What absolutely confirms the association
of this house and property with Nicholas Sprimont and his factory is its
continued re-insurance through a series of policy renewals right through
from August, 1750, to October, 1790. The death of Sprimont in June,
1771, and the demolition of the factory in 1784 made no difference; the
Corner House survived.

The low number of its policy, 816, suggesis that it was of early date,
perhaps 17th century. We know from the plans of afl three properties,
which it has been possible to reconstruct from the descriptions and mea-
surements given for them in the Middlesex Deeds Registers, that an almost
square picce of land, roughly 90ft. X 90it., lay to the north of the Corner
House, and south of the west wing of old Monmouth House, the mansion
which then closed the northern end of Lawrence Street. On this plot in
1749-50 we can safely say that Nicholas Sprimont erected his new factory,
the Lawrence Street works. His widow Ann, testifying years later in 1776,
in an affidavit for a legal suit Chetwood v. Burnsall for misappropriation
of porcelain, said that “the said Nicholas Sprimont did sometime in or
about the year 1750, build, crect, stablish several Houses, Warehouses,
Kilns and other erections and buildings for the purpose of making porcelain
and other wares at Chelsea aforesaid . . .
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Henry Porter died in September, 1766, and in his will did “give devise
and bequeath unto my dear wife Elizabeth Porter all that my frechold
Messuage or Tencment with the Appurtenances in the occupation of Mr.
Mead and all that part or parcel of ground and the Erections, Buildings
and premises with the Appurtenances situate Iying and being in the parish
of Chelsea . . . now in the tenure of Mr. Nicholas Sprimont as Lessec or
Tenant thereof . . .”

Both these extracts refer to the Lawrence Street factory site. When it
came into commission in 1750. the famous Chelsea anchor in its various
forms scems to have been taken as the [actory mark. Before this, the
carly porcelain, produced [ believe on Mr. Supply’s premises, was marked
with the Triangle, the alchemical sign for Fire. Mrs, Phillips’ house, 1
have elsewhere suggested, was used in conjunction with Mr. Supply’s
house from 1750-1759, when both were disposed of, as a training school
for Sprimont’s apprentices, who c. 1753 comprised a third of his workforce.
It makes sense to suppose that they could have produced the rather naive
and unmarked Girl-in-a-Swing porcelains; and the buildings may also have
been used for the manufacture of the famous Chelsea Toys, the scent-
bottles, scals, sweetmeat and snuff-boxes, etc., through the subsequent
Red Anchor period, 1753-58. The 1750's were the most prosperous years
of the Chealsea undertaking. Retrenchment and rcorganisation ¢. 1759
meant that the porcelains of the Gold Anchor period (1760-1769) were
produced solely on the Lawrence Strect site.

Monmouth House itsell, for long considered the site of the factory,
was, I am convinced, rather the site of the Factory Warchouse, which
occupicd its Eastern Wing from c. 1747-1765. Sprimont’s home was in the
Western Wing from 1750 to 1759. He began to be troubled about 1756
by the illness {perhaps chronic nephritis) which finally kilied him; and it
can be deduced from an “Indorsement” to an Insurance policy that in
1759 he adapted part of the factory warchouse as living quarters. He also
had a country house at Richmond, Surrey, in later years, and another,
the site of which is not known, somewhere in Dorsel.

Before I close I must warmly acknowledge and thank Miss Esther Dar-
lington for her great kindness and indispensable help in my rescarches.
It was she who put into my hands the key to the whole knotty business
of the actual site of the Chelsca factory, by showing me, together with
the dceds of her house in Lawrence Street, an attached old list of all those
to do with every site pertaining to the factory. Without this I do not think
the problem could have been unravelled. [ trust | have teased it out
correctly, and I thank her most sincerely. (See illustrations, page 38).

"The policy books for both Companics arc held in the manuscript department of the Guildhall
Library, City of London.

’Chelsea Library Reference Dept., Old Town Hall, King's Road, SW3.

*GLC Records Office, Northampton Street, Finsbury, ECI.

*Hand-in-Hand policy 3320.

SMiddlesex Deeds Register, 1753, Book 2. Na, 535,

“Hand-in-Hand policy 72516.

"Hand-in-Hand policy 816.
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Gas lamps and a man
called “Old Chelsea”
by Ernest Flint

In the Report for 1984, Ernest Flint — the brother of Rose Gamble,
author of that wonderful evocation of her youth, Chelsea Child — described
his expericnces as a young man working on Thames sailing-barges. Now
he writes about the Chelsea he knew more than half a century ago.

Onc of the charms of Chelsea is Albert Bridge with its supporting
towers, toll houses, and lamp standards: Victoriana at its best. At one
time it was decided that it was obsolete, sagging, and should be destroyed.
Some saint opposed the plan, had the centre span shored up and the
landscape was saved.

Up to the Thirties a Victorian coffee-stall was parked at the foot of the
bridge on the Chelsea side every evening; it was a model of bright paint
shining glass, and polished brass oil lamps. It had a coal-fired range, on
which stood a copper spout-can containing spiced saveloys; when the
hinged lid was raised, and brought down smartly to chop one off, the
aroma could be felt. “A sav and a slice™ with tea thrown in cost one
shilling. The design of the stall with the bridge in the background, and
the soft light of the gas-lamps on the Embankment would have made a
fine subject for Greaves; therec may be a drawing of his lying about some-
where covering this scene.

The stall attendant was a hard case gentleman calied Joe. He had spent
his life in the Navy, and was more than a match if there should be any
hanky-panky among the customers. On the back shelf was a framed photo-
graph of him when a boy, in uniform, with lanyard, “Dcath of Nclson”
scarf, and straw hat. Each evening the stall was dragged to its site from
a stable in Danvers Street by a rather weary little carthorse, and about
one a.m., it was dragged back with the rather weary Joe leading the way.
On one occasion, when entering the stable yard, they were confronted
by an clephant, the horse shied, and Joe scooted out and ran into a
policeman. On being told that there was an elephant adrift in the yard,
he accused Joe of being drunk; Joe had a lot to say about this, so much,
that a few neighbours came to their windows to complain about the noise.
They explained that the clephant had been boarded out by a circus appear-
ing at the Chelsca Palace the next day: Joe returned to the stable with a
lot of shouted advice about other animals he might encounter, and to
keep the amorous bearded lady at arms length.
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At the corner of Danvers Street and stretching to the Old Church stood
Lombard Terrace; it is a pity that this has not been preserved. What is
left of Old Chelsea has to me, a charm, even a magic, that is hard to
understand. We are lucky to have the place immortalised by such artists
as Greaves and Henry Pether. A few landmarks of the age were Whitelands
College, the Chelsea Patace, the Guardians’ Welfare Office, Chelsea
Workhouse with its procession of aged paupers (and some not so aged)
drifting towards the gate at the tolling of a mournful beil at 5 p.m. Then
there were the police station (a very busy place), a stewed ecl and pie
shop and next door the undertakers: coffins being made at the front
window, and a chapel of rest “round the back”. In spite of the poverty,
it was important that the dead had a good send off, possibly helped along
by the pic shop fare.

Behind this section of the King's Road a narrow lane ran from the river
to the World’s End public house. It was composed of small cottages, most
of them covered in ivy or grape-vines, and a riot of marigolds, lupins,
cats, dogs, chickens and rabbits, This was World’s End Passage, a pub at
one end, and a large rag-and-bone shop at the other. Rags, bones, and
rabbit skins were shot onto the pavement from carts and there sorted out
and weighed; once the price was agreed upon the merchandise was dragged
into the cave. The front of this building remains unchanged, part of the
interior has been turned into a restaurant: I could not bring myself to eat
in there, spick and span as it now is.

Another pretty rural spot was Grove Cottages a little backwater off
Manor Street. A large fig tree grew in the centre, and all the cottages
were ivy or grapc-vine-covered, with the usual abundance of fowers,
animals and kids. At the far end were stables for costers, ponies and carts.
Their day started in the smalt hours, going to the Borough and Billingsgate
markets. Later in the day with carts all dressed up, they would trunpdie
from street to square shouting their wares, and the prices thereof.

The castern end of the borough and Belgravia was sacred ground.
Displayed on some of the bascment railings were metal notices, “Organs
and Street Cries Prohibited”. There was a great variety of street cries,
prohibited or not, There was a tall gaunt man with a yoke across his
shoulders from which dangled two drums; his cry was “Carbolic you
wannit". Another pair crying “Cane chairs to mend”: being secured an
order they would squat down on the pavement and do their stuff. A
favourite was the toffec apple man who cry was “Fruit sweet and firewood”,
but best of all were the lavender ladies, always in good voice singing their
centuries-old song.

As a child I lived in a small cottage in Manor Strect opposite The
Bechive public house. On Sundays a character would appear with a few
rats he had trapped in cages, the landlord of the pub would come out
with his cross-bred terrier, Chum. The rats would be freed in the street
and Chum would be freed to chase and kill them, which he never failed
to do. When the pub opened, a huge mule would arrive towing a cart
loaded with shrimps and winkles. Next in turn was the Salvation Army
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band, followed by the muffin man with his wares in a tray balanced on
his head and ringing his bell. Next a donkey towing a cart with watercress,
a“ha’penny a handful”, and large white celery with the stump not cut away.

In the twenties, living and rents were cheap. There were many weird
people to be seen; artists and writers living on the sale of a picture or
article, which was not very often. Even the mice went hungry. One old
boy used to strut about wearing a black Homburg hat, tail coat, cape,
cravat and jewelled pin. He would sweep into a pub as if he owned it,
order half of bitter, and with a flourish produce an empty sardine tin from
his tail pocket, fill it with beer and put it down for his dog. He was known
as “Old Chelsca™. He was well spoken, dignified, and world-wise and
always waiting for something to turn up.

Chelsea is fashionable now, with excessive rates and property prices.
A borough of make-believe, it scems to me.

New lamps for old,
or old lamps for new?

Those who can remember the protests and the subsequent mourning
in the carly 1960s, when the Victorian lamp-posts were uprooted from
the streets of Chelsea and replaced by tall standards, often out of scale
with their surroundings, will have blinked with astonishment when walking
into Glebe Place this year. The old lamp-posts had rcturned! A dozen of
them, not exactly like those we had loved — their lanterns are somewhat
wider — but a delight to the eye and an enhancement of Chelsca.

The first of the new reproduction lamp-posts (see illustrations, page 36)
were planted in Launceston Place, Kensington, and then in Kelso Place,
as well as Glebe Place, at the suggestion of the residents. This has been
followed by requests for another 23 for the Boltons and 11 for Brunswick
Gardens; enquirics are being made by residents of Lawrence Street,
Chelsea.

So far a substantial proportion of the cost has been paid by the local
residents, ranging from 45% in Launceston Place to 74% in Kelso Place;
in Glebe Place it was 69%, or £7,180 out of a total of £10,460. The Town
Planning Committce of the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea
decided at their meeting on 10th June, 1986, to recommend that the
extension of the replacement scheme should be included in a future finan-
cial plan; that it could form part of the general Environmental Improve-
ment Schemes; and that support should come from resources available in
the Brighten up the Borough Fund,
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Soldiers in Royal
Hospital Road

The development of the
National Army Museum

by Boris Mollo

The British Army has a continuous history of over 300 years while its
roots go back 500 years_to the end of the Wars of the Roses, the establish-
ment by King Henry VII of a strong centralised monarchy and the forma-
tion of two royal guards which still exist today, the Gentlemen at Arms
and the Yeomen of the Guard. Why then has the national museum of the
Army only just been celebrating its 25th anniversary?

There are two reasons: first, Victorian values under which such matters
as muscums were regarded as the responsibility of private individuals
rather then the state and which led to the formation in 1837 of the Royal
United Service Institution in Whitehall. This occupiced Inigo Jones's Ban-
queting Hall which was intended to be part of the palace of Whitchall
which was never built. In 1962 the Government took this back into use
as a banqueting hall and its collection was dispersed, much coming to the
National Army Museum but much also being lost in the process.

The other was the British regimental system. The British soldier owes
his loyalty less to the Army than to his regiment. We now stand alongside
(not, I hasten to add, up against) no fewer than 150 regimental muscums.
We ourselves have our roots in this attitude. In 1922, the five southern
Irish regiments were disbanded on the partition of Ireland and their silver,
pictures and relics were sent to the Royal Military Academy at Sandhurst
for safe-keeping. With the partition of India in 1947, many thousand
British officers of the Indian Army returned to this country with their
own, and in many cases, with their regimental treasures. They did not
want their Army forgotien and so it was agreed that an indian Army
Muscum should be set up in the old chapel at Sandhurst. Former members
of the old Irish regiments persuaded the authorities to provide space in
the basement of the old college to display their relics as well. The first
acquisition in our register dates from October, 1950.

Now upon the scenc steps a very special figure, our mentor, your
neighbour, Field Marshall Sir Gerald Templer. He related that, as a small

24

boy, he was often taken by his father to the Scottish National Gallery.
One day he said ‘Daddy I'm tired of pictures, pleasc take me to an Army
Museum’ and he replicd ‘There is no Army Museum, Gerald’ and that
was when he decided that there would be one before he died. He was
brought up in a military atmosphere and was always interested in relics.
He became a regular soldier in his father’s old regiment, the Royal Irish
Fusiliers, and in 1931 helped to set up his own regimental museum in
Omagh.

He was on the fringe of early decisions concerning a comprehensive
Army Museum but really began to take an interest on his return from
Malaya in 1955 when he was given a year off before becoming Chief of
the Imperial General Staff. Then he was, of course, the right man in the
right place. It was, to his sadness a time of reduction and amalgamation
in the Army and it was envisaged that some regiments might disappear
entirely and require a home for their relics. He therefore persuaded Sand-
hurst 1o let the museum take over the old riding school and then persuaded
the War Officc to accept the concept of a Mational Army Museum at
Sandhurst. In 1959, he retired from active service and was able to give
full rein to this intent. He cajoled the politicians for money, he cajoled
the public to give things and he cajoled the staff to get it ready in time
for opening by the Queen.

But already he had his cye on the Chelsea site. It was apparent that
the only way he would get hold of it would be by raising the necessary
cash and this he sct out to do. At the same time he was trying to declay
any. plans for this sitc as thc Royal Hospital had thoughts of selling it for
devclopment. At this point 1 bring in, for the only time in this story, a
“what might have been”. Why did Sir Gerald not go for the Duke of
York’s Headquarters, a marvellous period building on a splendid site of
its own, close to thriving Sloanc Square? With hindsight it seems an
obvious choice but it appears that although the idea was vaguely floated,
it was rejected on the grounds of the difficulty and expense of converting
it. One must remember that architectural attitudes in the "60s were very
different.

