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T'he Annual General Meeting
SW1 of The Chelsea Society
MAYFAIR ' Chelsea Town Hall, lll(elll:ig?; Road, Chelsea SW3

ey on Monday 17th November 2003
KENSINGTON
§ -
w The President, Lord Kelvedon, took the chair at 6.30pm and welcomed
CI— = S E A everyone, particularly the Mayor, Councilior Christopher Buckmaster
b 1 and the Mayoress, Councillor Barbara Campbell. He also welcomed, as
¥ GRAVI A : guests of the Society, the Leader of the Council of the Royal Borough,
BE“_ ", Councillor Merrick Cockell; the Executive Director of Planning and

Conservation, Mr Michacl French; Celia Rees-Jenkins, representing The

B RED GE Kensington Society and Peter and Wendy Deakins, representing the
KNIG : Battersea Society.

§ The President signed the Minutes of the Annual General Meeting
5W3 held on 20th November 2002 as a correct record.

The Hon. Treasurer, Mr lan Frazer, presented his Report and
Accounts for the eighteen-month period ending 30th June 2003, and
i explained that this extended accounting period had been instigated on
a one-off basis to meet the requirements of the Charity Commissioners
for the filing of accounts. Mr John Morris asked for a justification of the
£6,449 spent on making the Society’s video. The Hon, Treasurer
i explained that this sum is entirely representative of the costs of making
; such a video, it had been made as part of the Society’s exhibition for the
2002 Chelsea Festival and it had become a useful tool in recruiting new

. members,

h WET haS been thefe al]- the tlme‘ No resolutions had becn received. Mr David Le Lay, Chairman of the

T € ans Society, delivered the Council's Annual Report to Members.
b Questions were then invited from the floor. Mr William Bell asked if
: the Society had any constructive ideas for the future of Lots Road. The
IS L Chairman said that the Society fully supported the development of the
Wo A.ELL | Power Station itself, and the construction of additional housing on the
surrounding land. However, in accordance with the brief for the site
prepared by the Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea, the Society
was opposed to any building that competed with the Power Station
itself, and was therefore not in favour of the proposed high-rise towers,
Mr John Ritchie asked whether the Power House in Alpha Place could
be replaced by new houses rather than converted into flats. The Chair-
man said that the Society would prefer that the existing building be
demolished, but he emphasised that there are no planning powers to
enforce this. However, what was proposed was extensions and al-

GENTS AND SURVEYORS ESTABLISHED 1868
Els'}.iTEB’:omploﬁ Road, London SW3 [HP

020-7581 7654

Far: Sales 020-7589 3536 1etings 020-7581 0144
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terations to the existing building, which required consent, and these

were objected to by the Society.

Councillor Jennifer Kingsley asked if the Society had a vision for South

Kensington. The Chairman stated that the Society would obviously
like to see improvements Lo a station that is said to be busier than Gatwick
Airport. However, the Socicty was not in favour of the Greater London
Authority's proposal that the £30 million required for the improvements
be raised entirely through the redevelopment of the station as it was
this that necessitated major and unsatisfactory compromises in the
present application. The Chairman reminded the meeting that there was
a valid planning consent for the site that did not include a high build-
ing, as was now proposed.

Mrs Margaret Fawcett asked if the Society had a view on the con-
tinuing loss of public houses in Chelsea. The Chairman said that sadly
all public houses remained at risk, because although the Borough Council
had introduced Supplementary Planning Guidance preventing a change
of use, to residential for example, public houses could still be converted
into restaurants, without the need for planning consent.

Dr James Thompson asked if any steps were being undertaken to
increase membership of the Society. The Chairman said that the
Society was constantly trying to recruit new members; the Society’s
many activities; its exhibitions and publications were all possible chan-
nels for attracting new members.

Mrs N. Mackinlay asked if there were any other proposed sites for a
new Secondary School in Chelsea. The Chairman said that several sites
had been investigated by the Royal Borough but as far as he was aware,
the Ashburnham Centre was the currently preferred site; but it was at
this stage only an idea.

Mr James Macnair asked if the Society had any plans to coincide its
visits and activities with the Kensington and Chelsea Association of the
National Trust. The Chairman poinicd out that, as far as he was aware,
that organisation raised money solely for the National Trust, and as the
Society’s own visits were already heavily oversubscribed, there would
appear to be little value to either organisation in such a proposal.

Mr John Morris suggested that the Duke of York Square did not cur-

rently reflect a commercially lively environment, and asked what the
Socicty could do to improve this impression. The Chairman stated that
the commercial viability of the site was not the concern of the Society,
although it would be worried if the Square ever became subject to deg-
radation or vandalism in the future. Paul Davis, of Paul Davis & Part-
ners, architects for Cadogan Estate at Duke of York Square, explained
that the Square is subject to complicated trading restrictions aimed at
protecting local residents, but that they were looking at improved light-
ing and additional planting of trees. He also emphasised that activity in
the Square has to maintain a balance between active trading and the
needs of many residents living around that part of Chelsea.
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Mrio oo . .
i mielsir:‘l l\:lg;rl:i,]as Chairman pf !115 local Residents’ Association asked
el Chaimt-:a a ‘such Associations in Chelsea could be Cll‘l':];'l > ed
the Sociaty Dnnaia:‘c; r:::slt I;‘.uc_h a meeting was already organiseé, Lby-
- asis, this year's having taken place on 30th

Ms Jane Peterson asked if i
s ) - cd if the Society could help with r
an; ll1<1l3_.,nh,t' ::l(l)zlbl. 3‘0;; the Baboushka Bar at the iunc}t)ion of g::(;lll:tfgtl'}tl;n o
and Kir é,d‘abgﬂ l' ‘1.e‘Ch‘a‘|rman'said that, while the Society is alwwCt
2l thormed aboul noise nuisance, it cannot take up every case and z:ys
allth, MissLI’ ‘E lo contact the Council’s Environmental H(:'alth d o
storeif dcvelOL :;rson_was also concerned about plans to build a fll:: r y
Sory « Societl; " (?:It d"; (t)l:g same area of Chelsea. The Chairman stat':?(i'l-
; omment until § 500 icati
m:;t,;_-d ;Or Plainning paeomm until it had seen an application sub-
s A .
redevzlo(;r;::gnl;’; rfnST asked if there was any outcome in the plans for the
Londan Fanent of S gla:gﬁ SC((];LZW‘.ITM Chairman said that the Niayor O(i;
an?vlhow 1o pay b cil were still deltberating on what to do,
rs Mauree ;
i al;::{ndl\)/m;.mt stated that, on calling the Council to report th
e haliem ar mIdLat 1 of two newly-planted trees on Crcmorng R de
i s e ol to r%'port the matter to Camden Council, The Cl?:‘ ’
R oaid that ¢ reason for this was that Transport for Londo | Ig
P fe [;::gh;})l';lé for dthe Earl’s Court one-way system ar::i :ﬂ
) hat Camde i i L’
torhﬂor[t)he e i roum;n Council were the designaled contrac-
r Dennis Mount raised th i

o _ ¢ issue of the lack of publi s i
Bmo;{;al; Ct'::g{ut:llll‘or‘ lan Donaldson pointed out, on Euhg;lcf Ici:fv t?:((:) ﬁeb "-ll

prorougt in e ;:;;LTIS a public lavatory in Sloane Square and fur(t:z, N

o o Chelse: Iot«én Hall. He :}Isocxplaincd that those public la o

{oric The.Chairmal:'[ :taa lLchlctt;n C(l)stmg the Council about £5 for ev::);

xd the clo i i
leanth-at gas ot i o Chdscsaure of public lavatories was a prob-
ajor General Jonathan Hall, Liey
& ¢ : lgulenant—Govcrnor of the .
gxisti rtl'gslf; Ot;) a:gl}c;)uqlcclplans to build a new | nfirmary nr:f:}‘;f :.{3 l Il;lt(})f-

s he Pl?.tm ui ;lmg. Hm{mg secured the assistance of the I?ri )

Saales a So;‘ie n, and Lord Sa{nsbury as Chairman, he hoped that iy

for this e ?r_[\.:rolu.ld }l\ulp with the appeal to raise the necessar ?111(:3-

e h]airr}.a; a(a} F? I:Luéug!ﬂ members would be interested t{) Iearr::

1 * Society was a membe » te
bce'lphapgom.:;d to design the neut%’ IJuildin‘s;rl ember of the tearm that had
e 3 21 T i
man, Offcers, and membern af by 05 by thanikin the Chair.
e _ e Council of the Socie y
y had done during the Year, all of it on a voluntary (l-)taysifsor the work

There were
around 130 member: -
- 5 )
and soft drinks were served presentand after the meeting, wine
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Chairman’s Report

The Counet Of e Socwty officer post of Hon. Assistant
. . w :
The council decided to create a ne . F e oat this function
tricia Burr, who had een carry ;
Secretarytzil;cel: Pv?far; appointed to fill it. During the cours(.:e (Lf ::::‘fl! 3’12::
e sgme cil c:;-opted Richard Melville Ballcrarnd;ﬂ '};he -00 incil now
{1ha(; aci):ﬁlr; complement of 12 elected members and 4 co-cp

bers.

MemberShip - i ly 1,289. This shows a de-
hip of the Society is currently 1,20%. te.
Ir};i;:%r?zgrsvl}l?ch is explained by the fact that we have remov

- tions
bout 125 members from the membership list whose subscription
abou

i in unpaid.
for the current year, after three reminders, remain tinp

Affiliations

The Society is a member of the Civic Trust, the London Society, the

i ivi ieties, the River Thames

f Amenity and Civic Socielies, es

Igogg?yn tFl:'lzr\l:V[Es?Londonlt{iver Group and the Heathrow Associa
ti?m fm: the Control of Aircraft Noise.

ications . § ‘
f’l:lblgzigft for 2002 was a bumper 75th Anniversary edition which
e

on Forum of Amenit)f and C}Vlc Soci-

oy awardaflrc;en;("f::: Ic;??j)ndon amenity societies during t?ﬁgﬁ.
e al-ltmf"t.ll to our Hon. Editor, Jane Dorrell, and congrda late
T iEean rd. We are also grateful to all those‘who tak_e a ';ecost
—— ﬂ]e'a\:’l?e report, which helps considerably in reducing 1 ost:
D oW lettef alsc') won a Commendation from the_ same o:agx nt

Qur N(;\\:\S’e are grateful to Michael Bach for pro.c!ucggglmll—gad e
e letters during the year. Qur Newsletter is wide { 2a ’L ve
le(?ttal\lig:\;; (fgeedback so much so that we are planning to star
& i |
ter‘s/\fg l:lz:?ff gtljtlglrisliigih; Eew card for this Christmas, which features

rds from previ-
ne Row by Hugh Krall. Our ca et
2;?22-2?:&?;5331 be popular and we have had further reprints
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Activities
1. Winter Lectures

Our twenty-fourth season of winter lectures was again held in the
Small Hall of Chelsea Old Town Hall. As in recent years, the lectures
were arranged by Tom Pocock.