It was not in fact until 1964 that he at last got his way. In the new
Labour government was George Wigg, a great friend of the British soldier
and as Chairman of the Royal Hospital Commission he was pressed by
the Governor (o come to a decision on the future of the site. The Minister
of Defence, Denis Healey, pressed by Wigg on one side and Templer on
the other, could only give way. He agreed and got the Cabinet to agree
that if Templer could raise the money to build the museum, the Govern-
ment would run it thereafter. He could now clinch the lease for the site
and go public. The appeal was launched on 18th June, 1965, the 150th
anniversary of the Battle of Waterloo.

The design of the building was produced by Lord Holford. There had
becn suggestions that it should be in the style of Wren to fit in with the
Royal Hospilal. A pastiche of this nature was not acceptable to an architect
of Lord Holford's reputation and only the scale and proportion would be
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kept in line. What he came up with has been described as a cross between
a synagogue and a muiti-storey car park but with a slight oriental feel as
befits our Indian Army roots. By 1966, money was steadily coming in but
not fast enough to go ahead with Holford’s complete building, so modifi-
cations were made so that Phase [ could go ahcad with Phase II to be
added later when funds would allow. The contract was signed in April,
1968, and the new building taken over two years later.

So, in 1971, the Queen opened this building. I suppose panic always
surrounds cvents of this nature; within a few wecks and then a few days
of the opening it did not look as if we could possibly be ready in time
and Sir Gerald Templer made his views on this quite clear. We were
delighted then when the last exhibit to be unveiled on the evening before
the opening was the standard of the Scinde Camel Corps with the motto
“Ready ! Aye ! Ready !" On the other hand, embarrassment came when
Templer gave a press conference and Peace News sent a correspondent
who turned out to be the man just released from prison for setting fire to
the Imperial War Muscum.

At that time, the museum told the story of the Army up to 1914 only.
Although the Royal Charter did not specify any dates, the terms of refer-
ence as laid down by the Council specified that we should cover the British
Army up to the 1st Battle of Ypres in 1915, the Indian Army to partition
in 1947 and colonial forces to independence. This of course led to
anomalics: showing Mons but not the Somme; showing the Frontier Force
Rifles at Kohima in 1944, but not the West Kent Regiment. The reason
for this restriction was to avoid conflict with the Imperial War Museum
whose terms of reference were to tell the story of the British nation in all
its aspects in the two world wars. However it soon became apparent that,
by ending our story in 1914, we were leaving out the last 60 years of
momentous events in the story of the Army. It was also clear that public
interest was focussed more on the 20th century than on carlier periods
and visitors were disappointed not to find this covered. And, of course,
we were not including the later history of the Indian Army, which was
within our formal terms of reference; but again it would have been
anomalous to show the Indians and not the British. The ‘on from 1914
movement developed and eventually an accommodation was reached with
the Imperial War Muscum by which, while we told the story, we would
not compete with them for items of national importance relating to the
two world wars.

Meanwhile, Templer had gone on raising money to complete the build-
ing and thanks to gcnerous contributions from the Sheikh of Oman and
the Sultan of Brunei, Phase Il could go ahead, The Sheikh of Oman
invited Sir Gerald and the Director out to Oman where he promised a
generous sum. After the meeting, the Grand Vizier approached Sir Gerald,
and asked if he would mind if it were spread over three years. Sir Gerald
could only agree but he took the precaution on his return to London to
insure the Sheikh's life. Phase II could now go ahead. A new design was
drawn up by Karl Fisher, Lord Wolfson’s architect, which, while merging
well with the existing building, made much better use of the available
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space. In essence, Phase Il gave us two new exhibition galleries, a new
reading room, offices and a reception room, cum small exhibition gallery,
alongside the lecture theatre.

One of the new galleries was allocated to telling the story of the Army
from 1914 to the present day. Planning started in 1980 and was well ahead
when events in the Falklands added another important chapter to the
story. We were in time to replace the planned display on Korea with
another on the Falklands and it also gave us our title Flanders to the
Falklands.

We now also have two special exhibition galleries, a large and a small.
Special exhibitions are imporiant to museums; they provide a new attrac-
tion of limited duration to bring in the public; they allow us to focus on
some aspect of the subject, which we could not afford the space in a
permanent exhibition; they allow us 10 bring items from the reserve col-
lections which are not normally scen by the public; they allow us to borrow
items from other collections which would only be available on short term
loan; and, very importantly, they keep the adrenalin flowing through the
staff, who otherwise have a tendency to retire into our collections and
stagnate. Qur most successful to date, which has just closed, was Soldiers
linking with the television series and, thanks to the plug given at the end
of each programme, our attendances last autumn were more than doubled.

No sooner was Phase I1 open, than we were faced with another hurdle
to cross, that of devolution, which was to take place on Ist April, 1984.
Here, for once, political expediency and our own interests merged. Prior
to 1984, we were a department of the Ministry of Defence; on 1st April,
1984, we became an independent trustee bodys, still funded by the Ministry
of Defence but once removed. In practice it has meant that each year we
draw up a budget and once that has been accepted, we receive the money
as a lump sum and, within certain parameters, we can spend it where we
will and switch rcsources from one part of the budget to another as the
Trustees think fit. Staff costs take some 70% of our budget and in that
area we are rather more tightly controlled; even so we have much more
freedom to manipulate our funds to the best advantage of the museum
than we cver did before.

Then there is the question of museum charges which is a contenlious
one at the moment. The Government would presumably like museums
to charge but is approaching the question by encouragement rather than
imposition. They say that they can maintain the present level of spending
on the arts but cannot sce any prospect of increasing it. Any major increase
in funds must therefore be met if not in whole, at least in part, from other
sources. They are prepared to encourage the use of other sources by being
less demanding than in the past over the amount of funds generated by
the museum that they claw back. In our own case, if someone wanis to
repraduce onc of our pictures, the copyright fec is taken by the Treasury:
there is nothing in it for us other than the publicity given by the credit
line {often omitted!) and so it is in our interests to keep that fec as Jow
as possible. On the other hand if we could keep it, we would raisc the
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fee to the norm charged by picture libraries and gain a reasonable income.
What the government are now saying is that the level of “clawing back”
would be no more than 5% of the total budget and anything beyond that
could be kept by the museumn. So at least if a museum does charge, it can
keep most of the procceds. In our case the policy of our Council is not
to charge: if we were to impose charges with our visitor rate, the cost of
collection would probably swallow up most of it.

Another aspect that the museum must now take seriously is sponsorship.
In a sense the National Army Museurn was a pioneer in that the whole
of this building came about as the result of sponsorship at a time when
the concept was much less accepted. We have been helped greatly by our
overseas benefactors already mentioned. Since the building was completed
and the Government’s support in running it assurcd, we have rather sat
back and put our minds to other matters. However the climatc is now
such that we must look at it again. I have mentioned the matter of charging
as one source of income which we do not fee!l has much prospect for us.
Business sponsorship has apparently much more. A word or two about how
business sponsorship works. On average, British industry allocates some
0.25% of its profits to charity (compared with 109 in the USA). Under
the general heading of charity must be included medical, social, education
and environmental causes as well as the arts, so there is much competition
for slices of the not-so-large cake. Trusts also make a distinction between
charity where the giving is cntirely altruistic and no return is expected
and sponsorship, which is treated as part of the public relations budget
and for which some quid pro quo is expected, such as brand image improve-
ment, background promotion and what a would-be sponsor described as
discharging the corporate social coascicnce. They may well want their
sponsorship to fall within certain prescribed paramenters such as the inner
city, educating tcenagers or some such. For the seeker of funds, all these
aspects have to be gone into carefully. No longer is it acceptable to usc
fund-raisers, you must set up your own fund-raising team of people who
genuinely have your interests at heart and are prepared to work hard and
long for you. If all this is planned and organised, then it is possible to get
generous sutns through sponsorship.

Now, too, there is marketing your muscum. This starts with sclling
posteards from a small shop, charging reproduction fees for your picturcs
and exacting money from commercial users of your lecture room and
reception rooms (not I hasten to add from cuitural bodies such as the
Chelsea Socicty). Museums are coming to realise that this is a base on
which to expand. The V & A realisc that their name alone is worth moncy
and they are ready to exploit it — the Laura Ashley of the "90s, as Roy
Strong has described it. It is early days yet to see how this approach can
help us, but it is certainly something we should be examining.

What do we want this cxtra money for? A special exhibition is likely
1o cost up to £100,000. Then there is publicity. This is an arca into which
we have obviously not put enough resources but it is very, very expensive.
We must therefore continue to work hard at our publicity to give ourselves

28

a firm image on our own and persuade people to come out of their way
to visit this lovely part of Chelsca. More can be done to improve our
facilitics here, particularly in the provision of some form of catering. We
have been less than keen hitherto in providing them because our level of
attendance would probably mcan that any such facilities would run at a
loss; butitis apparent that people do expect something, particularly around
here where there is little in the immediate vicinity.

Then we could do with enlarged and improved lecture facilities. Our
lecture theatre has the advantage in that it can be cleared and used for
other purposes, but for audiences of 100 or more it can become cramped
and the back hall cannot sce the screen properly. One option therefore
would be to have an arrangement which would include a larger improved
lecture room linked with reception rooms with catering facilities which
were designed also to give a service to the public. If the lecture-reception
facilitics could provide for up to 200, this in itself would be a commodity
which the museum could offer for commercial use and bring in some
valuable income.

We nced to improve and allow greater public access to our rescrve
collections of uniform and equipment which at the moment are stored in
a serics of cellars under ald college at Sandhurst. We have debated whether
in the long term it would be better to have all our reserve collections on
this site or whether we would do better to go for an out-station on the
lines of the Imperial War Museum at Duxford airfield. The latter concept
has a number of attractions. It could provide far more space more cheaply
than we could ever achieve here. It would enable us to collect and display
tanks, artillery and vehicles, which in themselves are a greater public
attraction than uniforms, weapons and pictures. It would give us more
scope to re-create scenes, old barracks, fortifications, vehicles in natural
surroundings. If we had asite in a recognised tourist area, we could expect
a substantial number of car-borne visitors who would expect to pay for
entry. Even so it would requirc substantial extra resources to set up and
run and it would disperse our efforts from our main centre here. We
would cven have liked dearly to have taken over the Sir John Soane
stables next door but, even if they were vacated by their present occupants,
the local depot of PSA, the Royal Hospital need the space for pensioners’
activities.

So there remain decisions to be taken with the ultimate aim of making
the National Army Museum a better known and a more attractive place
for visitors and improving our rescarch facilities and encouragement of
scholarship in the history of the Army. In a quarter of a century we have
achieved the original aim which Field Marshal Sir Gerald Templer set
himself and for which he spent his last 20 years of life working so hard.

The author is the Deputy Direcior of the National Army Museum and
has based this article on a talk he recently gave to the Chelsea Society.
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Fleet Street, SW3?

The shifting population of Chelsea can expect a new influx during the
next two years. Not artists, boutique-owners or even punks this time, but
journalists. In the exodus by most of the national press from its traditional
home in Flcet Street at least two major newspaper offices are to be estab-
lished just outside our borders to north and south.

Just across Chelsea Bridge, will be The Observer's new office, while
Associated Newspapers — the Daily Mail, Mail on Sunday and Evening
Standard — will occupy the upper floors of Barker's department store in
Kensington High Street, their printing works moving south-cast to the
site of the old Surrey Docks. No doubt, Chelsea will be a favourite habitat
for those who can afford it and Nos. 137, 49 and 31 buses will get new
regular passengers bound south-cast and north-west.

A matter of vision

+ Richard Rogers, the architect of the Lloyd’s building in the City, the
Pompidou Centre in Paris and a leader of the Modern Movement in
architecture, found nobody to disagree with him when he advocated the
removal of traffic from the Embankment. He was speaking at the opening
of the New Architecture exhibition at the Royal Academy in October,
when he was quoted by the London Evening Standard as saying.

“We would have to keep the Embankment road but we would put it
underground in a pipe. Now that the Thames Barricr can control the level
of the river and prevent flooding, there is no need for high parapet along
the Embankment. That could be removed and replaced by steps leading
down to the water. The new road would run under those steps.

“Now most of the northern bank from Chelsea to the City is cut off
from the Thames by a torrent of traffic. So, if that went underground, or
underwater, we would have a wonderful lincar park from Cheyne Walk
to the gardens of the Temple. This would bring people and activity back
to the waterfront; the river itself could be used for transport and recreation;
and, if we needed more space for this, we could always build floating
islands. It could become a new and much larger Grand Canal. . . .

“It is not a matter of politics. . . . Even moncy is a secondary consider-
ation. It is a matter of vision.”
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Adventure begins
in Alpha Place

by John Oakley

The young people heading down Chelsca Manor Street for Alpha Place
had a purposcful look about them and indeed their eyes were upon far
horizons. Their stop at offices on the upper floor of the old Electricity
Board building was only to be brief, for in the morning they were off 10
one of the wildest and remote regions of South America. They were
another team recruited for Operation Raleigh, which has its headquarters
in Alpha Place.

That afternoon they were preeted by other young people in the range
of busy offices, where it is all coming and going and ringing telephones
and the walls are covered with maps of parts of the world which most
travellers cannot reach. The 75 newcomers — boys and girls between the
ages of 17 and 24 — werc grected by a man twice their age whose face
was familiar to them from the television screen. Colonel John Blashford-
Sncll, onc of the last expolorers in the old, heroic mould, was going to
brief them on the place from which he had just arrived and where they
were just going.

The lights in the makeshift lecture-hall dimmed and a video screen lit
up with coloured scenes of splendour and desolation; mountain ranges,
frozen sea, cliffs of ice. “Those ice cliffs arc as high as St. Paul’s Cathedral,”
said Colonel Blashford-Snell cheerfully. “Chunks fall off them every so
often like a load of bombs.” The scene changed to a deep chasm in which
lay the wreckage of a bridge. “That had just collapsed as we were com-
pleting it,” he explained. “So we started all over again.”

That was in the mountains of southern Chile and that was where they
were going next day, travelling for five days: along Chelsea Manor Street
and the King's Road . . . . by air from Hcathrow to Santiago and then
by internal airline . . . . next by bus and ferry and finally on their feet.
Yesterday they had been at home, at work or unemployed, perhaps;
tomarrow they would be one of the 4,000 young people for whom Oper-
ation Raleigh was devised by the Prince of Wales.

The aim is not only adventure-training such, as is offered by Outward
Bound courses and suchlike, but to tackle real problems, help real people

and face real hardships, too. In the present four-year programme, the
4,000 youngsters will take part in about 40 expeditions to some 30 coun-
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trics, Each expedition is planncd to last for threc months and have a
practical objective. In 1986, for example, they included the building of a
medical cenatre in the Solomon Islands, the study of flora and fauna in
Papua New Guinea, surveying an extraordinary cave system in Queens-
land, Australia, and building that bridge in Chile. No wonder that the
official description of those taking part is “venturers”.

“The point about our expeditions,” says Colonel Blashford-Snell, “is
that they are for real. The problems and the difficultics are there. If you
fail to build the bridge over the ravine, the people in the village will not
be able to take their produce to market. If you do not guide the pecople
suffering from cataract over the hills to the medical centre for surgery,
they will remain blind.

“I tell the venturers that the words ‘can’t’ or ‘failure’ don’t appear in
our dictionary. I tell them that it is going to be tough with no home
comforts. If something goes wrong, we have to put it right because nobody
else will.”

While most of his time is taken up in planning, despatching and visiting
the various expeditions, Coloncl Blashford-Snell must also explain the
aims of Operation Raleigh to those who make it possible: the employers
and other sponsors, who have paid, or contributed towards, the cost of
£3,000 that it costs to send a venturer on an expedition.

“The challenges they must face on an expedition are real enough but,
for them, the real world is the one they will find when they return home.
Then they will have to tackle the problems that will shape their own lives
and that of those with whom they live and work. We hope that in Operation
Ralcigh we can help young people to find their spark of leadership and
enterprisc and develop it into a flame to the benefit of themsclves and of
society.”

An inspiring idea and a daunting chalienge to the young who accept it
and, in a quict Chelsea street, begin to follow the long trail to their trial
by adventure.

MEMBERSHIP
OF THE CHELSEA SOCIETY

The Socicty is delighted to welcome new members and all who are
interested in Chelsea are cligible to join, wherever they live.

The Subscription is £5 a year for a single member or £7 for a married
couple, payable on 1 January. Payment by Banker's Order is very helpfui,
and subscriptions may also be covenanted if desired.

Please apply for a form and additional information to the Hon. Mem-
bership Sccretary, 1092 Elm Park Gardens, London SW10 9PE or the
Chairman, 38 Whitelands House, Cheltenham Terrace, London SW3
4QY, Tel. 01-730 6030.
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Visitors from Chelsea for Bligh of the Bounty. Members of the Chelsca
Society inspecting his tomb in the churchyard of the former St. Mary’s
Church, Lambeth — now the Museum of Garden History — where the
summer meeting was held.
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Chelsea in the galleries. Dovehouse Street as it was early in the century
painted in oils by Algernon Newton and exhibited this year by the Fine Art
Society in New Bond Sireet.

“Street scene, Chelsea”, was the brief description of this water-colour by
Whisiler in Christie’s catalogue this year. The little shops he painted late in
the last century were in Cheyne Walk and on the site of the house he himself
was (o occupy.
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Riverside Chelsea: the view upstream front Greaves's boatyard, where the
houseboats now lie, before the building of Lots Road power station in 1902,
This painting in oifs was sold at Christic's during the year.
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Another view of the river from Chelsea painted by John Constable. It sold
for £59,400 at Christic's last April.
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Not quite what it scems. 9
Chelsea Harbour — the 18- R

| acre development now being : %
| built on industrial wasteland ] - o
round the former Chelsea v * > - o
Basin — is in Fulham. Bus ¥ g/ L TR

the windows of its flats will, tnay - , -

as this model _S"O“’Sr cOlE: Ranelagh now. Mr. John Ouaway, the Superintendent of Grounds at the
| mand mt_rgmﬁccm Views Royal Hospital, on one of the lawns in the beawtiful but little-known gardens.
| down theriver across Batter- The summerhouse was designed by Soane and the celebrated Rotunda stood
sea Reach to Chelsea Reach, beyond. (Sce pages 43-49).
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Ol lamps: the 1960s patiern, too tall New lamps: a Victorian-style lamyp, Ranelagh then. The Rotunda at the height of its fame in the 18th century
for the small houses of Bramerton the same height as the original gas- painted by J. Maurer in 1745, Ranelagh House stands on the left and the
Street. (See page 23). lamps, now lighting Glebe Place. avenue runs towards the river.
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Chelsea porcelain at iis most rare. No other coloured model of William
Hogartl'’s pet pug Trump is known. Made around 1750, it sold for £85,800
at Sotheby's last May. (See pages 18-20).

A fine example of “Red Anchor” porcelain. A “Hans Sloane” botanical
dish, made around 1750, which was sold by Sotheby’s this year.
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Chelsea Man at his most
agreeable. Tobias Smollent
(right} lived in part of Mon-
mouth House at the top of
Lawrence Street during the
midedle years of the 18th cen-
tury. (See pages 53-56).

The gardens behind Monmouth House, where Smollett cniertained his

bohemian friends. The lawn is now the playground of the Libyan Govern-
ment school in Glebe Place. (Water-colour in Chelsea Public Library).
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Familiar faces, much-missed in Chelsea. Prebendary Frangois Piachatd
and lis wife Mary before his retirement after thirty-five years as Vicar of
Christ Church. Judge Peter McNair writes about them on the opposite page.
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A benevolent presence

A tribute to
Prebendary Francois Piachaud

by Peter McNair

Prebendary Piachaud retired as Vicar of Christ Church, Chelsea, in
January, 1986, after thirty-five years in the parish. With his departure
Chelsea has lost a distinguished and beloved citizen. Frangois Piachaud
came here after five years in a large parish in Leeds. Christ Church is one
of the smaller Chelsca parishes, but over the years he became a familiar
figure in the borough. In the carly years he drove round in a succession
of dilapidated Daimiers, none of which cost more than £100 and the last
of which succumbed, curiously and rather ecclesiastically, to dry rot in its
woodwork. In later years he went around on foot, or on a battered bicycle,
wearing a large black hat, visiting the sick parishoners in our hospitals or
the elderly and isolated in the parish and beyond. His benevolent presence
about these duties will be remembered by many with gratitude as will his
words of comfort to those in distress.

Frangois was also a familiar figure in the Chelsea bookshops and the
public library. Any visitor to the vicarage would realise why this was so.
It was a large vicarage but cvery available space was given up to several
thousand books, three deep in places. Shelves went up the stairs and along
corridors as well as in most of the rooms. In his study there was just room
for two armchairs and a desk, but otherwise it was books everywhere, in
piles as well as on shelves. There was nothing frivolous to be found in
this library. Theology, history and philosophy took first place but there
was also room for a large part of the best English literature. He seemed
1o deem it his duty and pleasure to take in and care for ancient books.
There were few towns in England where he could not direct you to a
second-hand bookshop., He maintained that you should have four copies
of any good book: the first edition, the best edition, a copy to read and
a copy to lend to your friends. He had not read them all. 1 doubt if he
could have read his Tibetan bible or his Sanscrit books handwritten on
ola leaves,

But it was not his library that most distinguished him. Soon after arriving
in Chelsea, he became Examining Chaplain to the Bishop of London,
looking after the post-ordination training of the young London clergy.
Many of these can no doubt testify to his formidable learning, but his
interest extended beyond training clergy and beyond his small parish. He
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was the main inspiration behind the founding of the Chelsea Council of
Churches out of which sprang the flourishing Chelsea Social Council. He
hoped for union between Methodists and Church of England and fought
for this in the General Synod. He favoured ordination of women. He gave
passionate support to Christian Aid and all the movements in which the
church was concerned with in the world. He maintained a veil of silence
over most of what he knew of those around him, but he enjoyed innocent
cccentricities. The old lady who explained that she would have come to
church but there had not been any Sunday for many weeks. Those who
slept through his sermons and told him how relreshing they had found it.
A curate who explained how he recited the Creed as he jumped out of
an acroplane,

But his parishioners will remember him best for the illumination which
he gave to the doctrines of the Church of England, and his zestful partici-
pation in all of the controversies of the day as they arose in order to give
informed guidance to his flock, expressing always the best of the liberal
traditions of the Church of England. They will remember above all the wit
with which his wisdom was laced. Some found his sermons, which could
on occasions run to halé-an-hour, rather rich intellectual fare, for he was
inclined to assume, or, more accurately, pretend Aatteringly to assume,
a knowledge by the congregation of philosophy, history and English liter-
ature equal to his own. "You will remember’ he would say as he referred
to some medicval French duke, Levantine potentate or obscure saint, but
the rigours of the argument were mitigated by striking quotations and
vivid anecdetes. There cannot be many other churches where there was
so often a ripple of laughter during the sermon.

Here are two cxamples of his anccdotes. He was speaking once of the
tendency to misunderstand the true nature of Providence. To illustrate
this, he spoke of an acerbic bishop who, confronted with a lady who said,
“My sister was to have travelled on that plane which crashed with all its
passengers. Was it not provideatial that she changed her ticket?” The
bishop replicd I don’t know, madam — I never met your sister™.

He once referred to a Scottish minister, carried away by thoughts of
cternal damnation for those who repented too late, saying to his congre-
gation “The poor souls looked up from the torments of hell and said to
the Lord, ‘Ch Lord, we didna ken, we didna ken’, and the good Lord
looked down on them and in his infinite mercy said*Well,you ken the noo™.

One of his favourite sources of quotalion was Sidney Smith. Alas, 1
can only remember one. The first he used when dining with a parishioner:
“You say you speak of Christian charity, sir. Strawberrics for the vicar
— that is what [ call Christian charity”.

All this sounds like an obituary, but it is not. Frangois, and his wilc
Mary, who sustained him throughout his working life in Chelsea, are living
in happy retircment in Maidenhead and will, 1 hope, return to visit us on
many occasions. 1 hope that for many more years to come, to paraphrase
his favourite Collect, he will continue to graft in pcoples’ hearts a love of
God and increase in them truc religion.
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Ranelagh: the secret
garden

by Giles Worsley

Ranelagh Gardens is among the least known of London's parks, almost
a secrct garden, and only with the Chelsea Flower Show does it come to
life. It was not always so; in the 18th century it was the most fashionable
and popular garden in London. But few who tread its paths today
remember this or realise that one of the largest and most remarkable
buildings of 18th-century England once stood here, the Ranelagh rotunda.

The first gardens at Ranelagh were laid out in the 1690s by Richard
Jones, 1st Earl of Ranelagh, on land that he acquired from the Royal
Hospital. In 1741 William Crispe and James Myonet took a lease on the
housc and grounds intending to develop them as pleasure gardens; in May
1742 thesc opened to the public. Crispe was the main partner, but over-
stretching himself (according to Horace Walpole, the work cost £16,000),
was declared bankrupt in 1744,

Crispe planncd gardens to rival the success of those at Vauxhall, and
again music formed the core of the entertainment. Originally the gardens
were open both to public breakfasts, where oratorio choruses were per-
formed, and in the evening. However, complaints that the breakfast were
tempting young City merchants and apprentices from their work led to
these being banned by an Act of Parliament in 1752, Thereafter, the
gardens generally opened at 6pm, two or three times a week during the
scason, with music from 8pm till 10pm, although Horace Walpole com-
plained that the fashion was not to set out for Ranelagh till afier 11 o'clock.
There were also regular firework evenings and other extravaganzas.

Raneclagh’s advantage over Vauxhall (which in 1742 was almost entirely
out of doors) was a great covered rotunda, where the company could
gather repardless of the weather. For the design of this Crispe turned to
William Jones, later surveyor to the East India Company, but at that date
only known for some platcs in a pattern book. Why Jones was chosen is
unclear, but it is hard to imagine a building of such a size being entrusted
to an inexperienced architeet. Theatres rather than conventional architec-
ture lic behind the design of the rotunda; it may be that Jones's carly
history should be sought in the poorly documented world of theatre design.

Two carpenters, William Timbrell and john Spencer, contracted to
build the rotunda. Timbrell was presumably a relation (possibly the son)
of Benjamin Timbrell, the original lessor, one of the leading carpenters
and master builders of his time. William Timbrell and Spencer remained
partners into the 1750s when they were involved in speculative building
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in 5t James'’s Square. Evan Thomas and Richard Hughes were paid for
the staters” work on the roof.

Jones’s design was for a free-standing rotunda with four main doors
like triumphal arches at the cardinal points. Between these, round the
outside of the building, ran an arcade with a colonnade above, the latter
being reached by stairs in the corners of the triumphal arches. Round the
wulls of the inside ran two tiers of 52 boxes, as in a theatre, those at
ground level opening off the main body of the rotunda apd also out into
the gardens behind; the first-Mloor boxes being reached from the colonnade
walkway.

The boxes were used for taking tea or coffec (no strong drink being
served “for obvious reasons™), cach of them having a table seating seven
or cight persons. By 1762 they were decorated with a “droll painting in
the mimic masquerade or pantomime taste”. These were originally de-
signed as blinds for the windows during masqueradcs, but werce afterwards
fitted up in the boxes, where their perspective, intended to be seen from
a distance, rendered them rather preposterous. When the boxes were full,
further tables and benches were arranged in the body of the rotunda.

The size of the rotunda is hard to grasp; it had an external diameter of
185ft and an internal diameter of 150ft (by comparison, the reading room
of the British Museum is 141t wide and the Pantheon in Rome 14311).
To vault such a space would have been an incredible undertaking; Jones
was not so foolish as to try. The Rotunda was a place of recreation, not
a public monument, and to have built in stone would only have bankrupted
the proprictors even faster. So Jones built entirely in wood and supported
the centre of the roof with an enormous octagonal pier, open at the base.

As it was originally intended to house the orchestra, the ocoustics proved
unsatisfactory, and in 1743 a new orchestra stand was crected to one side,
the former site being given over to a great fire sct under a stove. This
must have been an improvement, because, although covered, the rotunda
was open to the elements on all sides.

Sadly, no detailed plan of the roof survives, although one of the engrav-

ings of his designs that Jones had published, does give some indication of -

the main timbers. It must have been a great feat of carpentry and pays
tribute to the skill of Timbrell and Spencer. As well as the support provided
by the central picr, beams ran up between the boxes, disguised by orna-
mental plasterwork, every third one of them supporting onc of the main
struts of the roof.

A direct source for the building is hard to find. Although the idea of
the Colosseum and other Roman amphitheatres must lic behind such a
free-standing circular building, Jones paid very little heed to them in his
design. While a more Classically-minded neo-Palladian might have scized
the opportunity to reconstruct an amphitheatre, Jones in particular by
using a colonnade above an arcade, showed he cared little for such purist
ideals. The great central pier appears to have been an unprecedented
solution to structural problems occasioned by the size of the roof.
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With its boxes and decoration “gay as the Asialic” the interior of the
rotunda lics more in the tradition of theatre architecture than conventional
Classical architecture. The plasterer was William Perritt, onc of the family
of Yorkshire plasterers, to whom payments totalling £957 14s 8Vad survive,
including £95 4s for “68 Male and Female terms — emblematical and
ornamental”, which can be seen running all the way round the building
above the boxes. The anonymous Description of Ranelagh Rotundo and
Gardens of 1762, probably written by Richard Owen Cambridge, gives a
detailed description of the decoration of the rotunda, with gilt, marbling
and decorative paintings abounding.