On 3rd February, Professor Rosemary Ashton, of University Col-
lege London, gave us a lecture entitled “The Troubled Wooing of Jane
Welsh by Thomas Carlyle’. This wasa fascinating study of these two
intelligent but different characters who became one of Chelsea’s most
famous couples in the nineteenth century.

On 24th February, Jim Ring, the biographer of Erskine Childers,
lectured on ‘Erskine Childers: The Ridd]e of Embankment Gardens’.
Probably not many people realised that this idealist, who had such a
dramatic but ultimately tragic life, was a Chelsea resident.

On 2nd April, the Secretary of The Society for the Protection of
Ancient Buildings, Philip Venning, spoke about the work of SPAB in
a talk called ‘Saving the Past for the Future’. He used many illustra-
tions from Chelsea to illustrate his talk including examples of how,
and also how not to, carry out repairs to historic buildings.

2, Visits

We have made many interesting visits this year, which have been
organised by our events secretary, Valerie Hamami-Thomas, The
work that Valerie does in organizing visits and other events is, as
with all members of Council, done on an entirely voluntary basis.
She carries out this work, assisted by Patricia Burr, in a most meticu-
lous way, which I know is much appreciated by members and is
evidenced by the great success that our visits have become. This suc-
cess means that Valerie’s work-load on behalf of the Society has grown
enormously over the past few years and we are especially indebted
to her for all that she does, in such an efficient and cheerful way.

On 19th March we visited Peter Jones. In the new top floor café,
the Managing Director, Beverley Aspinall, gave an interesting pres-
entation including a brief history of the store and an up-date on the
4-year refurbishment programme, now in its final stage.

On3rd April and again on 20th May we visited the Lord Chancel-
lor’s apartment at the House of Lords, which has been recently re-
decorated.

On 30th April we visited the The De Morgan Centre in West Hill,
Wandsworth. Members were fascinated by this jewel-like museum
with its William De Morgan ceramics and the paintings of Evelyn
De Morgan. The founder and curator, Kate Catleugh, gave us an
insight into the work of these two artists. It seemed to us thatitis a

17




museum of this size and type that the Society would like to see es-
tablished in Chelsea. . _

On 1st July we visited Argyll House to which we were graciously
welcomed by the Dowager Marchioness of Normanby and given a
talk about the house by the Hon. Desmond Guinness, founder of the
Irish Georgian Group. )

On 4th September we visited Westminster Coroner’s Court. The
Coroner, Dr. Paul Knapman, who is a member of the Council of the
Society, gave us a most interesting talk about the Coroner’s service.

On September 17th members went on a specially arrangegi tour
of Crosby Hall and were able to admire the courtyard and its en-
chanting garden. Mr. Christopher Moran, the owner, explained how
the interior of this magnificent building is to be completed.

On 14th November we again visited Peter Jones, but this ime we
were able to see the new ‘events room’, known as the Sloane Room.
After refreshments, Beverley Aspinall very kindly spoke to us about

the refurbishment programme.

3. Chelsea Residents’ Associations Mecting

This public meeting, organised and chaired by the Chelsea Society,
was held in Petyt Hall on 30th June. Councillor Daniel Moylan, Cabi-
net Member for Transport and Planning and Deputy Leader of the
Council, in a bravura performance, answered questions from the
floor. Mr. Michael French, Executive Director of Planning and Con-
servation, was also in attendance to assist as required. After the

meeting wine was served.

4, “After Sloane: Chelsea and Cadogan” exhibition

This exhibition, which formed part of the 2003 Chelsea Festival was
the history of 250 years of the Cadogan Estate. It opened on 15th
June and, unlike previous years, went on beyond the end of the Fes-
tival itself, until 5th July. It was held at Duke of York Square in a
temporary gallery space that has been formed within a former ar-
cade to the main building. .

The exhibition was organised by a special sub-committee of the
Council of the Society, chaired by Stuart Corbyn. Research assistant,
Alexandra Mitchell, was employed and a firm of graphic designers
devised special display panels. The exhibition also 1nr:'luded historic
maps, pictures and objects, not normally on public view, loaned by

the Cadogan Estate. )
The Society was most grateful to Gerald Scarfe, the designer and

cartoonist, for designing a splendid and striking poster for the exhibi-
tion.
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The exhibition was sponsored by the Cadogan Estate, whi

) , which a
paid fora champagne reception at the private%riew of the exhibitilgr?
on the evening of 16th June, which was attended by the Mayor of
the Royal Borough, Councillor Christopher Buckmaster and the
Mayoress, Councillor Barbara Campbell.

5. Summier Meeting

This was held in the splendid new Petyt Hail ich i
, which is the church
hall of Chelsea Old Church. This is part of the recently completed
;f)mplex of buildings designed by the distinguished architect, John
:jmpson. The Vlcal: of Chelsea Old Church, the Revd. Peter Elvy,
addressed the meeting and gave us a brief description as to how the
project had come about. The Mayor of the Royal Borough, Council-
lor Christopher Buckmaster and the Mayoress, Councillor Barbara
Cangg!l were with us again on this occasion.
ullet supper was served and, its being a fine i
bers were able to make full use of the paved g d adjoting the
co
Ha‘lf& About 130 members were presrl:nt . rtyardadjoining the
e are grateful to our events secretary, Valeri i-
for making all the arrangements. AL

%1 Doggett's Coat and Badge Race

e race this year was on 17th July, a rather wet day, so

i A . 50 memb

the Society crowded under the cover of Cadogan Pigr to cheleT:' o(i:Stl?(f

cl:sontestants. The Mayor of the Royal Borough, Councillor Christopher
uckmaster, was there to present bottles of champagne to the con-

testants and beer was provided for everyonc by Fullers of Chiswick,

The Society is grateful to past mayor and be i
Arnold Stevenson, for organising it).’ ember of the Society,

7. Autumn Lectures

g'o mark the 250th anniversary of the death of Sir Hans Sloane the
f()caety decided to have a series of lectures about this illustrious
ormer resndent. and Lord of the Manor of Chelsea. Each lecture fo-
acr.és;;l on et: parhcukl)ar aspect of this ‘universal man’ and was held at
erent venue, but each having Sloane associati ‘
h.ugs, Ve and Gl D fv ol e associations. After the lec-
n 13th October, at the Chelsea Physi
A ysic Garden, Dr. Tim Cutl :
member of the Royal College of Physicians gave an erudite and \?vrel;;
resg)ar;lae}c\i ‘tjalk on ‘Sloane the Physician’.
n 20th October, at Chelsea Old Church, Ma jorie Caygi
c =l . o | IH O.B- .
assistant to the Director of the British Museum?informgg us of tE(;
scope and extent of ‘Sloane’s Collection at Chelsea’.
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On 27th October, at the Natural History Museum, [lzr. Rc())l;ll;hgl?lf:
from the Department of Botany at thle Mus_eu;n, toic;a’u_sr ona fasc
§ maica’.
ing journey when he spoke on ‘Sloane in Ja ' ec
nwaat;r}glllowed }I;y a special guided tour of the Museum’s magnificent
ium. _ .

He/il?fgf the lecturers had a great enthkusmsmtfor Slfdlt-el::tsld‘.:‘;leo:cr;e
i ke him known to a wi :
and were obviously keen to ma y foawider audience.
lectures were well attended and much enjoy 3 -
tre'rl;:::i;egrateful to the Cadogan Estate for their most gf.nerou_sbslepon

sorship, without which the series would not have been possible.

. ‘Whistler's Chelsea’ lecture
gy courtesy of the Chairman of the Chellsea Ar:s E:Llig'grﬂril;l%e;i 1(1);
2 Soci re invited to the Club to hear a lec '
gll:a?l?rﬁfr?r o?'?hi Chelsea Society on tl'uiJ ar.c]:hltect:;g [il}r;ﬂlh‘;s;(:;yﬂ c(e)rl‘
jous houses in Chelsea lived in by James McNetll V ;
:Dﬁcf ?l;?:lu‘JSOB;%ars ago this year. The lecture was given in aid of the

Whistler Statue Appeal.

i y e
Somnie of next year’s activitie ‘
Qur threéfWinter{cctures, which will al! be h.eld in the Sma:llﬁgilc;t
Chelsea Old Town Hall on Monday evenings in February c:lrt‘he Royai
will be on James McNeill Whistler, Tobias Smollett an
HOTS'l]:gglf;ciety will be holding an exhibiticcl)n i\)s parft 051:23 2::; g::i::
ival. A sub committee has already been orl ' F )
S??\ Fﬁsat:;\::i)mm?a‘.rl\ced on an exhibition tolbe_' called SPO“IFE 2?(‘)((:)!0
:eag The estimated cost of the exhibition is in the region o )

and we are presently seeking sponsorship to cover this.