The effect of the architecture and the decoration never ceased to amaze.
An anonymous correspondent in the Gentlemen’s Magazine in 1742 found
himself “dumb with surprise and astonishment”, while Samuel Johnson
declared of Ranclagh that “the coup d’oeil was the finest thing he had
cver seen”. One of the best accounts comes from the realms of fiction,
where Smollett’s Humphry Clinker, comparing Ranclagh to the enchanted
palace of a genii, was so overcome by the building and the music that he
thought himself in paradise.

The rotunda dominated Ranelagh, but the gardens were equally impor-
tant as a place of promenade, being fuill of wide, well-lit gravel walks, as
well as having some more discreet serpentine paths. While some visitors
came by water, most came by land, and armed horse patrols were provided
by the management to deter footpads.

Leaving their coaches in front of Ranclagh House (where there was a
convenient amphitheatre for the entertainment of servants) and paying
their shilling or half-crown depending on the date, visitors entered the
gardens through the house. By 1751 a covered way linked house and
rotunda, so that the company nced never get wet, but normally the com-
pany walked through the garden. The main walks were beyond the
rotunda; Lord Ranelagh’s lime avenue provided onc, flanked by a canal.

Constant attractions were offered to draw the fashionable, and new
buildings, whether temporary — like the clegant colonnade crected in
1776 by the noblemen and gentlemen of the subscription masque — or
permancnt, were frequently announced in the press. The most important
of these buildings, in particular the Chinese bridge (which was built prob-
ably by the Jubilee Ball of 1749) were put up for the masquerades or
jubilees which took place in the late 174(s and early 1750s. Canaletto’s
engraving records that which took place in 1751 for the Prince of Wales's
birthday. Unfortunately they gained a bad reputation and “it being thought
that these Jubilees were an evil tendency, by depraving the minds of the
people, or at least furnishing opportunitics for the commission of ir-
regularitics, they were discontinued”,

Some of these garden buildings, like the temple and the link between
the house and the rotunda, both of which were erected between the Jubilee
Ball of 1749 and that of 1751, are recorded in engravings, but others have
disappcared without trace. Cambridge mentions several more: an eight-
columned rotunda dedicated to Pan, with a statue of one of his fawns on
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the top; a grotio at the far end of the canal, where the Chinese bridge
was eventually moved to, with a pump to exchange the stale water of the
canal for fresh water from the Thames; and “two thatched hovels painted
white, formed by four arches and terminated at the top in a point, erecled
at the time of the late masques™.

Evidence of another four-columned porticoed temple can be seen at
the bottom left of the 1777 survey of the gardens, while in 1789 “the
superb Tcmple of Flora™ was sold to the Duke of York to be re-erected
at Oatlands, Surrey. Thus the gardens did not lack incident; Cambridge
cven claimed them to be laid out on similar principles to Chinese gardens.

Onc of the most celebrated characters of Ranelagh was Sir Thomas
Robinson, “the Knight of thec Woeful Countenance” as Mrs Carter de-
scribed him, to whom, as manager, much of the success of the gardens
in the 1760s and 1770s was due. When Crispe was declared bankrupt in
1744, the ownership of the grounds was divided into 36 shares, all profits
from the scason being divided among the shareholders. Robinson was
one of the sharcholders, another was Lord Verney, for whom he designed
Claydon, Buckinghamshire. The correspondence between the two gives
an insight into the financial workings of the gardens.

Robinson did not restrict his involvement at Ranelagh to running the
gardens, but carefully manipulated his position to his financial advantage.
He was a major sharcholder, occasionally buying more shares; in 1771 he
paid Lord Verncy £828 for share number seven (in the same year the
dividend was declared at £60 a share, a very respectable return of over
7%). Robinson also sought to benefit from the other attractions Ranclagh
fostered, acquiring much of the surrounding land and the entertainments
that were on them. His progress from his first acquisition in 1763 can be
traced in the rate books, and the final extent of his purchases can be scen
in the survey taken soon after his death in 1777. Some of this land Robinson
sold on to the proprictors of the gardens for carriage stands, but most of
it he retained, including the Assembly Rooms, which he bought in 1768,
and the Swan ale-house.

In 1769, Robinson sold his Yorkshire estate at Rokeby. It has always
been assumed that he was forced to do this by financial necessity. This
may be so, but the collection of pictures sold at his death, the sizc of the
house he buitt for himself, the shares in the gardens he held and the land
he owned around it, show that he was not poor. It is possible that, lacking
a son, Robinson sold Rokeby to finance his Ranclagh speculations, which
were almost ccrtainly more profitable than agriculture.

Some of the land Robinson kept for himself and on it he built a house
which he named Prospect Place. From the rate-books it would appear
that Robinson must have done this in about 1764-65, at the same time
that he sold his former house in Whitehall. Although no drawings or
detailed views of the house survive, its basic features can be determined
from the 1777 survey of Ranclagh, from the sale catalogue of the contents
of the house after Robinson's death and from a small detail on one of the
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set of plates Wedgwood designed for Catherine the Great that are now
in Russia.

From these we can establish that it was a very large house, about 140ft
long, with two five-bay wings flanking a projecting colonnaded rotunda.
In many ways it resembled Robinson’s designs for Claydon, built soon
after. The list of rooms in the sale catalogue make it clear that this enor-
mous house was designed for Robinson’s famous parties, rather than
domestic life. Reception rooms predominated; there was a hall, saloon,
library, state room, principal dining parlour, assembly room and ballroom,

Prospect Place did not long survive Robinson's death, and by the pub-
lication of Horwood’s map of 1794 it had been replaced by tenements.
The rotunda did not last much longer. A final burst of fashion in the 1780s
was succeeded by a slow decline, which not even balloon ascents and
firework displays with representations of Mount Etna with its lava flowing,
could reverse. In 1803, the gardens finally closed their doors, and, in 1805,
Ranclagh House and the rotunda were demolished. Today only the name
survives.

This article was first published by Country Life and is reprinted by kind permission
of the Editor.

Ranelagh today
by John Ottaway

Ranelagh Gardens are still the resort af Londoners but their character
is, of course, changed completely. They are today among the most beautiful
and secluded of the capital’s gardens, visited by relatively few but richly
rewarding those who discover them. Owned by the Royal Hospital since
1826, they come under the jurisdiction of the Lieutenant-Governor and
have been administered the past 11 years by Mr. John Oitaway, the Superin-
tendent of Grounds, a horticulturalist well known to members of the Chelsea
Gardens Guild, on whose Committee he serves. The Editor visited Ranelagh
in Mr. Ouaway’s company and questioned him about the present and recent
past. These are his replies:

“The gardens are primarily for the In-Pensioners of the Royal Hospital
and paticnts from our Infirmary but they are open to the public, too. They
are regularly used by mothers and nannics with small children and for
that reason no dogs are allowed, although they can be exercised in the
Royal Hospital’s South Grounds that are entered from the Embankment.
It is a safe place, too, as the entrance is guarded and there are two large
ex-Guardsmen on patrol. It is never crowded and [ do not think that I
have ever seen more than about 120 people here at any onc time. A lot
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of Chelsea notables must have spent some of their early formative years
here.

“Ranelagh comprises 14 of the Royal Hospital's 60 acres of grounds,
which include Burton's Court. It is mostly a tree and shrub garden although
we do have a few flower beds and are particularly pleased with our looks
in springtime when the daffodils are out. Therc are 60 different varietics
of tree and the position of an example of cach is marked on a map in the
summerhouse so that it is a good place to learn to identify them. The
oldest trees arc about 90 years old and most of the smaller trees have
been planted since the end of the war. Sadly, we lost at least 40 ¢clms from
discasc but replanting is a continuing process so that the overall appearance
of the gardens should remain fairly constant.
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“Of course, the whole character of Raneclagh has to change for the
Chelsea Flower Show each year, when the gardens are used as a catering
area. I act as liaison officer between the Royal Hospital and the Royal
Horticultural Society and it is a happy reiationship. For a week there are
thousands of people here, food and drink being served in marquees and
a Guards' band playing on the lawn. As you would expect, the grass takes
a beating but my cight gardeners start work on the lawns immediately
with the help of the Society, spiking and dressing them and, where neces-
sary, oversowing. By mid-JTuly the grass has recovered and the gardens
have resumed their looks.

“The summerhouse was designed by Sir John Soanc in 1834 but has
been somewhat altered and its original thatch replaced by tiles. But all
traces of the 18th century scem to have disappeared. The great Rotunda
stood on the flat lawn to the immediate south of the path known as
Infirmary Way and its exact position is marked on the map in the summer-
house. We had to dig a trench across part of the site quite recently but
found no foundations so perhaps they still lie deeper down. The ornamental
canal, which you can see in 18th century prints of Ranelagh survived until
1863 when it was filled in, apparcntly because the Pensioners used to fall
intoit. So all we have found to recall those times are broken clay pipes.

“The lay-out of the present gardens was designed in 1859 by the land-
scape architect John Gibson. During the last war, vegetables were grown
herc but aftcrwards they were restored to his plan, including more than
a mile of gravel walks. Amongst potential problems arising since that time
has been the huge increase in traffic along the Embankment. Obviously
there is pollution from fumes but, I am glad to say, tests have discovered
no ill-cffects upon trees and plants. Although busy roads run along three
sides of Ranelagh it is an amazingly peaceful place — quieter than it
sometimes was 200 years ago, I expect.”
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A Tale of Two
Societies

Chelsea’s northern counterpart

by Tom Pocock

Hearing that Hampstead had been celebrating its Millennium in 1986,
Chelsea people might have noted that not only could they have done the
same but might have held their anniversary party last year, a thousand
yecars after “Cealchythe” was first mentioned in the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle. However, Hampstead thought of the idea and Cheslea did not,
and, by all accounts, some good parties were thrown on the Northern
Heights. -

When remembering this similarity in age, other comparisons occur.
Both places were robust and fashionable small towns just outside London
and both arc smart residentiat districts of the capital today. Hampstead
has the Heath; Chelsea, the Thames. Both have long attracted the same
sort of residents: those with professional or passing interest in literature
and the arts; sometimes a touch bohemian.

Both command fierce loyalties, despite their shared characteristics. My
own father, the son of two Hampstead families, never shook off his han-
kering for the place, even after many happy years in Chelsea, stoutly
maintaining that he was “a hill man”. There have been attempts to define
the subtle differences between natives of the two; the most accurate sug-
gesting that Hampstead people tend to be a little more idealistic, even
fey, while Chelsca people are more practical and jollier. The debate con-
tinues.

A binding factor, common to both, is that they benefit from well-estab-
lished, powerful and active amenity societies, theirs being the older. The
Chelsea Socicty was founded in 1927, when the Heath and Old Hampstead
Socicty had already becn busy for more than thirty years. Our society is
rather larger than theirs with about 750 members (o their 600; they publish
quarterly newsletters in addition to an admirable Annual Report; both
are fortunate to have an intelligent and forceful lady to take the chair at
their mectings: Hampstead's counterpart to Lesley Lewis is Peggy Jay.

Mrs. Jay has, of course, been a formidable figure in the wider London
political scence for many years, particularly in the happicr days of the
now-defunct Greater London Council. 1 lunched with her recently to ask
her about the Society in the restaurant of Burgh House in Well Walk,
itself onc of their triumphs.
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This is a beautiful 17th century house, which seemed doomed a decade
ago; riddled with dry rot and, even if it could be saved from demolition,
likely to be converted into offices with strip-lighting in its panelled rooms.
The Hampstead Society went into action, raised £100,000 and bought a
seven-year lease of the property, then took a second lease and now it is
unthinkable that Burgh Housc should be lost. It has been cleverly con-
verted into a local museum, art gatleries, a music room available for
functions, a cosy little restaurant in the basement and an information
bureau in the hall. “Every day and evening Burgh Housc is alive and busy
with local activitics,” said Mrs. Jay. “It has become a very real centre for
Hampstead life and particularly so for our voluntary helpers, who are
cften retired and have now found a new and constructive purpose.”

Sitting at our lunch table in the garden, she talked of their successes
and failures. “Like Chelsea, we have been losing our proper shops to
boutiques and restaurants and there is not much we can do about that,”
she explained. “There are now 45 restaurants within a quarter of a mile
of the Tube station. But we have been successful in stopping the building
of most tower blocks although we were only able to delay the construction
of the monstrous new Royal Free Hospital, for five years; being outside
the scope of planning regulations, it was finally built and now spoils the
view of London from Hampstead.”

“One problem that affects us more than Chelsea is the selling of gardens
as building plots. Most of the big Victorian houses here had huge gardens
and it is tempting to scll part to a developer. The new building in Well
Road, where 1 live, is at the end of the garden of a house in Well Walk
that runs paratlel to it. Our greatest recent battle was over Witanhurst,
the big house overlooking the Heath from Highgate Hill. Over 13 years
there have been over a hundred public meetings about that and two public
enquiries to decide whether its garden could be turned into a housing
estate. We did not win, but we did manage to get the number of new
houses cut from more than two hundred to seventy. Developers now
realise that it is better to have us as a friend than as an enemy.”

As in Chelsea, there has been the threat of new trunk roads. “We
fought the plan to turn East Heath Road into a four-lane highway that
would have cut Hampstead off from the Heath, and to build a *spaghetti
junction’ interscction near Keats Grove. Our through-traffic is still heavy
but at lcast road-widening has not been allowed to suck in more.

Hampstead is fortunate: whereas there is only a narrow road scparating
it from the Heath, Chelsea surrendered its intimacy with the Thames when
the Embankment was built in the 1870s, although this remained a pleasant
promenade until the onslaught of the present volume of traffic with its
noise and fumes over the past two decades. It was, however, threats to
the Heath that brought about the creation of the Heath and Old Hampstead
Saciety. The battle to save the Heath from developers had already been
won when the Metropolitan Board of Works — the forerunner of the
GLC — bought the first 220 acres of it in 1872, leaving a viaduct as the
only sign that its former principal landowners had planned to cover it with
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roads and villas. The threat that brought the Society into being was that
the over-cnthusiasm of the new, well-meaning ownership would be to
convert it into a municipal park. Since that time, the Heath has not only
been kept wild but enlarged, and for this the Society should take much
credit.

Whercas few, if any, Chelsca people can now go boating on the Thames,
most Hampstead people regularly roam their miles of green countryside,
maintained as such with a surprising degree of sophisticated husbandry.
The trees, wild flowers and birds of the Heath are prized and guarded
with intense pride and affection and reports on their welfare are regularly
written for the Annual Report, or Newsletter, by John Hillaby and other
naturalists. Yet the Heath is now under threat again. Since the demisc of
the Greater London Council, whose officers ran the Heath with great
expertise and in close cooperation with the Society, its future remains —
at the time of writing — uncertain. Mrs. Jay views with alarm the proposal
that it should be split between the boroughs of Camden and Barnet. * They
would be unlikely to agrece about anything,” she said. “Why, when we
managed to preserve and restore the old toll-house by the Spaniards Inn
on the border between the two boroughs, Barnct demanded that the
down-pipe from the gutter around the little roof be moved so that
Camden’s rain did not use Barnet’s drains!” She favours a solution that
puts the Heath in the care of a single, preferably elected, authority.

“We must never forget that the Heath is London’s open space and does
not belong to one borough, or even two,” she said. “Happily during the
interregnum, the London Residuary Body, is being helpful. They, like
the Greater London Council, and indeed the Department of the Environ-
ment, realise that we are a Socicty to be taken very seriously.”

The President of the Heath and Old Hampsiead Society is Lord Cottlesoe;
its chairman, Mrs. Peggy Jay; and the address of its Membership Secretary
is 9 Hampstead Hill Mansions, Downshire Hill, London, NW3. The usual
annual subscription is £3.50.
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Smollett in Chelsea
The original Chelsea Man?

by Lewis Kennedy

If any onc historical character had to be chosen as the quintessential
Chelsca Man, the short list would probably include Augustus John,
Whistler and Carlylc. But each was an oddity and too individual to repre-
sent a type. The character in question would have to be mildly bohemian,
convivial and, because we are thinking of traditional Chelsea, trying to
scratch a living from the fringes of literature or art. So the man who comes
to mind is Tobias Smollett.

Those who can remember the social life of the 1950s and before, when
the number of painters in what was then the artists’ quarter of London
was at least equalled by writers, would recognise Smollett’s circle two
centuries before. He came to Chelsea with his Creole wife in 1753 for its
fresh river air which he belicved would benefit their delicate daughter
Elizabeth. He rented part of Monmouth House which then stood across
the top ¢nd of Lawrence Street and which also housed the proprictor of
the Chelsca Porcelain Manufactory, C Nicholas Sprimont, and some of
his showrooms (see Elizabeth Adams's article, Page 18).

He had alrcady written two novels, Roderick Random and Peregrine
Pickle, but now fell on hard times. His History of England, written in
Chelsea, was unworthy and a failure, and an attack on Admiral Knowles,
under whom he had served in the West Indies when a naval surgeon, in
the Critical Review, which he edited, brought about a libel action, a fine
of £100 and three months in prison. Despite his troubles, Smollett ted a
cheerful life, frequenting Don Saltero’s coffec-house at 18 Cheyne Walk,
wherc he would meet a particular fricnd Captain Robert Mann, who had
sailed round the world with Anson and was later recalled to the Royal
Navy and killed in action.

Although constantly hard-up he entertained neighbours, mostly down-
at-heel journalists and publishers’ hacks, at Monmouth House. When his
daughter dicd at the age of 15 in 1763 — she was buried at the Old Church
— he went abroad but he could still write, “I cannot help respecting
Chelsea as a second native place notwithstanding the irreparable misfor-
tunes which happened to me while I resided in it.”

He remembered Chelsea when living in exile near Leghorn, where he
died in 1771, and recalled his parties in Lawrence Strect when writing the
lollowing passage from his last novel, Humphrey Clinker. In this he
described a visit to his own house in Chelsea as told by the fictional
character Jerry Melford, who arrived with his friend Dick Ivy, a poet:
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“He lives in the skirts of the town, and every Sunday his house is open
to all unfortunate brothers of the quill, whom he treats with beef, pudding
and potatoes, port, punch, and Calvert’s entire butt-beer . . . [ was civilly
received in a plain yet decent habitation, which opened backwards into
a very pleasant garden kept in excellent order; and indeed I saw none of
the outward signs of authorship, either in the house or the landlord, who
is one of those few writers of the age that stand on their own foundation,
without patronage, and above dependence. If there was nothing character-
istic in the entertainment, the company made ample amends for his want
of singularity.

“At two in the afternoon [ found myself one of ten messmates seated
at a table, and I question if the wholc world could produce such another
asscmblage of originals. Among their peculiarities [ do not mention those
of dress, which may be purely accidental. What struck me were oddities
originally produced by affectation, and afterwards confirmed by habit.
Onc of them wore spectacles at dinner, and another his hat flapped;
though as Ivy told me, the first was noted for having a seaman’s cye when
a bailiff was in the wind, and the other was never known to labour under
any weakness or defect of vision, except about five years ago, when he
was complimented with™a couple of black eyes by a player with whom he
had quarrelled in his drink. A third wore a laced stocking, and made use
of crutches, because once in his life he had been laid up with a broken
leg, though no man could leap over a stick with more agility. A fourth
had contracted such an antipathy to the country that he insisted on sitting
with his back towards the window that looked into the garden, and when
a dish of cauliffower was sct on the table, he sniffed up volatile salts to
keep him from fainting; yct this delicate person was the son of a cottager,
born under a hedge, and had many years run wild among asscs on a
common. A fifth affected distraction; when spoken to he always answered
from the purpose; sometimes he suddenly started uwp and rapped out a
dreadful oath; sometimes he burst out a-taughing; then he folded his arms
and sighed; and then he hisscd like fifty serpents. .. ... A ccrtain winking
genius, who wore yellow gloves at dinner, had, on his first introduction,
taken such offence at S because he looked and talked, and ate, and
drank, like any other man, that he spoke contemptuously of his under-
standing cver after, and never would repeat his visit. . . .

“Curious to know on what subjects the several talents of my fellow-guests
were employed. I applied to my communicative friend Dick Ivy, who gave
me to understand, that most of them were, or had been, journeymen to
more creditable authors, for whom they translated, collated, and compiled
in the business of book-making; and that all of them had, at different
times, laboured in the service of our landlord, though they had now sct
up for themselves in various departments of literature. Not only their
talents, but also their notions and dialects were so various, that our con-
servation resembled the confusion of tonguces at Babel.

“We had the Irish bropue, the Scotch accent, and forcign idiom, twanged
off by the most discordant vociferation; for as they all spoke together, no
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man had any chance to be heard, unless he could bawl louder than his
fellows. It must be owned, however, there was nothing pedantic in their
discourse; they carefully avoided all learned disquisitions, and
endeavoured to be facetious; nor did their endeavours always miscarry.
Some droll repartee passed, and much laughter was excited; and if any
individual lost his temper so far as lo transgress the bounds of decorum,
he was cffectually checked by the master of the feast, who cxerted a
paternal authority over this irritable tribe.

“The most learned philosopher of the whole collection, who had been
expelled the University for atheism, has made great progress in a refutation
of Lord Bolingbroke’s metaphysical works, which is said to be equally
ingenious and orthodox, but in the meantime he has been presented to
the Grand Jury as a public nuisance for having blasphemed in an alchousc
on the Lord’s day. The Scotchman gives lectures on the pronunciation of
the English language. . . .

“The Irishman is a political writer, and goes by the name of Lord Potato.
He wrote a pamphlet in vindication of a minister, hoping his zeal would
be rewarded with some place or pension; but finding himself neglected in
that quarter, he whispered about that the pamphlet was written by the
minister himself, and he published an answer to his own production. . . .
Little Tim Cropdale the most facetious member of the whole society had
happily wound up the catastrophe of a virgin tragedy, for the exhibition
of which he had promised himsclf a large fund of profit and reputation.
Tim had made shift to live many years by writing novels at the rate of
five pounds a volume: but that branch of business is now engrossed by
fcmale authors, who publish mercly for the propagation of virtue, with
so much casc, and spirit, and knowledge of the human heart, and all in
the screne tranquillity of high life, that the reader is not only enchanted
by their genius, but reformed by their morality.

“After dinner we adjourned into the garden, where 1 observed Mr.
S—— gave a short scparate audience to every individual in a small remote
filbert walk, from whence most of them dropped off one after another
without further ceremony; but they were replaced by fresh recruits of the
same class, who came to make an afternoon’s visit; and among others a
spruce bookseller, called Birkin, who rode his own mare, and made his
appecarance in a pair of new jemmy boots with massy spurs of plate. It
was not without a reason that this midwifc of the Muses used exercise
a-horseback, for he was too fat to walk a-foot; and he underwent some
sarcasm from Tim Cropdale on his unwicldy size and inaptitude for motion,
who proposed that they should run three turns round the garden for a
bowl of punch, and he would run boots against stockings. The bookseller,
who valued himself on his mettle, was persuaded 1o accept the challenge;
and forthwith resigned his boots to Cropdale, who, when he had put them
on, was no bad representation of Captain Pistol in the play. . . .

“No sooner had they started in the race, than Cropdale disappeared in
a twinkling through the back door of the garden, and Birkin setting oul
to pursuc him, received a thern in the foot, which sent him hopping back
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to the garden roaring with pain, and swearing with vexation. When
delivered of this annoyance, he looked about wildly exclaiming, *Sure the
fellow won’t be such a rogue as to run away with my boots! . . . I lost
twenty pounds by his farce which you persuaded me to buy. I am out of
pocket five pounds by this damned ode, and now this pair of boots, brand
ncw, cost me thirty shillings as per receipt.’

“There was not one of these men to whom S—— had not done a
kindness; one he bailed out of a sponging house, and afterwards paid the
debt; another he translated into his family, and clothed when he was
turned out half-naked from jail; a third, who was reduced to a woollen
night-cap, and lived on sheep’s trotters, up three pair of stairs backwards
in Butcher's Row, he took into present pay and freec quarters.”

Not all Smollett’s visitors were of this order. David Garrick, the great
actor, was a friend as was his fellow-editor John Wilkes, aithough they
later fell out. Dr. Johnson was an acquaintance and, because, of Smollett’s
naval connections, appealed to him whea his servant was caught by a
press-gang near the Thames. The youth was freed after Smollett wrote to
appeal, “I am your petitioner of behalf of that great Chame of literature,
Samuel Johnson. His black servant, whose name is Francis Barber, had
been pressed on board the Stag frigate, Captain Angel, and our lexi-
cographer is in great distress. He says the boy in a sickly lad of a delicate
frame and particularly subject to a malady in his throat, which renders
him very unfit for his Majesty's serice.”

It is tempting to wonder whether Johnson was with Smollett when he
was reputed to have visited the Porcelain Manufactory and tried his hand
at the potter's wheel, although authoritics on ceramics maintain that the
story concerned another visitor of the same name.

Nothing now remains of Smollett’s house which was pulled down in
1834, when Carlyle was moving into Cheyne Row and just before the
building of the littte houscs on the cast side of Lawrence Street, although
a plaguc on the wall of 16 Lawrence Street records his stay. The grave
of his daughter Elizabeth is not marked on the floor of the rebuilt Old
Church but her name is recorded on one of the beautifully embroidered
kneclers there. Tobias Smollett’s other memorial is the spirit of hospitality
and good fellowship that still tingers in Chelsca. (Sec iflustrations, puge 39).

Obituaries
Dr. David Lewis

Dr. Lewis, husband of the Chelseca Society’s Chairman, died on the
2nd November, 1986, aged 77. He was an eminent scientist, a devoted
husband, and a good fricnd of many members of the Chelsea Socicty.

He was elected a Fellow of the Royal Entomological Socicty at the

early age of 22, and for the next 55 ycars he worked as a medical
cntomologist, studying the insects which cause diseases in man. Much of
his work was done abroad, in Nigeria and Albania, then in the Sudan
from 1935-1955. From 1956 to 1974 he continued his work in Cameroon,
Ghana, Liberia, Nigeriz, Malawi and Tanzania, Venezuela, Brazil, Iran,
and Pakistan. He wrole about some exciting travel along Himalayan
gorges. He was in Belize in 1958, and in Borneo in 1972 as onc of a team
investigating ourang-outan malaria and its possible connections with
human malaria, From 1974 to 1983 he worked in the Natural History
Museum studying West Malaysian sandflics and many unpronounceable
insects from distant parts of the world. In 1985, he was awarded the
Rickard Christophers Medal of the Royal Socicty of Tropical Medicine
and Hygiene, as the world’s leading authority on sandflics, and he already
held the Chalmers Medal of that Society, 1953, for his work in the Sudan.
His published work earned him the Doctorate of Science of Cambridge
University.
David was the son of a clergyman, and lived near Lesley in Essex. They
mel at the age of ten beside a pond. Lesiey says she fell in love instantly
and forever. She feels that he (the future scientist) was more interested
in the pond. As neighbours they kept in touch, but David was much
abroad, and they did not marry until they were both 35, in 1944, After
the war Lesley went abroad with David and they worked as a team. He
wrote: “My wife came too on this otherwise loncly project, and as usual
organised all the necessitics of life far from our home on the Blue Nile.
She also trained herself to capture biting flies instead of swatling them,
though we were subjected to what she termed a 24-hour biting service,
provided by simulids, mosquitoes, Haematopota and tsetse.” When David
came to work in London in 1974 he took great interest in Lesley's work
with the Chelsea Society, and we remember how successfully he worked
the slide machines when she was lecturing.

Everyone I have spoken to agrees that the outstanding characteristics of
David were his helpful sympathy and his great courtesy and gentleness.

We will miss him very much.
Alexandra Orde
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Mrs. Arthur Mitchell

Mrs. Arthur (Evelyn Violet), “Molly”, dicd on 2nd August, aged 90.
She had been a member of the Chelsea Socicly for many years, and was
a supporter of numerous good causes in Chelsea, especially Holy Trinity,
Sloane Street, for which she worked most devotedly. She arranged for
the restoration of the fine wrought-iron chandcliers which had hung in
the church before the bombing, and had them replaced there as a memorial
to her husband. As a graduate of London University and a former worker
in University administration she brought to all her tasks efficiency and
sound judgment but she will perhaps be remembered as much for her
delightfully outpoing personality and her selflessness. She was the widow
of Arthur Croft Mitchell, (1872-1956), a distinguished painter of land-
scapes, flowers and interiors with figures. He built a house, Vale End,
Mallord Street, in 1913, with two magnificent studios, and she lived there
for sixty years until her death, sharing it latterly with her son Terence
who is Kecper of Western Asiatic Antiquities at the British Museum. Her
elder son, Colin, now retired, was Lecturer in Geography at the University
of Reading. [ remember with great pleasure the splendid family meals
she used to dispense around the fine dining-room table at Vale End, and
the stimulating conversation in that house so full of associations with art
and artists.