Local History Competition for Schools .
This competition, which is open to children a6t l;o;h bstate ar;l ; f:éz:p-
i ’ fficially launched on 26th February ‘
et Conden He se School in Lower Sloane Street. The prizes
tion held at Garden House School in Street. The prizes
i by the Mayor and Mayoress,
were presented to the winners e o A acban Camobel at
cillor Christopher Buckmaster and Cou arbara Campbe? ot
i Sussex House School in Cadogan Squat
B oons of s iti as led by the Society, with
The organising of this competition wl R
from teachers and the Royal Borough's Ed .
'T"(lilg str:ndard of work was very high and judging was an especially
difficult task. ‘ o ot art of our
build upon and improve this important p :
wo‘,xfa‘rrrsr\:fretgrelrl;lost gprateful to R. Alexander Porter who has kindly
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agreed to take over the organisation of the 2004 competition, Alex-
ander is receiving considerable help from Diana Hall from the Royal
Borough’s Schools Inspectorate.

leming

Our representative on the panel of assessors for the Royal Borough's
Environment Awards for 2003 was Patricia Burr. There were few
entries from Chelsea, though a special award was given to the
Cadogan Estate for their Duke of York Square development.

The Society’s planning sub-committee regularly meets to look at
all applications submitted within Chelsea. The committee, under the
chairmanship of Terence Bendixson, comprises Michael Bach, Patricia
Burr, Jane Dorrell, David Foord, Sarah Jackson, Nigel Stenhouse and
Samantha Wyndham.

Although the Society’s planning sub-committee keeps an eye on
the seemingly endless numbers of applications aimed at increasing
the floor space of existing residential buildings, we necessarily have
to concentrate on the larger applications whose impact is greater
than just upon immediate neighbours. Some of these larger applica-

tions with which we have been concerned over the past year have
been :

1. Lots Road Power Station

Plans to convert Lots Road Power Station into a mix of affordable
and expensive homes together with retaii, commercial and other uses
is by far the largest development in Chelsea since the unfortunate
World’s End estate in the 1970s. To the Society’s great joy, the appli-
cation was resoundingly rebuffed by the Council’s Major Applica-
tions Committee on October 28th. Members voted 13 to 5 against
the recommendation of the Executive Director of Planning and Con-
servation,

Given that the proposals contravened practically every relevant
policy in the Borough Plan and the Council’s planning brief for the
site, the attempt to approve it is, to say the least, puzzling. The case
of the Director of Planning was that £5m of ‘community benefits’,
which included £2m for a new secondary school, outweighed such
community curses as excessive development, overshadowing by
skyscrapers, extra road traffic and the further conversion of Chelsea
Reach into a mini-Hong Kong. It is to the great credit of the Council
Members that they rejected such flummery.

The scheme, the Fulham part of which includes a 37-storey sky-
scraper, had already been approved in principle by the London Bor-
ough of Hammersmith and Fulham. This creates all sorts of uncer-
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tainties. Will the Deputy Prime Minister, as requested by the Society
and numerous others, call-in the application to be decided by his
Office? (the grounds for doing so are very strong). If he does 50, can
the Fulham part be considered on its own, with due reference to the
Chelsea part? And what about the developers? Will they appeal
against the decision of Kensington and Chelsea? or may they seek to
modify the scheme to bring it into line with the plans of either or
both Boroughs, and so avoid an inquiry? And why has the Royal
Borough never raised a formal objection to the Hammersmith and
Fulham application, even though it has a UDP policy to object to
high buildings along the Thames in neighbouring Boroughs? If the
proposals are called-in and there is a public inquiry, how successful
would the Society and its allies be? We have won a famous battle

but we have certainly not yet won the war.

2. South Kensington Station

Although outside the Chelsea boundary, we have made representa-
tions about the proposed reconstruction of South Kensington Sta-
tion. This has been done jointly with The Kensington Society, as the
views of both societies in this matter completely coincide. The prin-
cipal concernis the proposed tall office building that has the appear-
ance of a gasometer. We consider this building would corrupt the
fine views of the cupolas and spires of the museums area of South
Kensington that are such an important feature of this part of the
Royal Borough. We are also nat happy with the proposed demoli-
tion of the terrace of shops and residential upper floorsalong Thurloe
Place and we consider the design of the proposed new building
fronting onto Pelham Street to be extremely crude and of poor qual-
ity design that is not acceptable in this important location.

3. 199-209 King’s Road

This row of fine 19th century buildings, which starts with a brick
and stucco house on the corner of Oakley Street and continues with
two terraces, separated by a pedestrian alley, along the King’s Road,
opposite Dovehouse Green, is the scene of another battle. The appli-
cants are seeking to upgrade their shops, drastically to alter the flats
upstairs, build some new studios in the back garden and create a
huge basement.

Initially they applied to demolish some of the buildings and re-
place them with replicas behind a glass screen. English Heritage was
then prompted to list the three buildings on the corner of Oakley
Street. In a further application they suffered a further reversal when
vigilant residents found a discrepancy in the number of ‘covers’ in
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f:; S’SSH“&‘ resftaur?rllt, which had been over counted thereby play
wn the size of the restaurant that was t i i s

g down the size of the restaut as to replaceit. This led the

Gt pplication. The Society now awaits further

" gju;rgrc\)ésslt(l)ofrtl] is Ithztit dtlLe c;gners should be obliged to retain the
: he listed buildings, to retain the pl

buildings and to retain th % PAeh SroE mvecs v e far

e front doors which gi 5
o the womer Aoare. OIS W 1 give access to the flats
, rather than this being via a fi
cony at the rear, as is proposed. Wi B i that o oG
g 8 ' . We also consid existi
studio should be retained in its present form. etk

%thlzg é;ower House, Chelsea Manor Street

This s transformer station was never a thing of b
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cec ief for potential developers which sets i
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mc]Ed {muses uild bl%ckL;?ﬂ ;?OllShed' it could be replaced by ter-
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i ilding Chelsea Flower

ital, a grade [ listed building, for the ea F r

gf‘l?\f’ Egﬂatlhil(;lsi‘::t?ptio% that this event causes to normal hlge 1sl s:;:d
stantial; yet few would call for the Chelsea Flower Show tobe clo

down.

6. Sloane Square . . o .
Sloane Squa[le, far from looking as it does no\i\_'I Sln;(t!iltltrl‘lll:nt;(:%:as
was only given its present layout in the 1930s. Up u L
more of a cross roads than a roundabout — but cutacross by fa
Car\?\lﬁ:ecrl\ ?\;[J:;ir Livingstone charged Lord Rogers of Rwert.;clldg;1 t()l'ltlcs‘;
adviser on architecture and urban c!esngn and a Chelsc;.szi c:;;s-.le g t)to
vide Londoners with 100 new or 1r_nproved squares, : qn are
Por red amongst the top 10. Coincidentally both the Cadoga "
it‘elljtgezwner of most of the buildings_ fronting onto tll;e i]quz;ntzézimm )
the ’Council, were likewi?e considert:r;g what might be don
it of this famous space. _ )
prj’t’fietll" Ec?rudallllg;grs had produceg plans showing h_owI the ro:rrllcelra\t
bout might be variously modified to create more usageedp;lavou‘ nt
for people, the Council held an exhlbn':lon and org;tr;: ubgtantial
5 surprise, over 60% of residents vote or s ol
el\rery(;l;.z,Sd ones that would reinstate a crossroads. 'I'l"us vyas, ::;er-
;:23?505 about trees, paving and management, the Society’s pr
enSl"ehtemli-oyal Borough is now negotiating with May.or. Lmlcigstgg;
about the financing of a new Sloane Square. If sufficient ceat}rwm'
funds can be provided, and if the traffic managers can ufonv":«l o thern
sclves that it would work, a cross roads will replace etrov.‘:'r cab ut.
If not, the Council propose, again funds permitting, c:i iden the
perim:eter pavements, remove traffic and pole clutter and o

refresh the square.

. S
‘Landmark buildings of superlqtzve 'deSlgn .
Earlier this autumn the Royal Borough's Cabinet Mertr}ued Sl
ing Policy and Transportation issued a document entitle : 2003/4_
mdngns ortation: Vision and Strategy for the next three years . e
3305/6 waing a ‘vision’ about our future was the idea lzie_lsgn oo::i:
Societ);"s two very successful Millennium Confergncesletae Sle Lsoi od
ose tha the Borough, whieh wes vy supporte o el
ences, has taken ‘the vision thing - The Society finds e
i ith the vision expressed in this official d
lr;lelgt(?zg\?g ;f)fnc:ggta‘ivr:, which is causing concern. This aim, listed

under Planning policy, states:
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P'romotion of superlative design standards in new buildings: we have
an outstanding built inheritance; we should see to it that our legacy
is of no less a standard and that it embraces the challenges facing
city life in the future. This could include developing a policy that
pertains particularly to landmark buildings at major entry-points to
the Royal Borough and on other key sites,

There is a danger that those in the development and planning
world will interpret this aim as follows:

‘superiative design standards in new buildings’ will mean any build-
ing designed by an internationally-distinguished architect; in the case
of a British architect this invariably means any architect who has
been honoured with either a peerage or a knighthood.

‘landmark buildings’. Traditionally, a landmark building was one
with a landmark use, such as a church or town hall; but today it can
often be taken to mean a high building, not necessarily of any spe-
cial significance in terms of its use, or a building that represents a
distinct departure from the accepted norms of architecture.

‘key sites’ is even more open to interpretation but it must surely
include any site at major road or public transport intersection.

There is a danger that if this aspiration were to be adopted as
Council policy it could constitute a significant departure from the
adopted Unitary Development Plan which commits the Council to
resist granting consent for any new building that is un-neighbourly,
either in terms of its height or its design. We strongly support the
present policy and would not support any proposal that sought
to lessen its effectiveness. In our view, it is the ordinary but dis-
tinguished streets and squares of the Royal Borough, far more
that its exceptional landmark buildings, that give it its fame and
charm.

Property developers seeking a more permissive attitude towards
the height and design of new buildings are currently putting intense
pressure on parts of London such as Chelsea. Distinguished archi-
tects are often employed as part of that pressure in an attempt to
persuade local authorities that, in the words of the inspector at the
No.1 Poultry Public Inquiry, the building ‘might just be a master-
piece’. The Lots Road application is an example of this. We consider
that the adopted policy should be strengthened, not diminished and
we fear that the Cabinet Member for Planning’s ‘Vision and Strat-
egy’, even though not a formal policy, could provide a glimmer of
hope to developers and land owners where, we sincerely trust, none
exists.

If there are any sites within the Royal Borough that the Borough
Council considers to be suitable for a high building; these should be
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identified and, after proper public consu!tation, be includec! as sn.;clg
within the UDP. We consider that to retain the present statemen "
its general form is imprudent and could be an invitation to eve

more unwelcome planning applications.

A new Secondary School for Chelsea ? -
Itis the Royal Borough's intention to provide a new secondary sc E?502
in south-west Chelsea. Having miss?d the c:1:>c[5w:vlliturutyv ﬁ?l Eﬁc:ojvraes >
ing’ King’s Coliege, v -
King’s Road, the former campus o s Colleg n was al
i i t favourite site is the Asbur
ready in educational use, the present favouri feis the Asburnham
ity Centre in Lots Road. This will involve the
g‘l?:nlilnga?ggyﬂey School of Fine Art, the only independent art school

remaining in Chelsea.

‘Fostered amenities’ .
During the past year we have seen a number of improvements t?
the civic amenities within Chelsea, which the Society wishes to ap

plaud. Some of the more notable ones are:

ovelouse Green . o
E special ceremony to mark the completllor%}?f 1t\t;e refurbésl;/}gso?_f
6th. The Mayor an >

Dovehouse Green took place on June 1 y
i laque commemorating

f the Royal Borough unveiled a new plaqu _
f}iz golden ngilec of H.M. The Queel?. CI{\ re]ce[zit_lgn wtalf,alt\?ilgelgutrl:le
on -
Town Hall afterwards. The Green looked splendi fine sum-
ith its ne i h seats, period lanterns, lush g
mer day, with its new paving, benc e lomeod droush of
d new planting. Unfortunately the prolong
ﬁlr:::::nl:mer ha‘lsJ taken its toll and we clan but hope that the recent
i ill resurrect the grass and new plants.

mlgi):rvelhcfsse Green isgvery intensely used and it needs good and
regular maintenance to keep it looking as it did at the ceremony in

June.

Chelsea Embankment lighting o
Transport for London has just completed major lmprovem:iag.tfi otﬁ
the lighting of Chelsea Embankm}znt ahncl Ch;yl;s; b:gg'lilghatin é on
to a new unified lighting scheme for the roa way, ] ughting has
i d in the gardens and the traditional cast iro B

gﬁetrl:emetrlr.lol:i::\fmégt wal%have been extended frqm Battersea I?;ldge
to Cremorne Road. The new lighting is attractive and provides a
much greater level of illumination than previously.
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Duike of York Square

On 19th March, HRH The Duke of York formally opened the new
Duke of York Square which has been developed by the Cadogan
Estate. This provides a spacious and stylish new pedestrian area
which, with its numerous shops and restaurants, is a great asset to
this part of Chelsea. It also enhances Sloane Square as a major shop-
ping and cultural centre. The new buildings are an example of how
high quality modern architecture can sit very happily with its his-
toric neighbours.

The redundant army buildings could so easily have become yet
another gated development of high class flats and the Society’s deci-

sion to support the Cadogan proposals is fully justified by the end
result.

250th anniversary of the death of Sir Hans Sloane

Throughout the year there have been many celebrations of this anni-
versary, most of them sponsored by Cadogan who inherited all of
their Chelsea land holding from Sir Hans Sloane.

These commenced with a thanksgiving service for the life of Sir
Hans Sloane held in Chelsea Old Church on 13th February and has
included the presentation to local institutions, including The Chel-
sea Society, of a commemorative silver Armada dish. During the
course of the year there was not only the Society’s exhibition and
autumn lectures already referred to, but a magpnificent Hans Sloane
garden as part of the Chelsea Flower Show, which won a gold medal,
a special exhibition called ‘The Great Collector’ at the Natural His-
tory Museum, a Chelsea ‘Sloane 250 Heritage Trail’, an exhibition at
the Chelsea Physic Garden using specially designed ‘Cabinets of
Curiosity’, two fectures organised by the Physic Garden and lastly, a
Study Day entitled ‘Sir Hans Sloane (1660 - 1753) and his Library’ at
the British Museum on 24th November.

The Society is most grateful to the Cadogan Estate for having so
effectively brought one of the great men of Chelsea to the notice of
the widest possible audience,

My Lord President, this is the Report of the Council of The Chel-
sea Society in its seventy-sixth year.

David Le Lay




The Life and Times of Sir
Hans Sloane

by Richard Ballard

[Before and during the Sccond World War, my father was a "mJ:"'“;"ﬂ;;;i-L 1;::5:;1
LfH d’s - bori with the century he was too ofd to go back into he Roya

N r".mh:'ch he had been invalided ond in 1928 after eleven yearf;i sa;c'r '.’
oy ffﬂ"’_ﬂ H when 1 1was a child, whenever we came to London e wmfl ta L dn‘;
= H;L -Lfai:r rinth wnderneath the store when he went to see thie people he H"SL o
s '"; [} : wer thought to ask mnyone iwhy e names of the streets ﬂbﬂi’,’t‘, m: )
work_ run.;f : "t’; s Wide s'ubh:rmncm: corridors, and it took me nearly forty ytm,‘s acf
d;:gi’::(ﬂ:: c:n':nu:‘c:t‘lﬁu betiween Hans Crescent and Sloane Street and the rauge

1

impressive buildings they contain. ]

ici loper, discoverer of the
; physician, property developer, )
Chfilif:?ﬁ;lpqgaliﬁes oiP milk chocolate, facnht'atc_)r of ‘l'"lsertl:a:;fig;
i her and collector. Alexander Pope's lines, ‘Butte

e lymath in his lifetime. Living
] im well known as a polymathi
liczart\snlgsgetl"tsehﬁ‘:n}:llig;ance and the Enlightenment, he regarded no

is
human concern foreign to his mind. The colossal aspect oi}?gcgn;;teﬁh
wll? ented in Rysbrach’s statue of him which is now in =
Mt prﬁf (Copiesare in the Chelsea Physic Garden and Slo;me;l Sq:lon )
M‘;ksgu ou apl;roach Chelsea Old Church going westw:‘.itli1 :monu;,-
Ch n):: Walk, one of its significant features takes your lfyehurch nu
e){ to Sir Hans Sloane in the south-east corner of t e hc las); .
Itis the work of Joseph Wilton RA (1717-1803) with a ¢ assical
}:t :'lseral urn and the entwined serpents tl?at.haveoben:ln sg(;l;\j hols of
tll:e medical profession since Hippocrates's tlm%‘. n the
of the monument is the inscription which reads:

E ; Id
ir Hans Sloane was one of the great shakers and movers of O

“To the memory of Sir Hans Slome Bart, President of te Royal Secicty

. 5 . . d
and of the College of Physicians, who it the year of our Loy d 1753, the 92n

] f 1 renity
year of his age, without the least pain of body and witl a conscious serenity

i 7 H e, |d
of mind, ended a virtnous and beneficent life. This m;),miuunt was erecke
by his wo daughters Eliza Cadogar and Sarah Stanley.

4 i
-one is on oath in lapidary inscriptions, as Wilton’s

Though no ane’s life bears out the

friend, Dr Johnson, remarked, a review of Slo
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truth of this one. If hard work and scientific acumen are the marks
of virtue, then he was virtuous, and the existence of the Brit-
ish Museum and the core of treasures within it, together with the
Chelsea Physic Garden, are witnesses to his beneficence. Sloane was
a receiver-general of taxes, and his mother was the daughter of Dr
Hicks, who had been chaplain to Archbishop Laud. When he was
sixteen Hans suffered from a condition called haemoptysis and he
never again drank wine or spirits. Soon afterwards he went to France,
studying medicine in Paris and Montpellier. He learned botany
under the guidance of celebrated teachers, Magnol and Tournefort,
and received his degree as a Doctor of Medicine from the University
of Orange in 1683, He was in England the year after and made friends

with prominent scientists like Ray and Boyle, becoming a Fellow of
the Royal Society himself in 1685, Two years later he was admitted

to the College of Physicians and then he crossed the Atlantic to join

the staff of the Duke of Albemarle, the Governor of Jamaica, as his
physician.

When he returned to London in May 1689, he brought specimens
of eight hundred West Indian plants with him for study. He set u
his medical practice in Bloomsbury Square and, from 1689 until 1712,
was Secretary of the Royal Society.

Oxford University made him MD in 1701. His book about the
natural history of the West Indies was eventually published in two
volumes in 1707 and 1725. He was recognised as a European figure,
becoming a foreign member of the French Society of Sciences and of
the Imperial Academy of St Petersburg, recently set up by Peter the
Great. At home he received recognition as President of the College
of Physicians in 1719 and held the office until 1735, On the death of
Sir Isaac Newton in 1727 he became President of the Royal Society
as well and remained such until his retirement in 1741. Earlier, Queen
Anne had consulted him as a physician, and he was authorised to
inoculate members of the royal family. 1722 saw him as Physician-
General to the Army. His baronetcy dates from 1716, and in 1727 he
was appointed First Physician to King George I1. He was in charge
of Christ’s Hospital for thirty-six years between 1694 and 1730, When
the colony of Georgia was floated in 1732 as a place for discharged
convicts, Sloane was one of those who promoted it under General
Oglethorpe, its first Governor.