Lesley Lewis

Mr. Jeffery Daniels

Jeffery Daniels, the Director of the Geffrye Muscum at Shoreditch,
died in February at the age of 53. He was an art historian and a contributor
to many journals of the arts, combining his interest in British architecture
and design with a deep love and knowledge of 18th century Venetian
painting. He was appointed to the Geffrye Muscum in 1969 and was
tireless in promoting that fascinating but out-of-the-way collection of
English furniture and domestic design. He lived in Edith Grove and was
a member of the Chelsea Society.
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Sir Percy Rugg

Sir Percy Rugg, a former chairman of the Greater London Council and
leader of the Conservative Party in the old London Couaty Council, died
on 7th September at the age of 80. He was also a councillor for Kensington
and Chelsea and president of the Chelsea Conscrvative Association. He
lived in Hurlingham and was a life member of the Chelsea Society.

A solicitor by profession, he was active in local government for 30 years
in Hertfordshire as well as in London. An excellent speaker, he was in
constant demand both as a decisive chairman of meetings and as a witly
after-dinner speaker. He was a Deputy Lieutenant for Greater London
and was knighted in 1959. Among his many interests was the care of the
Chelsea Physic Garden.

Baroness Trumpington, who gave the address at his memorial service,
has said of him, “Percy Rugg touched the lives of countless people. We
all knew him in a different way — as a skilled, concerned lawyer, as a
politician who worked hard for the Conservative Party, as a sporisman,
as a man who laboured for the good of others, both in his attachment to
the schools he so lovingly governed, and in the way he advised others and
used money for the charitable causes so dear to his heart. How difficult
it is to encapsulate the lifc of a man whose zest, trustworthiness and
natural integrity touched all those with whom he came into contact. . . .
If I were to sum up my idea of his life, I would quote: ‘Do little things
as though they were great things — and you will live to do great things

3"

as though they were little things’.
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New at the Library

The annual list of acquisitions
drawn up for us by the
Librarian at Chelsea Public Library

Books

CRAWFORD, ALAN C. R. Ashbee,: Architect, Designer and
Romantic Secialist. Yale University Press,
1985. (the first full scale biography)

DIX, Frank L. Royal River Highway: a history of the pas-

senger boats and services on the river Thames.
- David & Charles, 1985.

GIBSON, Peter The Capital Companion: a sireet by street
guide to London and its inhabitants. Webb &
Bower, 1985.

NORRINGTON, Ruth  The Household of Thomas More: a portrait by
Hans Holbein described by Ruth Norrington.
Kylin Press, 1985.

SURTEES, Virginia Jane Welsh Carlyle: a biography. M. Russell,
1986.

SURVEY OF LONDON Volume XLII Southern Kensington: Ken-
sington Square to Earls Court. Athlone Press,
1986.

TRENCH, Richard London under London: a subterranean guide.
Murray, 1985.

WALLLACE, Theo A History of Hans Town, Chelsea. Chelsea
Conscrvative  Association, 1986 (a brief
pamphlet history).

Articles
ADAMS, Elizabeth The sites of the Chelsea Porcelain Factory in
Ceramics, 1985 p. 55-62.
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Treasurer’s Report

As you know, my predecessor, Bill Haynes, handed over the Socicty’s
finances in very good shape and I should like to pay a tribute to him for
the great success he achieved in building up the funds over his period of
office.

In the ycar to 31st December 1985, the surplus has increased marginally
-— up from £1,290.79 to £1,353.88. The main increases came from adver-
tising revenue via the annual report, deposit interest received, and income
tax recoveries on deeds of covenants. 1 have to mention that revenue from
advertising is proving far more difficult to obtain for the 1986 report and
if any member has any idea for overcoming this I shall be very pleased il
they could have a word with me.

The main increases in expenditure for 1985 arose from an increase in
the cost of preducing the annual report and increases in the costs of the
summer and annual meetings but all these items — as the main point of
contact for the membership — represent money well spent.

1 believe the surplus to be rcasonable in the context of the Socicty’s
aspirations and ambitions. As you will have concluded yourselves, there
is no need to propose an increase in subscriptions for 1987. However,
may [ make the usual plea that all members send their 1987 subscriptions
without further reminder please. It does save postage and, of course, time!

The balance sheet had a accumulated funds of just over £11,500 at 31st
December 1985, of which £3,187.38 is represented by the Life Membership
Fund. 1987 is the Socicty’s diamond jubilee and we may want to utilize
some of our reserves Lo ensure that our efforts to celebrate this by sup-
porting the Chelsea Physic Garden Appeal meet with the greatest success.

Finally I must thank Mr. Oldak for his kindness in agreeing to audit
these accounts. His help is very much appreciated.

Ian Frazer
Hon. Treasurer
17th November, 1986
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31st DECEMBER 1985
Income and Expenditure Account — General Fund

1985 1984
£ £ £
Income

Annual Subscriptions 1,929.85 2,01595
Donations reccived ... 570.50  531.00

Donation received from Joyce
Grenfell memorial trust ... — 30000

Surplus of receipts from meetings over
costs of meetings ... s i — 21.40
Income tax recovered on ccmvenants 232.80 119.14

Advertising revenue in 1985 annual
report 712.50  60(.00
Deposit interest received ... 531.94  288.93
- 3,977.59 3,876.42

Less:
Expenditure

Costof annual report ... .. 1,815.90 1,690.85

Stationery, postage and mlsccllnneous
expenses ... ..o 41924 403.47
Cost of annual gcneral meetlng .. 230.65 141.73
Subscriptions to other organisations ... 35.50 15.50
Cost of summer mceting ... 122 42 34.08

Donation  towards bulbs on
Dovchouse Green — 300.00

2,623.71 2,585.63

Excess of income over expenditure for
the year 1,353.88 1,290.79

Income and Expenditure Account — Life Membership Fund

Balance of Fund — st January 1985 ... 2,761.22 2,419.84
Income National Savings Bank account

interest 426.16  341.38
Balance of fund —31st December 1985 ... 3,187.38 2,761.22
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BALANCE SHEET AS AT 31st DECEMBER 1985

1985 1984
£ £ £
Current assets
Debtors 1,681.60 1,426.51
Balance in National Savmgs accoums 3,567.03 3,225.65
Balance at bank~—current account ... 857.43 1,568.05
—dcposit account ... 7,444.73  5,380.79

13,550.79 11,601.00

Less: current liabilities
Creditors - .. 1,920.90 1,756.15
Subscriptions rccewed inadvance ... 96.00 91.00

2,016.90 1,847.15

Net assets 11,533.89 9,753.85
Represented by:
Balance of Life Membership Fund ... 3,187.38 2,761.22
Add: Balance of General Fund
1st January 1985 .. 6,992.63 5,701.84
Surplus for the year ... 1,353.88 1,290.79

8,346.51 6,992.63

11,533.89 9,753.85

1. W, FRAZER, Honorary Treasurer

REPORT OF THE HONORARY AUDITOR to the members of
THE CHELSEA SOCIETY

1 have examined the balance sheet and income and expenditure accounts
set out above and 1 certify them to be in accordance with the books and
vouchers of the Socicty.

Dated: 16th October 1986 P. V. A. OLDAK
London Chartered Accountant
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CONSTITUTION

(1} ‘The Chelsca Socicly shall be regulated by the Rules incd it 1his G
(2) These Rules shall come inlo force when the Society has adopied this constitution at a General Meeting,
(3) In these Rules the expression “cxisting™ means existing before the Rules come into force.

OBJECTS
The Objects of the Sucicty shall be 10 preserve and improve the amenitics of Chelsea particolarly —
(a) stimulating intcrest in the history, character and iraditions of Chelsea:
(b} encouraging good architccture, town planning and civil design, the planting and care ol tices, and the
conservalion and property maintcnance of open spaces,
(¢} seeking the abatement of auisanccs; L8
{d) making rcpsesentations 1o the proper authoritics on these subjects.

MEMBERSHIP

Subject 10 the provisions of Rule 7, membership of the Society shall be open 1o all who are interesied in funthering
the Chjects of the Sociciy.

THE COUNCIL

{1} There shall be a Council of 1he Society which shall be constituled in accordance with these Rules.

(2} The Society shall clect not more than lwelve members of the Socicty to be members of the Council.

{3) The members of the Council so clected may co-opt not more than four other persons 1o be members of the
Council.

{4) The Officers to be appointed under Rule 5 shalt also be members of the Council,

¢5) In the choice of persons fof membership of the Council, segards shall be had, amongst other things, Lo the
importance of including persons known 10 have expert knowledge and cxperience of maiters relevant o
Ohjeets of the Sociesy,

(6} The Couancil shall be responsibile fur the day-to-day work of the Socicty, and shall have power to take any
action on behalf of the Society which the Council 1hinks fit 10 12ke for the purposc of furthering the Obijects
of the Society and shall make and publish every year a Report of the activities of the Socicty during the
previous year

{7) The Council shall mect a1 feast four times in cach calendar ycar.

{#) A member of the Council wha is absent from [wio successive meetings of the Council without explanation
which the Council approves shall cease to be a member of the Council.

{9) Three of the elected members of the Council shall retire every second year, but may vifer themselves for
re-clection by the Society

(10)  Fenrement under the last-preceding paragraph shall be in rotation according to seniorily of election. Provided
that the first ninc members to retire after these Rules come inlo force shall be chosen by agreement or, i
default of agreement, by Jot,

{11} Casual vancancics among the clected members may be filled as soon as practicable by clection by the Sociery

{12) One of 1he co-opted members shall retire every sccond year, but may be again co-opled.

OFFICERS

{1} The Council shall appoint the following officers of the Society, namely —
{a) o Chairman of the Council,
{b) a Vice.Chairman of the Council,
{c) an H y or Joint Hi
{d) an Honorary Treasurer and
{e) persons to Rl such other posis as may be established by the Councl,

{2) The 1erms of office of the Chai z2nd Vice.Chai shall be three yeats and those of the other Officers
five years from the datc of appointment respectively. Provided heless that the appoi of the
Ch '_ shall be d I 10 terminate immediately afier the thind Annual General Meeting afier his
appaintment.

{3) The Officers shall be cligible for further app 10 their respective oifices.

{4) Nothing herein contained shall detract from the Officers” right to resign during their current temm.

{5) By Resolution of a majorily of its bers the Council may recind the appoinimem of an Officer during

[

his term of office for reasons deemed substantial. 11.

As a Transitional Provision for the purpose of carrying out Rule 5(2) the existing Officers shall continuc 1o
serve within the provisions of this sub-rulc.

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENTS

L e 10.

SUBSCRIFTIONS

(1) The Council shall prescribe the 1 of the subscrif 1o e paid by members of the Society and the

date on which they are due, and the period in respect of which they are payable.

Membership of the Socicty shall fagse if the member’s subseripiion s ungaid fur six months aficr it is due,

but may be restored by the Council

Until otherwise prescribed under this Rule, the annual subscription and the amount payahle for life member-

ship shall conlinue (o be payable at the exisling rales.”

{4) Members are inwted o pay more than the presenbed minimum, if possible.

{5) Mecmbers who pay annual subscoptions are sequested to pay by banker's order, unless they are unwilling
1o give banker’s order.

2
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GENERAL MEETINGS

(1) Inthese Rules “General Mceting” means a meeting of the Socicty which all members of the Socicty may atiend

(2) The Council shall arrange al least one General Mecting every year, to be called the Annval General Meeting,
and may arrange as many other General Meetings, in these Rules seferred to as Special General Meetings,
as the Counci! may think fit,

(1) General Meetings shall take place at such times and places as the Council may arange.

(4) The President shali preside at any General Mceting at which he 1s presemt, and il fie is not present the
Chairman of 1the Council or same person § by the Chai of the Council shall preside as Acting
President,

{5) Any election to the Council shall be held at a General Mecting.

{6) No person shall be ehigible for the Council unless —

() he or she has been propased and scconded by other members of the Socicty, and has comented 10
serve, and,

(ii) 1he names of 1he three persons concerned and the fact of the consent have reached the Hon, Secretary
in wriling at least iwo weeks before the General Meeting.

If the Hon, Seerciary duly reeeives more names for election than there are vacancies, he shall prepare voting

papers for uscat the General Meciing, and those persons who receive most voles shall be dectazed elected.

{K) The agenda for the Annual General Meeting shall include —

(a) receiving the Annual Reporn:; and
(b) receiving the Annual Accounts.

{9} Atihe Annual General Mceting any member of the Sacicty may comment on any matics mentioned in the
Heport or Accounts, and may, afier having given ot least a week's nolice in writing (o the Hon, Secrctary,
raise any matter not mentioncd in the report, if it 1s within the Objects of the Society.

(10) ‘The President or Acting President may limit the duration of speeches.

(1] During a speech on any question any member of the Socicly may move that the question be now put, without
making a specch, and any other member may sccond that motion, withoul making a speech, and if the
motion is carricd, the President or Acting President shall put the question forthwith,

(12} ¥ any 20 members of the Society apply to the Council in writing for a Special Meeting of the Socicty, the
Caouncil shall consider the application, and may make it a condition of granting it that 1he expense should
he defrayed by the applicams.

7
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TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS

(1) ‘The existing Councit shall continue (o aet for the Society until a Council is furmed under Rule 4.
(2) Within five months of the adoption of the constitution the existing Council shall arrange an Annual or a
special General Mecting at which the first election 1o the Council shalt be held.

(3) The existing Officers ol the Socicty shall continue to serve until Officers are appminicd snder Rule 5.

=

AMENDMENTS

{1) These Rulcs may be amended by a two-thirds majority of 1he members present and voling a1 an Annual or
Special Generat Meeting, if a notice in wriling of the proposed ] has hed the Hon, 5 +4
at least two weeks before the General Meeting. Provided that nothing hercin contained shall authorise any
amendment the effect of which would be to cause the Socicty at any lime 1o coase tobe a Charity in Law.

bers of the Society belore the

(2) The Hon. Secrelary shall scnd nolices of any such \ to the
Generad Meeling.

WINDING-LUP

In the event of the winding-up of the Society the available funds of the Socicty shall be transferred (0 such one
or more charitable isstilutions having objects reasonatily similar 10 those hercin before deelared as shall be chosen
by the Counal of the Society and approved by the Mecting of the Socicty a1 which the decision to dissolve the
Soacty s confirmed.

{1) The Council may appeint a member of the Socicty Lo be President of the Society for a term of three years,
and may re-appoint him for a further term of three years.
{2) The Council may appoint persons, who nced not be members of 1he Socicty, to be Vice-Presidents,
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*The existing rate is £5 annually payable on the 1ss January. The unnual husband-and-wife rate is £7.
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List of Members

An asterisk denotes a life member, The Hon. Membership Secretary should be informed of

correction or changes in name, address or title.