In the midst of all this activity he bought Chelsea manor in 171 2,
paying £2,500 to the second Lord Cheyne for it, but he did not retire
to settle there until 1741. The oldest botanical garden still existing
had been in Chelsea since 1673, when the Apothecaries’ Company
took out a 61-year lease at five pounds a year from the then Lord of
the Manor, Charles Cheyne, on land around space for building a
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boat-house for their state barge. The fol-
lowing year this land was planted with
herbs, which were added to the next
year by herbs from a similar garden in
Westminster. The Apothecaries’ Com-
pany lease had only twelve years to run
in 1722. For the same rent, and for sup-
plying the Royal Society with specimens
of ‘fifty distinct plants, well dried and
preserved’ from the garden each year,
with an agreement that the acreage
should be put to no other use than that
for which they held it, Sloane granted
the land to the Apothecaries’ Company
in perpetuity, thus obviating the need
for them to lease it to one of their mem-
bers for a short time in return for a sal-
ary, which had meant that it did not
reach its potential. Previously there had
been some animosity towards Sloaneon
the part of individuals in the Apothecaries’ Cpmpany_because he
had been promoting a scheme to set up free dispensaries of medi-
cines for poor people which would have deprived them of income.
After he had granted them the land in perpetuity for no extra rent,
they saw him in a different light and eleven years later, in 1733, de-
cided to put up a marble statue of him in the garden. This was the
one sculpted by Michael Rysbrach. It was finished in 1737 and cost
£80. Originally it was in front of the greenhouse but it was moved to
the centre of the garden in 1748. ' _

Six years after his return from Jamaica Sloane had married the
widow of Fulk Rose, a landowner in the colony, whose fortune helped
him to establish himself. In his last years in Chelsca he had more
time for his extensive collection. In 1749, when he was e1ghty;mght,
he bequeathed his collections to the nation on condition that his fam-
ily was paid £20,000, which was agreed by an Act of Parliament in
the year of his death, with Horace Walpole as a trustee. The year
after, Montagu House was bought to house them, together with Cot-
ton’s and Harley’s manuscript collections. Smirke’s great Bloomsbury

building followed fifty years later.

First published in The Chelsea Anchor and reprinted with the kind perms-

sion of the author.
The illusftmriou is of the Sir Hans Sloane Monument at Chelsea Old Church,

from an ctehing by Hugh Krall,
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The Bishop of London’s Address at
Chelsea Old Church, 13th February 2003
on the 250th Anniversary of the Death of

Sir Hans Sloane

“A rich man furnished with ability”

after them. Two hundred and fifty years after Sir Hans Sloane
-A.was laid to rest in the churchyard, we assemble as his beneficiar-
ge;sl S:I:il;:}g?cendants in a remarkable example of the continuities of
Lord 'Ca.dg)gan is here whose forebear, Sloane’s son-in-law, played
sucha SIgmflcant partin executing his will. Here also are many other
representatives of the family. Here are his friends from the Apoth-
ecaries and the British Museum. There has already been an opportu-
nity to celebrate Sloane’s work in the foundation of the British
Museum, but here in Chelsea we remember in particular the gener-
ous conveyance of the Physic Garden to the Apothecaries. Here is
even the Bishop of London, one of three bishops named as Trustees
under Sloane’s will (which did however show the breadth of Sloane’s
sympathies by including dissenters as well).

Then we are here in the church to which Sloane presented his
nephew, Sloane Elsmere DD, in 1732 and in beloved Chelsea where
Sir Hans retired with his great collections. He was generousiin grant-
Ing access to his Chelsea museum and indeed popularised the idea
of a museum. He had many imitators, including one here in Chelsea
at18 Cheyne Walk, where a coffee house/museum was opened by a
sometime retainer of the Sloane family called Salter. He went by the
name of Don Saltero and exhibited some very curious items indeed
such as “Pontius Pilate’s Wife's Chambermaid’s Sister’s Hat”,

We do indeed remember a “rich man furnished with ability” as
Ecc!es:.ns'ticus puts it. He was very successful in his profession. Ger-
man visitors to his collection in 1710 were grateful to have been given
so much time because Sir Hans usually charged a guinea an hour for
professional consultations. [ told the royal apothecary this yester-
day and saw him making some rapid calculations. Sloane also made
a great deal of money out of Jesuits’ bark-tree bark from South

America from which quinine was extracted. He prescribed quinine

It is not often that the good that men do lives so comprehensively
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for all manner of conditions including the mortification of the Arch-
i nterbury’s big toe.
blsﬁl‘:lggr?ef’scsld frieng the %ishop of Bangor pre‘a'lched the sermmrllJ 2:
his funeral and chose the text from Psalm XC tfaach us tglnul?; r
our days, that we may apply our hearts unto wisdom”, < oat o
tended his life’s work and his collections as a contrl:bu‘t}';m ?it e
improvement of physic,lotherd artshgmd .tlslclence for the “bene
ind”. That is what he said in hiswill. .
ma;ll:or:cimwever, although he was not a religious cqntrql\;etr}:lz;l;?;
and had wide ccclesiastical sympathies, he said in his will th fa he
intended his collection should tend “many ways to thedn}?m csse_
tion of the glory of God, the confutation of Atheism an _;ts ;c;::om
quences”. Itis fascinating that these words have been orfntlh eBritish
the citation of Sloane’s will in the most recent history of the
ML'II'SI:E: E;I.Jle begins in a garden. Genesis begins with two tre??(star‘ﬂ:
ing in the Paradise Garden - the Tree of Life and the Tre? :)h clll'(\)’ine
edge. The fruit of the Tree of Life was true know}edge 0"W'ed r:1) vine
creation. This is what lt1he Fiblﬁ rﬁ:;l;ards ai (t:;t'l‘e ;;33335 o 1158) mis
: ife to them that lay hold upon , 111,18).
zv:rii?:lgfnl" to which the Bish}:)p of Bangor’s text referred is morr{:ttl;:r': |
the wary prudence which comes with age and exkp:erl:t;nce. them‘- _
knowledge of the world whichl.co.mes to ;t(i)g‘rl‘ec;n:r\é\; h(:re ‘:)r:\trﬁ (her-

a participant in a living cre . tu
gﬂ;ise;gg:sib]ialities \tho dw&e]]s in tlt'l_e eq:th, both tilling and keep- |
i e land, developing and respecting it.
mg\l\f'llzztl:ilsn the Tree oi? Kngowledglf? ;I'hlts ti)s kﬂo;vé(:‘c(l)gcﬁ wzea::lcsl:éld nil:g:
i hich, according to the first book o . _
Ltfo?c}gls::j‘zn the carth".g’l‘he knowledge from the Sgconﬁ'ti‘fi llﬁ
partial. It is knowledge only of a god-forsaken wc)rl(:::1 in (v)v ic Rt
man beings themselves have assumed the role of go si ll:e on Jhed
problems of our own time is summed up by T S Eliotin ¢ 'lel gu ng
question, “What is the wisdom thzllt we have l;)ft in knoxl;f ec ‘g(; ZI .
the knowledge that we have lost in mfor.mahon’.’ Max We_ tteir sa 3 ﬁre :
sis of modernity talks of its essence l.::emg‘;‘ the dlf'f‘el{lentla or} :r the §
cultural value spheres”. Among various “spheres” he \fyczlls rvet e E .
to art, morals and science. Most pre-mod_ern cul_turs;s df nho liffer; g
entiate these spheres clearly but quermty, beginning én the s ven §
teenth century in the West, differentlglted art, morals atrlll S'éleerl(‘:;ef and |
let each pursue its own truths according fo its own me ho . e from §
intrusion from any other sphere but subject to what the eig : e o :
century called the laws of reason. This has resulted ina sphec atco far}
growth of scientific knowledge, a flurry of new.a}?p]r_oz;f es |

and a sustained look at morals in a more naturalistic light. ;

.
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Now, however, the distress arising from pursuing these ways to
knowledge in isolation from the other spheres is becoming more
evident. We are nowhere near even the beginning of a new summa
butin so many fields of thought this seems to be the time for expedi-
tions into neighbouring spheres in an effort to find some unitive and
integrative concepts. Nowhere is this phenomenon clearer than in
new understanding of what constitutes health and in the new sci-
ence of ecology. At the same time we are menaced by a recoil from
the complexity and fragmentation of knowledge and a lurch into
fundamentalism, the attempt to shrink the world to some simple
ideology. I am not only thinking about a round-up of the usual sus-
pects, but [ would include the fundamentalist project which seems
to grip much of the West, that of growth without limit with no end in
view beyond the process itself. It is a view of the world which im-
pacts with distressing consequences on other cultures and leaves
out of account much of the diversity, beauty and creativity which it
was Sloane’s earnest endeavour to exhibit in his collections.

The medern project of growth without limits and with no end in
view beyond the process itself arises, in the perspective of the
Abrahamic religions, from choosing the wrong trec. We have lost
the knowiedge of wisdom in the pursuit of fragmented knowledge.
The pursuit of fragmented knowled ge, divorced from any conscious-
ness of ourselves as creatures, fashions a knower who looks out on
the world about him and sees not an animated nature in which he is
a participant, but simply matter to be exploited. Choosing the wrong
tree progressively degrades a human being into someone who gets
used to the dull pain of sceing nature as a lifeless desert and of treat-
ing its beauty as a deceptive mark. Dominance is substituted for
connectedness in this way of knowing the universe. It is a way of
knowledge which leads, as Descartes frankly affirmed, to a way of
being in the world in which man regards himself as “maitre et
possesseur de la terre”.

Now, however, things are even more serious. The habit of regard-
ing everything as a material or mental object has even infected our
good opinion of ourselves. Beneath much of the rhetoric about hu-
man dignity lurks a reductionist suspicion that we are little more
than upright animals or, even worse, rapacious bipeds with a selfish

genetic make-up, whose happiness lies in consuming the world and
treating other people as commodities which exist for our pleasure.

Sloane had taken the fruit from the first tree and the wisdom of
his life is still on display all around us. This is a time when we are
faced with the challenge of building one sustainable and culturally
diverse world or risk the coalition of one of the competing
fundamentalisms with destructive knowledge tragically wrenched
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i i vorld
from its source in wholesome wisdom. The challenge is one v

i inspiration in this world.
. Sloane remains an inspiration in o
01‘ F\?vgilt‘io end with a brief letter written by another holistic thinker

ienti i distinguished botanist
tist, John Ray, who was himself a
223 tslsé?)rllogianl. He wa)s( a friend and Senc?‘lur'z;ge: O[f ‘?rlloe;::jes agt]:le\.s\érgi
i e ir, the best o .
this note from his deathbed: “Dear Sir, e are
i his world. I look upon mys:
to take a final leave of you as from t yselt s
i i kindness expressed anyways toward
a dying man. God requite your ki S e =
dredfold, bless you with a confluen g
:R?sa::rgll';g and eternal life and happiness hereafter and grant us a

i i hn Ray.”
ine in heaven. 1 am sir, eternally yours, Jo : ‘
halljtpi)é amter?gzijelg E‘floane which 1 could not better and so I simply

say of the great Sir Hans, Rest Eternal grant unto him O Lord and let
light perpetual shine on him,

Published by kind permission of the Rt Rev and Rt Hon Richard Chartres,
Bisltop of Londoi.

THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
ON VIDEO

Seventy five years of the Che:lsez'a Society
are now celebrated on a fascinating,
professionally produced video film entitled
Triumphs & Disasters, whic_h tel!s.of the
Society's successes and failures in
conserving the character and appear-
ance of Chelsea over the last three
quarters of a century. .

The colour film includes archive film
and many rare photographs r?\nd isnar-
rated by the eminent film actor,

istopher Lee. _ _
C'Il?)sr yopur copy, please remit £10, postage and packing éﬁ% to:
The Chelsea Society, 10 Christchurch Terrace, London

4A.). Telephone: 020 7351 5932
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"“The vainest fool I ever saw”
The Earl of Ranelagh - Farmer and Gardener

By Jon Nuttall

The Early Years - seeking power and influence

Richard Jones was born, probably in 1638, in Co. Wickiow, Ireland.
His father was Arthur Jones, 2nd Viscount Ranelagh and his mother
Catherine Boyle, the daughter of Richard Boyle, 1st Earl of Cork,
possibly the premier noble in Ireland. The Ranelagh family had been
prominent in Irish affairs since Elizabethan times and they took the
Parliamentarian side during the Civil War, The 2nd Viscount Pros-
pered under the patronage of James Butler, the Duke of Ormonde.

The young Jones was brought up as a Protestant. His tutor, Henry
Oldenburg, a Calvinist, had studied at Bremen, Utrecht and Oxford
Universities and throughout his life maintained close connections
with the Boyle family. Richard journeyed on the Continent and was
recorded visiting Basle in 1658.

He became MP for Co. Roscommon in the Irish Parliament when
it was reconstituted in 1661 after the Restoration of King Charles I1.
He served until January 1669, when his father died and he entered
the House of Lords as 3rd Viscount Ranelagh. He too was favoured
by the Duke of Ormonde, the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, who in-
vited him to become Chancellor of the Irish Exchequer, with a seat
on the Council.

Soon after - 1670 is the suggested date - Jones came to England
(possibly to visit his mother who had moved there in 1668). While in
England he joined the party of the Duke of Buckingham, a member
of the ‘Cabal’ in power from 1667 to 1673, who was violently
opposed to Ormonde and became involved in English politics.
Ranelagh was described by Bishop Burnetas “a young man of great
partes and as great vice: he had a pleasantness in his conversation
that took much with the king, and he had great dexterity in business”.

He appears to have taken advantage of a report by Sir John Tem-
ple, adistinguished diplomat, which was critical of the management
of government finances. Using this document he proposed to King
Charles 1I that he would cover all the costs of governing Ireland in
return for collecting the King’s revenue —a term generally known as
farming. He also seems to have tried to seduce a Mrs Middleton,
one of Charles’s many mistresses, although by then he was married
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to Elizabeth, a daughter of Lord Willoughby of Parhflm. Sh?:l 1:;1;(1)(;
vided him with two sons and four daughters. Both sons alrll on
daughter died in infancy. Two of the daughters married well while

one remained a spinster.

in [reland . "
'ITT'uE lE)a:E: Ior; Ormonde was certainly not in favour of Ranelagh’s

rh in London, seems to
farm the revenue, but Ranel_abh in L ,
E;(\)fiq?aal}ic:?edq against him and was critical of his government ?;
Ireland. He seems to have sweetened l:he propotsal l;{: i?gﬁglgsor
| i ith money to rel
use the revenue to supply the King wi Wl
Portsmouth (a Royal mistress
Castle and to pay the Duchess of . e
i hat attention to a mistress
on, presumably on the grounds t
Eveontflld be ﬁke]y toattract the Kjlngs patlrgel;lgqu;)e tTi]::c?)ﬂlt(:; 31; El)zr;\a'r;c:ﬁ
was removed from office in Ireland in , bu ar
i Ranelagh was successful.
of the dangers he perceived. Whatever, Ra cesstul
ingi Ranelagh in June 1674 to allow
The King issued Letters Patent to Ran e e
to proceed and appointed him as Vice-Treasure > !
2;121921(?'&‘;5&&; and Goverl?mr of Athlone. In the following Decem
created Earl of Ranelagh. . _
beﬁll;:aumagsh introduced arbitrary taxation and mlsaltnph:: t%e‘_ gzcizzfe
i i benture, not cash.
The Irish army was paid by paper deb e ere
d his partners for as little as
then bought back by Ranelagh and h tle as six
illings i d themselves back in the fu
shillings in the pound. They then paid  in the full
i fficers who complaine
value of the cash. It is recorded that officers w ained at not
i i jaile iny. The situation got so bad tha
being paid were jailed f(:r muhny‘ e
Earl of Essex, Ormonde’s successor as Lor an
i i t, refused to pass his
who worked vigorously against misgovernment, Ltopasshis
i t the grants made of fortei
accounts. He was particularly unhappy a e
to Court favourites, promises made to supply y dire to
iagdl(i(:'lg,oand the grant of Phoenix Park to another of thﬁ lémtJ 5
mistresses, the Duchess of Cleveif_nd. Ess.ctx_, tooo, r\:tv;.s;erceg?di(:] g ot
Although not strictly part of this story it is worl g tha
5 d an establishment to hous
both Ormonde and Essex had propose ouse
infi iers h Army and had been conside
the old and infirm soldiers of the Iris e
i ix Park as the site for the new Hospital. Ormond
;;r:)gné’ ;;) ?:r as to buy the site. In 1680, at a cost of £3000, Kilmainham

Hospital opencd on the edge of Phoenix Park.

d . - . »
E&frﬂﬁiﬁﬂn in 1679, the Attorney-General filed a writ against him.

it using ‘fri ) in 1680 he left Ire-

ignored it using ‘frivolous pretexts’and in 1 ‘
ﬁ?\r:iei'i%g(l)%lgl He came tic;) the English court, moving into ﬁ hr?uls&(:: l.llr:
Chiswick. He was certainly made welcome as he dined with the King
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and the Duchess of Portsmouth in April 1681. At the time there was
talk that onc of his daughters was also a mistress of the King. He
bought the post of Gentleman of the Bedchamber from the Duke of
Sunderland for £6,000. The income from the post was £1,000 per
year, and when he lost it on the death of Charles in 1685 he is re-
corded as bemoaning the loss he made on the deal.

In 1681, soon after he had arrived in England, an Order in Coun-
cil was passed prohibiting further payments being made to him and
a charge of £76,000 was made against Ranelagh and his partners for
his pillage of the Irish finances. He sold his house in Chiswick and is
said to have ‘been without friends’. However having joined the party
of the Earl of Rochester, the 1st Commissioner of the Treasury and a
distant relation, he secured a suspension of the action against him,
and gained a grant of £300 from the Irish revenue in lieu of the loss
of income. In 1685 he entered the English Parliament as MP for Ply-
mouth (as an Irish peer he could sit in the House of Commons).
Between then and 1702 he was elected for Newport (Isle of Wight),
Mariborough, Castle Rising and West Looe.

As noted above, Ranelagh’s mother had moved to England and
she lived at 83 Pall Mall until her death in 1691. His uncle, the eminent
scientist Robert Boyle had come to England in 1668 and, when in
London, he lived with Ranelagh’s mother. Indeed he built a scien-
tific laboratory in her house in 1676 and Sir Christopher Wren, Robert
Hooke and other members of the Royal Society were regular
visitors. That said, it is possible that there may have been some
enmity between Wren and Ranelagh. Boyle whose loyal assistant
was Ranelagh’s former tutor, Oldenburg, was to have been Presi-
dent of the Royal Society in 1680 but in the event, he declared that he
would not swear the required oath, apparently on religious grounds,
and he was never appointed. Wren took his place and became Presi-
dent for two consecutive years - 1681 and 1682.

Treasurer of the Royal Hospital

On the 26th December 1685 and on the nomination of the Earl of
Rochester, King James I appointed Ranelagh Paymaster General of
the Guards and Garrison and exofficio Treasurer of the Royal Hos-
Pital. Although building work had started in 1682 it was still incom-
plete and Ranelagh became responsible for the management of the
whole project and the maintenance of the accounts. Building work
continued slowly and by the end of 1687 James Il was pressing
Ranelagh to make progress. The Earl reported in February 1688 out-
lining a long list of problems and causes for delay and the King came

to inspect the work for himself. No speeding up appears to have
resulted.
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Despite having the Paymaster’s accommodation in the Tilt Yard
at the Palace of Westminster Ranelagh wanted a residence in Chel-
sea. As soon as they were completed in 1688, Ranclagh appropri-
ated the Steward’s apartments, located over the Great Kitchen. He
re-titled them the Treasurer’s lodgings and, despite subsequently
building himself a house in the grounds, he kept them until 1702.

Throughout his reign King James endured growing opposition.
His difficulties got worse in November 1688 when William of
Orange landed at Torbay. James concentrated the army at Salisbury
and Ranelagh followed him by coach with funds to pay the troops.
In the event the army mainly deserted and James returned to
London, soon making his escape to France. Ranelagh took full
advantage of James's difficulties and appropriated £6,000 from army
funds. When called to account he justified the costs as being reason-
able for the effort incurred in going to Salisbury and for his looking
after the building of the Royal Hospital. James's successor William
[1I allowed him to-keep the money.

King William I confirmed Ranelagh in his post in 1689. Many
others, including Samuel Pepys, were dismissed. Indeed, Ranelagh
was promoted and was responsible for preparing and submitting
the Army Estimates to Parliament from 1689 to 1693. He seems to
have been an able performer in Parliament. 1t was said that he could
turn the humour of the House of Commons ‘when they were being
very severe’. He also asked for a salary rise to £3,000 per annum,
which was approved.