*MRs. A. ABELES

T. K. ABLES

M#s. MARY ACLAND

PAUL V. AITKENHEAD

*Miss D. C. ALLASON
*LT-CoL. J. H. ALLASON

MRS, NVALA ALLASON

MRs. ELIZABETIH AMATI

*J. A. W. AMBLER

*THE AMERICAN WOMEN's CLUB
Miss SOPHIE C. M. ANDREAE
*DoucLas H. ANDREW

*Miss G. P. A, ANDREWS
JAMES ARBUTHNOT

1. N. ARCHER -

Mnrs. VICTORIA ARCHE
*Mrs. JOHN ARMSTRONG
*DAVID ASCHAN
*Mrs. M. G. ASCHAN

Miss D. M. ASHCROFT
MARTIN ASHLEY
*MAJOR A. L. ASHWELL

THE HON. NICHOLAS ASSHETON
*MRs. R. J. V. ASTELL
*MRs. PHILIP ASTLEY, O.B.E.
Mrs. DOUGLAS AUCHINCLOSS

Mrs. M. J. BABINGTON SMITH
F. R. BADEN-POWELL
LADY BAILEY
Miss PATRICIA BANKS
GEORGE BARCLAY
Mrs. GEORGE BARCLAY
D. BARING
‘. H. BarRLOW
J. C. BARNARD
Sir JoMN BARRAN, BT
LADY BARRAN
*Miss JEAN BARRIE
JULIAN BARROW
MRS, JULTAN BARROW
SiMON BARROW
*DEREK BARTON
*MRs. DEREK BARTON
Mnrs, ROGER BASSETT
*Mrs. L. BAYFIELD
Dr_J. H. B. BEaL
MRrs. J. H. B. BeaL
*Miss VIVIEN BEAMISH
*Miss A, M. G. BEATON
*E. V. BEATON

*J. BECKER

ROBERT BECKETT

MRs. ROBERT BECKETT

MRs. PATRICIA BEHR, M.B.E.
*WiLLiAM BELL

SIMON BENDALL

Mgs. SIMON BENDALL

M. G. BENDON

Mrs. M. BENDON

F. C. BENENSON

MRs. F. C. BENENSON

MRrs. ANNE TREGO BENNETT

Mrs. R. A. C. BERKELEY
*Miss ANNE BERRIMAN

REAR-ADMIRAL C. BEvan, C.B.
MRs. PATRICIA BEVAN
*ERNEST BIGGIN

Miss CELIA BIGHAM

JOHN BIGNELL

MICHAEL BIGNELL

*Miss W. L. BILBIE

Miss ALISON C. BIRKETT
*E. W. BISSETT

Miss C. BLAKE
*MRs, G. BLAKISTON

Miss 5. K. BOORD

Mrs. J. B. FLOCKHART BOOTH
*LADY BOTTOMLEY
*FIMOTHY BOULTON

Miss MURIEL BOWEN

A. E. BOWRING

MRs. A. E. BOWRING
*Miss M. D. Boyp

R. M. A. BRAINE

MRs. R. M. A. BRAINE

1. C. BrRass

MRs, I. C. BRASS
REAR-ADMIRAL F. B, P. BRAYNE-

NicHowLs, C.B., D.S.C.

*THE HON. VIRGINIA BRETT
Miss E. M. E. BRIGHTEN

MRs. E. BROADRBENT-JONES
*Lapy BroMET, D.B.E.

DENIS BROODBANK
*MRrs. E. BROUGHTON-ADDERLEY
*Miss ANTHONY BROWN
*J. FrRaNncCis Brown, C.B.E.
*RicHARD E. Brown, F.R.I.C.5.
W. K. BROwN

Mrs.W. K. Brown
*W. M. G. BRown
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*MRrs. A. BROWNING
MICHAEL BRYAN
MRs. MICHAEL BRYAN
MRs. E. J. BUCHANAN
*Miss HiLba BUCKMASTER
*Miss JACINTHE BUDDICOM
*RICHARD BURGESS
1aN M. BURGOYNE
RUSSELL BURLINGHAM
*A. L. J. BURNS
*MRs. JAMES BUXTON
*THE HON. JuLlaN F. BYNG
ARTHUR C. BYRON

*THE EARL CADOGAN, M.C.
*R. A. W. CAINE

Miss Jupy CAMPBELL
*R. P. CARR

SAMUEL CARR
*MRrs. DoNALD CARTER
*BrRYAN CARVALHO. M.B.E.
*Mrs. BRyan CARVALHO
N. R. CASHIN

MRs. N. R. CASHIN

JOHN CASSON

MRs. JOHN CASSON

CarT. M. K. CAVENAGH-MAINWARING,

D.5.0.,, R.N.

*THE RT. HON. LORD CHALFONT, P.C.,

O.B.E., M.C

LADY CHALFONT

M. E. CHAMBERLAYNE

THE RT. HON. PAUL CHANNON, M.P.
Mrs. PauL CHANNON

THE CHELSEA GARDENER
CHELSEA METHODIST CHURCH
CHELSEA YACHT & Boat Co. LTD.
*THE LorD CHELwWoOOD, M.C., D.L.
Mgs. J. M. CHEYNE

PETER W. CHEZE-BROWN
*R. A. CHISHOLM
*Mus.R. A. CHISHOLM
*THE CHURCH COMMISSIONERS

R. F. G. CHURCHILL

MRrs. R. F. CHURCHILL
CLARENDON GALLERY

Miss A. M. CLARKE

N. J. Gorpon CLARK

Mnus.N. J. GORDON CLARK

R. D. CLARKE, F.I.A.
*R. §. CLARKE

W. CLARKE

MRrs. W. CLARKE
*Miss EpiTtH M. CLaY, F.S.A,
DR.C. ELLISON-CLIFFE

DR. PERCY ELLISON-CLIFFE
SYLVIA LADY CLITHEROE

MRs. JACQUES COCHEME

*E. CocksHUTT, C.ENG., AAM..MECH. E.

J. BRUNER COHEN

Miss Ipa COLE
*MRs. P. COLES
*W. N. COLES
DavID B, COLLENETTE, M.C.
Mus. D. B. COLLENETTE
MRs. ELIZABETH COLLINS
Mrs. M. COLMORE
LADY ANNE COMYN
*THE LADY CONESFORD
JounN CORBET- SINGLETON
MnRs. JOuUN CORBET-SINGLETON
*Mns. P. . CowIN
*DRr. DAviD CRAIG
*MicHAEL Cra1G-CooPER, C.B.E., T.D.
MRs. A. J. CREWDSON
*LADY CROFTON
CROSBY HALL LTD.
MRrs. A. M. CROSTHWAIT
DR. YOLANDE CROWE
MARTIN CULLEN
MRrs. MARTIN CULLEN

*Miss ESTHER DARLINGTON
*MRS. MADELINE DAUBENY
*MRrs. OLGA DAVENPORT
*ALBAN DAVIES
*Miss G. M. DAVIES

W. E. DAWE
*DaviD DAY

MRrs. LAURA KATHLEEN DAY
*Dr. JoaN 8. DEANS

MRs. ANNE DE BALLESTERO
*RoBIN DE BEAUMONT

MRs. N. DE BELLAIGUE

DAvID DE CARLE

MRs. Davib DE CARLE

R. G. DE FEREMBHRE, F.R.5.A.

BARON DE GERLACHE DE GOMERY,
M.V.0.

DAMON DE LaszLo

MRS, DAMON DE LASZLO

MRs. VICTORIA DE LURIA PRESS
*THE VISCOUNT DE L'IsLE, V.C,, P.C.
*Mnrs. EDwARD DENNY
*DoNaLb D. DERRICK

Miss JoAN DERRIMAN

THe DowAGER DUCHESS OF

DEeEvVONSHIRE, G.C.V.0., C.B.E.

*CHRISTOPHER DICKMAN
*Mrs. DOROTHY DiX
*His Honour JupGe DoBsry, C.B.E.,

C.M.G., Q.C.

Miss 1. I. DODGSON
D. R. DoNaLD, B.ScC.

DaviD W. DoNaLDsON, D.S.0., D.F.C.

MRs. JOYCE DONALDSON
*G. M. DORMAN

MRs. JANE DORRELL
*MRrs. C. T. D'OvLY

Mgs. BETsy DRAKE
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*Mus. P. DRYSDALE

*EriC DUGDALE

*Mrs. ERIC DUGDALE

*THE LADY DUNBOYNE

*Mrs. B. M. DUNCAN
RICHARD DUNNING

*T. V. 5. DURRANT

EarLs COURT SQUARE RESIDENTS
ASSOCIATION
*MARGOT EATES, M.B.E.
*Guy EDMISTON
*Q. MORGAN EDWARDS, M.A.
*MRrs. Q. MORGAN EDWARDS
*Miss P. M. EGERTON
*Joun EHrMAN, F.B A, FS A,

F.R.HisT S.

*Jamis ELLis, A.R.ILB.A.
*MRs. James ELLis

Mrs. T. K. ELMSLEY
*Davip ENDERS

Lt.-CoL. R. M. ENGEL
*PruLir ENGLISH

GRrAHAM ETCHELL

S. S. EUSTACE i
*ProF. A. A. Evans, M.A.,,D.H.L.,F.C.P.
Miss EDITH EVANs

R. BRADFORD EvaNs

Mns. R. BRADFORD Evans
C. EVERITT

BaronNEsSs EwArT-BIGGS

*MRs. IaN FAIRBAIRN

C. H. J. FARTUING

W. G. R. FEARON

MRs. W. G. R. FEARON

Miss ANN FEATHERSTONE

MaJOr FENWICK

Miss 8. M. FERGUS

J. W. FIGG

*MRs. TINA FINCH

*Carr. E. 1. FINNEGAN

Miss E. M. FisHer, M.V.0.

*Miss H. M. FITZHUGH

M#s JoAN L. FITZWILLIAMS
RoOBERT L. FLEMING

Masor E. J. FLETCHER
*W., W. FLEXNER

Mrs. W. W, FLEXNER
*SIR HamisH Fories, BT, M.B.E., M.C.
Miss K. ForBeSs-DunNLopP, B.A.Hons.
LADY FORD
*MRs, C. FORDE
*THE LADY FORRES

Miss LouisE FORTESCUE
*A. D. Francis, CB.E., M. V.0,
Jonn FRANCIS

S.R.FrazER, M.ENG.,C.ENG .F.ILE.E,
*laN W. FRAZER, F.C A,

MRrs Ian W. FRAZER

MRs. R. FREMANTLE
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*K. R. 8. FRENCH

*JEFFREY FROST

MRS, SHEELAGH M. FULLERTON
*Miss E. A. FURLONG

Mns. EILEEN GAIRDNER

*THE HoN. MRrs. MARY GASCOIGNE
Miss EiLy GAYFORD

*MRs. PaTRICIA C. GELLEY
DoucGLAs W. GENT

Mrs. DOUGLAS GENT

J. A. GERE

*LADY GIBSON

LADY GLENKINGLAS

*Dir, ALan GLYN, E.R.D., M.P,
J. F. GOBLE

Mgs. J. F. GOBLE

*Miss EL1ZABETH GODFREY
MRrs. IsoeL M. T, GokTz
*R. W. GoLLANCE

Miss DiaNA GORDON
*AUBREY GOUGH, T.D.

Miss Nancy Gow, M.B.E.
*Dr. ELizaBETH F. GRAHAM KERR,

F.R.C.G.P., M.A., M.B., B.CHIR,

*HERBERT GRAHAM
Miss JANET S. GRANT
Ro#BiN GRANT

*N. J. GRANTHAM
VICE-ADMIRAL SIR JOHN GRAY,

K.B.E., C.B.

MARTIN GREEN
MRS. MARTIN GREEN
*Miss MARGARET GREENTREE
Miss MAUREEN GREENWOOD
*R. P. GREENFELL
Miss A. M. GRESHAM-WELLS
*A. G. GRiMwaDE, F.5.A.
*CounciLLOR MURIEL GUMBEL. J.P.

Miss J. M. Happbon

Mns. M. O. HALLIDAY

"W. R. C. HALPIN

*Mator E. D. HALTON

ANDREW HAMILTON

Mis. ANDREW HAMILTON

*R. O. HANCOCK

*T.H.H. Hancock F.R.I.LB.A.,, M.T.P.1.
P. HANSEN

MRs. JUDITH HANSEN

M. R. HARDING

Mnrs. P. M. HARLEY

DEsmonD HARNEY, O.B.E.
*Jonun Harnus, O.B.E., F.5.A., Hown.

F.R.1.LB.A.

*MRs. JOHN HARRIS. M.A., PH.D.
JOHN HARRISON

Sik MICHAEL HARRISON, BT

Miss MoOLLIE HARRISON

Mnrs. PEGGY HAWKINS

DENYS HAWTHORNE

MRrs. DENYS HAWTHORNE
*E. L. HAYES

MRs. E. L. HAYES

W. 5. HAYNES

MRrs. W. S. HAYNES

Mrs. P. H. HESELTINE
*p. D. J. HirPisLEY-COX
*ANTHONY HIPPISLEY-COX
Miss 8. H. Hiss

FERGUSs HOBBS
*EL10oT HODGKIN
*Mrs. ELioT HODGKIN
Malor I. 5. HopGson
STANLEY HONEYMAN

MRS. STANLEY HONEYMAN
*THE Hon. MRs. A, L. Hooo
*FELIX HOPE-NICHOLSON
Dr. D, A. BuxToN HOPKIN
MRs. D. A. BuxToN HOPKIN
Miss A. M. HornBYy

DEenNis HOWARD

Mrs. DENIS HOWARD

*Mnrs, I. M. HowaARD
*MaLcoLM 5. Howe

Miss DaPHNE HOWESON
*D. R. HowisonN

Miss KATHLEEN F. HUBBLE
*Mrs. EDWARD HUGHES
Mis. K. J. HUGHES

*NEIL HUGHES-ONSLOW

E.F. HumprHRrIES, B.5C.(ENG.},F.1.C.E.
*Joun R. F. HUMPHRY

A. C. B. HUNTER
*RICHARD HUNTING

M. J. Hussey

THE LADY Susan Hussey, D.C.V.0O.
Miss P. J. HUTCHINSON
*MRs. BRIDGET HUTH

Miss PEGGY E. HYNE

*THE COUNTESS OF I[VEAGH

BAsIL J. JACKSON
Mus. BasiL J. JACKSON
*Miss PAMELA JACOBSON
*Miss PEGGY JACOBSON
MARTIN JAMES
*MRS. ANNE JARDINE
*MRs. H. A. TREGARTHEN JENKIN
*THE LorD JesseL, C.B.E.
SIR ALEXANDER JOHNSTON
LADY JOHNSTON
Miss JO JONES
*P. L. JoserH