By March 1690 King William was chasing up the opening date for
the Royal Hospital. Ranelagh supplied another long report, with
further reasons for delay. There is no doubt that Ranelagh enjoyed a
substantial income from the building works. He controlled the fur-
nishings account and took commission from the tradesmen that were
employed. He was also indifferent to paying bills. Although Great
Sweed Court (on the West side of the Hospital) was purchased from
Lord Cheyne in 1687, the purchase price of £868. 195 was not paid
until 1707. Despite the continuing delays he maintained King
William’s confidence and he was appointed to the Privy Council.

In 1691, as the building works neared completion, a Commission
was established to take measures to carry out the purposes of the
Royal Hospital. It was composed of Ranelagh, 5ir Christopher Wren,
the architect of the buildings, and Sir Stephen Fox, then a Commis-
sioner of the Treasury and a leading supporter of the Royal Hospital
project. They were to establish model rules for the institution, gov-
ern the Royal Hospital and to account for the cost of everything.

Although the institution opened successfully in April 1692 the costs
were anything but accounted for.
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Ranelagh House

The Steward’s quarters at the Ro i i
. yal Hospital were insuffici
It::; 1;3131/3::1at(_:r El;eneral ar;ld b)lr1 1688 he hadppersuaded Wl:efrl\ctlgrl;:lti'ﬂ
use in the grounds. This house, which was in the styl
gther.gulldm'gs, was placed on the axis of the South Tc;ritc};.e I?fv\tfl;g
Desfcrl ed as ‘well designed ... not large but very convenient’. Daniel
; tc:loe, 1;1 A Tour Through Hie Whole Island of Great Britain, called it “A
I:i e paka:I:)e ... almost a paradise”. He noted that he was envied for
: s work ‘but could not be censured because of its beauty’. The stair-
t la:se was decorat’ed by Henry Cooke and William Emmett provided
milsgrcvcl)ﬂlgm 'iI]'l'nct::l verg f'me‘;mterior was in a style similar to that seen
il Chamber today, “all the rooms being wainscotted wi
nNotrway oak”. The greenhouses and stables had agn “air of gr(;nc‘;::ll:
AO tg.eep_m many princes’ palaces”, according to John Bowack in his
Du :qliuues of Middlesex in 1705. The grounds included a five-sided
L utch bar, a fully glazed greenhouse or orangery, a bathing house
dv1ary and summerhouse. There was a detached kitchen and laun-
ry, ? coagh house and yard. All in all it was said by Bowack that “|
sp:Ilr d neither Labour nor Cost”. *
tseems certain that the costs of the house w i ithi
tha ere buried with
gen_ercalll. costs of building the Royal Hospital itself. Accougtls fcl)r; g:g
l&frio Crlnclu.cle‘una}loc:ated expenditure of £10,000. (The total cost of
5 eland, l_)unldl‘ng and furnishing of the whole of the Royal Hospital
ulx_'{lng lihlshpﬁrlod was about £125,000.) ?
anelagh had acquired his mansion, but he did
i ‘ : not own th
Elfnlg(l);'ﬁ. l}[r:) ;g?t(; ]hle gi:il?fl? ztl 61-year leasc onsevenand a halfl;creg
an at around his house} for an annual -
?;ﬁr:t of £1 5h7s 6d as compensation for the fact that for the prev'i):L):s
Hosp)i'teaalrzn C;: had ‘ye cadre of Overseeing and building of Chelsea
never rec’d any profit for the same’ and al
grounds that the land was not immediatel e for mher use,
y required for oth
%?12 gm?\yxg hadtpl?lnted c;:n orchard there. %his deal was fl]l-elésa{i’
s not allowed to commit to leases of )
{l:ears. However an official at the Treasury, William Jephsmoﬂrsl:::ollrsg
g £ f;zflz?;]é'Thls ;na]y not have been entirely unconnected with his
] ition of a lease of land on the west side of the Hospi
Bil;;;g ﬁaﬁpp;orggll sll;tortly afterwards. Ranelagh Houseewaisc}::rtﬂ
i arc ut Ranelagh continued to enlarge hi
;wth a further 15 acres of Hospital land in 1693 on a 58-});/(éarlfe§2:eazt::
2 pa;l(mzle"nt of £30 4s 6d per annum. The total land acquired by
wi;::: ?fn wasc ?i17 ?cresé3 roods and 8 perches and it covered most of
ow Chelsea Barracks, the pres y
the East part of the South Grounds. i i
His first wife died in 1695 and soon after he married Margaret,
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| daughter of the 3rd Earl of Salisbury and widow of John, Lord
' Stawell. There were no children from the marriage. in order to make
i a settlement on his second wife he proposed, in 1696, that all his
| Royal Hospital land should be held on a 99-year lease on payment
. of £5 per annum. This was approved; further plea followed in April
i B k- 1697. As a result of the war in Ireland he claimed to have lost £12,000
[ T T e R W T S I in rent and the castles at Roscommon and Athlone were “utterly

e e M 8 | ruined and destroyed’. His mansion in Dublin had also been pulled
:}’ji'"ﬂg_-:zv_.—.;mmm:::::- Pt = Al ot down. He asked for £500 per year from forfeited land in East and
: D USSR SRR S DR West Meath plus the holding of the estate at Chelsea in perpetuity.

STy b e % William 11 approved this proposal and added a further 5 acres of
water meadow in the Manor of Ebury.

i Ranelagh certainly appreciated fine living. It was said that he
‘spent more money, built more houses, and laid out more household
furniture and gardening than any other nobleman in England’. He
also received many important visitors. Queen Mary dined there in
- - =e s ooy - March 1691 when King William was abroad, the King dined there
Abwoe: Ranelagh House, built by Wren in 1700. ~onhisreturnin April and Ranelagh used the occasion toseck a salary

’ of £1 a day for his treasureship of the Royal Hospital. This was
approved and backdated to 1685. King William is also recorded as
dining at Ranelagh House later in his reign.

Ranelagh took great interest in his gardens. Bowack said “His
genius this way is not only lofty, but very happy, as appears by his
Gardens which are esteemed to be the best in England, the size con-
sidered”. It was also written that ‘perhaps his only redeeming fea-
ture was the unaffected pleasure he took in gardening’. The gardens
were laid out by George London (who was responsible for Bushey
Park, with Wren, and for Hampton Court) and Henry Wise (whose
other work was at Blenheim Palace, Castle Howard, Chatsworth and
Longleat). They were regarded as the premier garden designers of
their time. The kitchen garden, also regarded as ‘very fine’, was laid
out in 1694/95 by Philip Buffler. The grounds must have made an
impression on the King, because in June 1700 he appointed Ranelagh
Superintendent General of our Buildings and of our Works in our
Parks.

Ranelagh clearly enjoyed the benefits of his wealth and status.
Jonathan Swift described him, in a tone of disgust, as “Very fat, black
and turned 60 years old”. The Earl of Ailesbury wrote that “... he
was a person who loved his ease and his belly, and sorts of Pleas-
ures, and most profuse therein”. Ranelagh House remained his prin-
cipal residence until his death.

Despite all his plundering, Ranelagh did not forget the Royal
Hospital. As early as 1695 he placed £3,250 in the hands of trustees
for the use of the Hospital and by deed poll in 1707 directed that the
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Royal Hospital in 1872, showing the site of
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interest be used to purchase a new great coat for each pensioner
every three years and to provide each pensioner a cash gifton Found-
er’s Day. In 1700 he acquired a further estate. Cranbourne (near Wind-
sor) was bought from Lord Lexington and he became the Ranger of
Cranbourne Chase. He lavished much money on Cranbourne Lodge,
a building that was praised by Jonathan Swift. Later, in 1709, he
founded The Green School (after the colour of their uniforms) for 20
boys and 20 girls. Today this is The Ranelagh School in Bracknell.

Ranelagh’s fall
The extent of his fraud was uncovered when, after the death of King

William, a'House of Commons Committee reviewed the state of the
public accounts. Ranelagh argued that the accounts had been cleared
and that all the money handled by him had been approved by King
William in order to fund his wars. Nevertheless, the Committee found
that much money had been misappropriated and that Ranelagh had
been guilty of breach of privilege. In June 1702 he resigned as Pay-
master General and in December he resigned the Parliamentary seat
of West Looe to avoid facing an Inquiry into his conduct.

Despite these measures he was formally expelled from Parliament
in 1703. It was alleged that he had misappropriated £904,138 of pub-
lic funds and that there were serious discrepancies in the accounts
which had been made up only until March 1692. He was convicted
of ‘defalcations’ to the amount of £72,000 and an address was sub-
mitted to Queen Anne in March 1704 requesting that the Attorney
General be allowed to prosecute him. But his continuing influence
ensured that he was not prosecuted, and later the same year he was
appointed one of the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, a fund for
the augmentation of the salaries of poor clergy.

The remainder of his life was spent untangling his affairs and
writing begging letters to friends and influential officials while he
"laboured with a great many debts upon my back’. He died in Janu-
ary 1712. In an account of his death Swift wrote that he was “Very

poor and needy, and could hardly support himself for want of a pen-

sion which used to be paid him, and which his friends solicited as a
thing of perfect charity. He died hard, as the term is here used to
express the woeful state of men who discover no religion at their

death”.