MRS. JOSEPHINE KAMM
*MRrs. VERONICA KEELING
Joun KEIL

*H. KELLAND

JoHN E. KEMP

Mrs. JoHN E. KEmp
*Miss M. KENNEDY-BELL
THE WORSHIPFUL THE MAYOR OF
KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA
Louils KENTNER, C.B.E.
PauL H. KIERNAN
*ALLaN R. KING
*Miss F. B. KING
GoORDON KING
Mrs. GorpDor KING
Mgs J. D. KING-LEW1S
*THE LORD KINNAIRD
*JaMis H. KIRKMAN
MRS CYNTHIA KIRKPATRICK
LADY KIRWAN
Mnrs. PENELOPE KIRWAN-TAYLOR
B. E. KNIGHT
Mus. B. E. KNIGHT
MRrs. M. B. KONSTAM
*HuGH KRrRALL

*ALBERTO DE LACERDA
LADY LACON
1. D, LAFEEATY
R. A. LAMB
MRs. R. A. LAMB
Miss M. M. C. LAMBERT
Mrs. K. E. LANDER
Miss MoNICA LANDERS
Mnrs. J. LARKEN
R. J. O.LASCELLES
*W. A. J. LAWRENCE
*MRrs. W. A. J. LAWRENCE
*GEORGE LAYTON
Miss ELIZABETH LEADER
LAUurRIiE LEE, M.B.E,, FR.S.L,
MRs. PEGGY KNOX.-LEE
*JouN LeHMANN, C.B.E.
*DaviD LE LAY
*Miss F. M. LENEY
Dr. R. D. G. LESLIE
Mrs. R. D. G. LESLIE
*Mnrs. LESLEY LEwIs, F.5.A.
*Sir DAVID LIDDERDALE, K.C.B.
ROBERT N. LINSLEY
Miss Linpa LITTLE
DAaviD LLOYD
Mnus. Davip LLoyp
*G. LLoYD-ROBERTS
*PREBENDARY HAROLD Loassy, M.A.
Mnrs. HAROLD LoAspy
PRINCE JOHN LOBANOW-ROBANSKY
PRINCESS JOHN LOBANOW-ROBANSKY
*H. BRiAN LOCKE
*MRs. LONG
STEPHEN P. H. LONG
*THe COUNTESS OF LONGFORD, C.B.E.
*MRs. JosErH LOSEY
*JamES N. LOTERY
*DR. PATRICK LOVETT

69




Davip M. LovinoND

Miss HELEN O. LowENTHAL, O.B.E.
VicTor A. LOWNES

MRs. VICTOR A. LOWNES

Miss ELIZABETH LOWRY-CORRY
*Miss L. LUMLEY

*E. C. MACADAM

*Lorp MCALPINE OF WEST GREEN
*A. R, H. MachonNALD

*Mrs. A. R. H. MacpoNALD
*Miss [. M. MACDONALD

MRs. N. MACDONALD

*IAMES MACNAIR

“His HonoUR JUDGE M. 1. P, MACNAIR
Mrs. M. J. P, MACNAIR

M. R. McCALMONT

MRrs, M. R. MCCALMONT
"CoLIN [. MCINTYRE

*Mrs. C. 5. McNuLTy

*Miss B. |. M.AGRAW

Mrs. W. MAITLAND

*GEORGE MaLcowLMm, C.B.E., M.A.
Mns. ANNE MANNERS _

Miss ROSEMARY MARDLES
Mnrs. GWEN MARDLEY, M.B.E.
FRANCIS MARSDEN

MRs. FRANCIS MARSDEN

Miss N. A. MARTIN

*Miss M. G. Massy, M.B.E.
*“RICHARD FRANCIS MAURICE
*LADY May

Miss G. E. Mayo

Mrs. P. MAYOR
*Miss [R1s MEDILCOTT
*SirR JOHN MEGAW

*LADY MEGAW

*THE HON, MRS. PHILIP MELDON
*PETER B. MEYER
*MRs. L. H. N. MIDDLETON
MRs. M. A MIDGLEY

MRS. SusaN MILES

THE LADY MILNER OF LEEDS
Miss PATRICIA MINES

MRs. E. MITCHELL

SIR STEWART MITCHELL

LApY MITCHELL

Miss P. D. J. MoLLOY

CoLiN H. MOORE
*MRs. JANE C. MOORE

TERRY MOORE

D. T. MORGAN

Miss M. B. MORGAN

PENRI MORGAN

P. §. MORICE

Miss J. E. MORLEY
*MRs. A, G. MORRIS
*I. W. F. MORTON
*Mrs. J. W, F. MorTON, A.R.LLB.A.
Miss NELL Moss

MRrs. DENNIS MOUNT
*THE LOoRD MOYNE
D. G. G. M. MunNNES
*Miss J. L. MURCHISON
DR. MOIRA MURRAY
LADY NAPIER
A. H. NEave
*PROF. BERNARD NEVILL,
F.R.S.A., F.5.1.A.
*Miss J. F. NEWCOMBE
Miss DiANA NEWMAN
*MRrs. E. NEWTON
*GEORGE H. J. NICHOLSON
C. H. NickoLs
MRrs. C. H. NickoLs
*THE MARQUESS OF NOrRMANBY, K.G.,
M.B.E.
*THE MARCHIONESS OF NORMANBY
THE LADY NUGENT

THE RT. REV. MGR. PATRICK

O’'DoNOGHUE

MRs. E. V. W.OKELL

P. V. A. OLDAK

MRrs. W. M. OLDAK
*Miss RALPH OLIPHANT

*Mrs. CUTHBERT ORDE

1. F. OrMOND

Mrs. J. F. OrRMOND

ROBERT ORR-EWING

EDGAR PALAMOUNTAIN

MRS. EDGAR PALAMOUNTAIN
Miss DULSIE PARKER
*W. PARKER

MICHAEL PARKIN

*MRrs. MARIORIE PARR

Mi1ss SHEILA PARRISH

MRrs. A-M. PATERSON
*Mis. [aN C. PATERSON

MRs. MICHELE PAVLIDES

K. F. R. PEARSON

MRs. R. R. PELHAM BUrN
MRS, THEODORA PERKS
*Miss D. W. PETTIGREW

Dr. J. C. PHELPS

Mes. J. C. PHELPS

JOHN PHIPPS
*PREBENDARYF. A, PlacHAUD, M. A, B.D.
*LADY PICKTHORN
*D. H. PirER, D.L.
*MRs. CECIL PLAYFORD

Miss PRISCILLA 1. PLAYFORD
T. A. G. Pocock

MRrs. T. A. G. Pocock
GREVILLE POXE

Mrs. GREVILLE POKE
*Miss N. §. PomrreT, M.B.E.
*THE LORD PORCHESTER

THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, C.M.G.

70

RODNEY PORTMAN

ANTHONY POST

Mrs ANTHONY POST

CHRISTOPHER POWELL
*R. H. A. POWELL
*MRs. E. PULFORD
*Mns. DENIS PURCELL

MRs. V. Quin

M. B. RADCLIFFE

Mrs. M. D. RADCLIFFE

MRs. DOREEN REGAN
WiLLlaN Reib, F.S.A., FM.A,
DRr. MARY E. T. REMNANT
Mrs. M. A. RICHARDS
*R. P. G. RICHARDS

MRS, A. RIDLER
*DaviD RIDLEY
*MRS. DAvID RIDLEY
*Lapy RiGRY

1. SiMoN RIGGE

NEVILLE W. ROBINSON

THE HON. STELLA ROBINSON
ROBERT ROBINSON

Mnrs. ROBERT ROBINSON
MRrs. ROCHFORD-RAE

Miss PATIENCE ROPES

Mrs. KATHARINE M. Ross
PETER ROss

MRs. PETER RoOss

Miss CanrLA ROUNDELL-GREENE
*LADY ROwWAN
*THE GOVERNOR, THE RoYAaL HOSPITAL
*CoL. R. A. RUBENS

MRrs. R. A. RUBENS

Miss DIANE T. RULIFFSON
*DR. NOEL RUSSELL
SHERIDAN RusseLL, M.B.E.
Mns. SHERIDAN RuUssELL, O.B.E.
MRrs. A. RUSSET

RoNaLD B. RyaLL, F.R.S.A.
Miss M. A. RyaN

Mrs. H. G. RYDER

D. W. S5AGAR

Mrs. B. M. SAGAR
*ST, JoHN's CHURCH

Miss DIANA SALTER
Miss E. SAMPSON
*MRs. A. C. E. SANDBERG
DaviD SaNDELL, F.R.C.S.
MRs. DAVID SANDELL
JOHN SANDOE
*Miss DAPHNE SANGER

J. G. SANGER

MRs. J. G. SANGER
*JOHN A. SANKEY

S. M. ScHICK

J. P. ScoTT

7t

*NicHoLas ScoTT. M.B.E_, 1.P., M.P.
*Miss [sABEL SCOTT-ELLIOT
*PETER R. SEDDON
OLIVER SELLS
MRs. OLIVER SELLS
RICHARD SEWELL
Mus. P, ). SHERIDAN
MRs. MARGARET H. SHIFFER
*Miss D. M. SHiPMAN
J. HAROLD SHULLAW
Mnrs. J. HAROLD SHULLAW
*B. 1. Sims
*THE REV. CHARLES SINNICKSON
*C. H. A. SKEY
*MRrs. MICHAEL SMILEY
*MRS. [AN SMITH
MRs. RAE SMITH
W. HAMMOND SMITH
*RAYMOND W. SNOWDEN
*]. M. SOUTHERN
Mnrs. ROBERT SPEAIGHT
Mnrs. P. B. SPEAK
J. D, SPOFFORTH
Miss D. N. STANFORD, M.B.E.
JOHN STANLEY
JOHN STEFFANIDIS
*Miss A. STENFERT-KROESE
MICHAEL STEPHEN
*Mnms. 5. 1. STEWART
Mnrs. K. M. STOCKLEY
*FRANK H. STOCKWELL
N. M. STOUGHTON
Mrs. N. M. STOUGHTON
D. H. Storr
Mrs. D. H. StoTT
*Mrs. ISOBEL STRACHEY
Miss CATHERINE H. STRAUSS
*]. A. STREETER
B. V. STRICKLAND
*T. pE B. H. STRIDE
*THE HoN, J. D. STUART
*OLIVER STUTCHBURY
*MRrS. OLIVER H. STUTCHBURY
Miss CAROLINE R. SUMMERFIELD
MARTIN SUMMERS
*THE HON. MICHAEL SUMMERSKILL
Mrs JOCELYN SUNDIUS-SMITH
Miss CLARE SUTTON
MRs. H. K. SWEET
*BrigaDiER C. C. Swirr, O.B.E., M.C,
ANTHONY SYKES

*Miss GERALDINE TALBOT
*Lapy KENYA TATTON-BROWN

A. GOrDON TAYLOR

Dr. D. J. THOMAS

MRs. D. J. THOMAS

Miss HELEN THOMAS

DR. JAMES THOMPSON

MaJjor W. A. THOMPSON, R. A.
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*THe Riev. C. E. LEIGHTON THOMSON
*C. J. H. THORNHILL
Miss PHILIPPA THROWER
Miss M. J. TOLSON
Ar CoMmmMODORE J. N, Tomes, C.B.E.
Mrs. J. N. ToOMES
Miss B. M. TowLE, M.B.E.
R. C. TOWNSEND
Mrs. R. C. TOWNSEND
Miss Manry TREADGOLD
THoMAS TROUBRIDGE
PinLir TURNER
MRS, ELIZABETH TURNER
*DR. W. C. TURNER
Prorissor H. J. V. TYRRELL
Dr. S. M. TYyRRELL

Dr. B. D. VAN LEUVEN
HORATIO VESTER

Mns. VALENTINE VESTER
Miss D. E. W. VEY

Miss ELIZABETH VILLIERS

St ANTHONY WaGNER, K.C.V.O,,D.LITT.
Miss MIRIAM S, WaLCACE, MLA.
Miss A, WALTER

*MRs. L. WaLTON
Basit. WATERS
MRs. JOANNA WARD

*P. W. WARD-JACKSON
Miss D. E. WARREN
MRS, ANTHONY WATERLOW

*MRrs. A. M. L. WATKINS
JOHN WATNEY
REv. DERERK WATSON, M.A.

*Mnrs. HELEN WATTS
STEPHEN WATTS
Lr.-CoL. J. F. H. WEAVER
Dr. M. WEIZMANN
MRs. ANN WEST

Denys R. M. WEsT, B.A.
GEORGE WEST

D. V. WEYER

Mrs, D. V. WEYER

*JONATHAN WHEELER, M.A. B.Sc.,

F.R.I.C.S.

*LEONARD WHELEN

Dr. D. WHITTOME

Mnrs, D. WHITTOME

R. ). WHITWORTH

MRs. LENA WICKMAN

Miss J. K. BAKER WILBRAHAM
MRs. CLARE FORD-WILLE

H. W. WILLE

MRS, Nora WILLIAMS

Mrs. D, C. WILLIAMSON
PeTER WILLIAM-POWLETT
MRrs. P. WILLIAM.POWLETT
*His HonourJuDGE R. B. WiLLis, T.D.
*Mrs, R. B. WiLLis

Mnrs. MICHELE WILMOT-5MITH
Mrs, H. M. WiLson
*Mrs. P, WINER

Miss ELIZABETH S, WINN
Hon. MRrs. REGINALD WINN
M. L. WoLFE-BARRY

MRrs. E. WOLFF

Miss HAazEL WooD
*Mrs. Joyce M. Woob

Pr. 1. C. WooLF

Mnrs, J. C. WooLF

*Sik MARCUS WORSLEY, BT .
*TiE Hon. LADY WORSLEY
KENNETH F, WORTHINGTON, M.A.

JOHN YEOMAN, M A,
MRs. JoHN YEOMAN
Miss M, ELIZABETH YOUNG

*Miss E. A. ZIEGLER
P. A. ZovoruLo
Mis. P. A. ZovoruLo

The following are Life Members of the Society for whom we
have no addresses. If anyone can give any information on these,
would they kindly contact the Hon. Membership Secretary.

THE MARQUIS OF ANGLESEY
Mnus. R. 8. CLIFTON

Mnis. P. A. FREMANTLE

G. A. HENLEY

MR. & MRs. C. A. HUNTER
LADY CAROLINE LINGARD
Mrs. M. H. MARTIN

Miss A. POWELL-EDWARDS

LADYROWAN

NED SHERRIN

Mr. & MRs. L. A, SimMpsonN
MRis. [AN SMITH

N. A. C. SMITH

Mas. GEORGE THOMAS

Mrs. HUMPHREY TOLLEMACHE
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RED AGEOT NEANTS

The professionaliadvisersito
expanding businesses

2 Ganarny Wharf
'J_t‘;{ O1 Edhil

B1499]
{lielephone: 01-987 5030

Telex; 299619 Litjon.G
FRax: 01-987 9707
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