His legacy

After his death Ranelagh House came into the possession of Lady
Catherine Jones, his unmarried daughter. Despite her father’s mis-
demeanours Lady Catherine seems to have survived on the family
connections. King George I came, by barge, to dine in 1717 and
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Handel's Water Music was
_ : as performed on the occasion. (A
:lhl’:'!'l elil:;gcw}:r::as;;ak?n wlrll_th the music that he had it perfgrrﬂz?irtel?:ég
uring his journey.) Lady Catherine w inci
mover on the founding of the School for tl o of Poor s
at the Royal Hospital for those wh s G R
> fathers had been Pensi
She lived at Ranelagh House unti s weing an Act of
. til 1730, when, followi
Parliament, all R ‘s as : ; e o
S ament 11740.anelagh s assels were vested in trustees and sold.
The grounds were sold off in 10 lots i
; ots in 1733 and the final
the f&);g cIl-(Ia?]sE(;taI (‘fjrom 16%9 to 1702) were closed in Senpa teﬁiﬁq?g
_ unda was built in the gardens. After i ing in
1742 it became a fashionable ve e e
nue for public entertai
used for concerts, masquerades and fi , i o The prouds
r S, k displays. Tt
were laid out with canals and waterl;ewor o, e o
ere tures, gazebos
winding paths. One notable event w. o o e =i
) formance by the eight-
year-old Mozart in 1764. Eventuall Et‘fsl' : pier s
appeal and they were closed in %,803e l?l"easum' gi_lrdenft i
Ranelagh House, were pulled d i 1805 o thebond oading
Roising but the e pulled down in 1805 and the land sold for
yal Hospital repurchased i i
1829 and laid it out for the benefi e
enefit of the In-Pensioners. It i
?{l; Ell?;nlf(l)a‘%l:: 0C‘;aetl'ndgr'lz;. Thle llgmd to the East of the Chellsserzlnol;\;'i%?;et
. rered mai
Cocerod by the Hospital.n y by the Chelsea Barracks, was never re-
rev\fi‘:”lggn ¥§2ei:?s%l; lcllrilet:;lythe Ea(ldc;inll became extinct and has not been
ived. . remained dormant until 1759 when i
claimed by a distant relative of th i lagh lesacy
e Jones family. The Ranel
to the Royal Hospital did not fare i ey o
hbetter. [t was i i
stock market and lost m its valuo i il e of e
e, carket ane lost 17gg‘t of its value in the financial crash of the

The Man himself

How was Richard Jones viewed in his li
' riewed in his lifetime? H 5 i
sctagiufé:e]ly vers‘%lllle character. He worked for f(;t:\;a;?r::]rlclﬂg :
, James, William and Anne, each of di 3
ter, religion and politics and he ’ s
_ seems to have satisfied all with hi
services. He was described by Thomas Carte in his Lj oz o
s tein his Life of O de
a man of good partes, great wit, and i igi 2d a hoad
' : , little religion: had
tirned for projects and was fam ot intri E o inmincaies
for 1 b ed for intrigue, artful insi i
and designing, craving and S yet at the same Hing
' C greedy for money, yet at t i
proBf'::ts; anhd lavtils;h.[He was full of jestes and l)"el}slartzesbe same fime
erhaps the Irish Dean Swift should have the las
wrote that Ranelagh was “the vainest fool [ ever sals"aSt word: He

Jont Nuttall is Head of Administration at the Royal Hospital

43




Remembering Whistler

by Tom Pocock

ames McNeill Whistler, an American, is often seen as the

quintessential Chelsea artist. Certainly he immortalised the

evening light on the river in his ‘Nocturnes’ long before there

as light pollution. The centenary of his death at 74 Cheyne Walk in

1903 is tobe commemorated by a statuc overlooking the river nearby

and it has already been marked by the restoration of his tomb at
Chiswick.

Whistler and his wife, Beatrix, who died in 1896, were to have
been buried at Chelsea Old Church, where his funeral took place,
but there was no space in the churchyard, so the cemetery of St
Nicholas’s Church at Chiswick was chosen instead. Their imposing
bronze tomb was designed and made by Beatrix Whistler's son by
lher first marriage to the architect EW Codwin, who had designed
Whistler’s White House in Tite Street. Edward Godwin first modelled
the tomb and the four female figures that stood at each corner in
clay from the Fulham Pottery at Onslow Studios in the King's Road
and it was set up in the little grove of roses that had marked his
wife's grave.

Sadly, bronze became valuable and, in the 1960s, all four figures
were stolen. They were recast in bronze and, in 1996, replaced only
to be stolen again that same night. Now they have been cast yet again
in resin from the original moulds and again replaced. On 24 October
2003 the tomb was rededicated at a ceremony arranged by the Old

Chiswick Protection Society, which had funded the restoration with

the assistance of English Heritage; those present included members
of the Whistler family. (Sec picturc on p49)

At the conclusion, Professor Nigel Thorp, Director of the Centre

for Whistler Studies at Glasgow University, gave an address in which
he said of the artist, that «(Chelsea was the place he saw, aboveall, as
home”. When the crowd retired to the church for tea, Whistler, that
master of elegance and style received an unexpected tribute, a fly-
past, as the last three Concordes roared overhead on their final,
to Heathrow. The happy
an apt witticism from Whistler.

farcwell return
have prompted
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coincidence would surely |

I

The Duke of York Sguare ias opened on 19 March 2003 by HRH the
Duke of York, scen liere with Lord Guiogan.

77, 2 4 of = 3 7 ,
¢ event mm.’ ce lcbmfc'd lf_y a pageant wihich was, unforfunately, blocked
Sfrom public vicw by the tenporary BADA fent, ’
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Police guard the plague whicl niarks the refurbishment of Dovclouse
Greenl.
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The Society’s Summer Party at the new Petyt Hall at Chelsea Old
Clierchh,

Making music. The Royal Hospital Band at the Mayor’s Spring
receplion.
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The tension mounts. Prize giving at Hie Local History Comipetition
(see p.20).

Dramatic skies over Chelsea as Concorde flics into the sunset for the last
time on Friday, 24 October 2003.
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Colours likely fo have been used on 19ti-century Ghelsen exiteriors.
Top row: Mid-Brunswick green; Dark Brunswick grecu; Bronze green;
Dark Ok and Mid Onk.

Bottom row: Rowman Cenicnit: Bath Stone (mid); Bath Stone (light);
Portland Stone (mid) and Portland Stone (light).

(See pp 61-67)
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Copperas Wash and Purple Brozn joinery i Battersea - early 1990s
(see pp 61-67)
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Entrance front of Shaftesbury House showing the wings of the 1760s.
(sce pp 53-59)

Garden front of Shaftesbury House shoiwing He southern extension
of Hie 18305 (see pp 53-59)
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Richard fones (1641-1712), 3rd Earl of. anm'/n;g'/r, mll t;!z c;f::;:n
Reproduced by kind permission of Hie .Bfﬂi_g’t.’ﬂﬂ.ffl Art Library,
copyright e Royal Hospital Chelsea.

{(See article pyp 35-43)
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Shaftesbury House,
Little Chelsea

by David Le Lay

ittle Chelsea was situated on the Fulham Road, to the west of

I Park Walk, where the Chelsea and Westminster Hospital now

stands. Before the eighteenth century the Fulham Road was

the principal route to and from London that lay closest to the north

bank of the Thames; it is therefore not surprising that clusters of

development should have grown up along its course, rather in the

way of what we would now call ‘ribbon development’. As Little

Chelsea straddled the Futham Road, it was partly in the parish of

Kensington and partly in Chelsea; in fact the earliest mention of ‘Lytle
Chelsey’ is in the Kensington parish records of 1618.

Such settlements usually had some reason for their existence but
in the case of Little Chelsea it is difficult to fathom this. [t would, for
example, have been more logical for a settlement to have sprung up
where Old Church Street met the main road for this was the only
road leading to the ancient riverside village of Chelsea, which became
known as ‘Great Chelsea’ to differentiate it from Little Chelsea. [t is
possible that Little Chelsea, being 8km. (5 miles) from the centre of
the City, grew up around a public house, coaching inn or some other
place of refreshment or entertainment along the route from London,
but historians are silent on this point. However, from what we do
know, it seems that Little Chelsea in the seventeenth and cighteenth
centuries was a rather grand sort of settlement for it included several
substantial houses inhabited by the nobility. The building of Park
Chapel, in Park Walk, in 1718 would have added to its air of
respectability; but by the nineteenth century it rather went into
decline with the building of the Hollywood Brewery and a
workhouse on the site of what had been its principal mansion,
Shaftesbury House.

Shaftesbury House is so-called after Anthony Ashley Cooper, the
third Earl of Shaftesbury, who lived there from 1700-1706. He was
born in 1671 and was evidently a briiliant scholar: by the time he
went to Winchester School at the age of 12, he was fluent in Latin
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and Greek. After just 3 years there he made a grand tour of France
and Italy and he later spent time in Holland. In 1699, at the age of 28,
he succeeded to the earldom and bought his house at Little Chelsea
from the widow of Sir James Smith, a member of the Boevey family
who had lived there since at least 1634.

He only lived at Chelsea when Parliament was sitting, no doubt
spending the summer months at his country seat in Dorset. His
politics were liberal; for example, he championed the right of soldiers
to be legally represented at courts martial. His main interest was
philosophy; Voltaire referred to him as “the boldest of English
philosophers”. He entertained the likes of Locke and Addison at
Chelsea, where he had a magnificent library. Most of his writings
were collected together in The Characteristics of Men, Manuners,
Opinions and Time'. His literary style was declamatory and one of
grace, if a little ponderous and pretentious; one critic once remarked
‘in polishing the diamond, he often diminishes its weight.’

One of his essays The Moralists: a Philosophical Rhapsody,
published in 1709, was to have a profound influence upon English
landscape design throughout the eighteenth century. William Kent
was designing more ‘natural’ gardens as early as 1720 to be succeeded
by Capability Brown, the master of what became known throughout
Europe as the ‘English Garden’ style. The philosophical basis of this
movement largely came from Shaftesbury. In The Moralists he wrote:
“1 shall no longer resist the passion growing in me for things of
a natural kind, where neither art nor caprice of man has spoilt
the genuine order by breaking in upon that primitive state. Even
the rude rocks, the mossy caverns, the irregular unwrought
grottoes and the broken falls of water, with all the horrid graces
of wilderness itself, in representing nature more, will be the more
engaging, and appear with a magnificence beyond the mockery

of princely gardens”. It was ideas such as this that influenced the
whole future of English landscape design.

He did not enjoy good health and suffered from asthma, which
he found was exacerbated by the pollution that blew over Chelsea
from the City when the winds were casterly. Although easterly winds
are not frequent, it was sufficient for him to seek refuge in Hampstead
in 1706. He eventually sold his Chelsea house in 1710 and soon after,
no doubt finding the air in Hampstead no better than Chelsea, he
retired to Italy and died in Naples, a few days short of his 42nd

birthday.
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" The Earl sold his Chelsea house to Narcissus Luttrell, another
iterary man, who also had a vast library, but by all accounts, o
_that was less discriminating than that of the Earl. He was, lne
}ntefested in horticulture and is said to have had 25 va;'ieties of aasc‘)
in hls_garden. The house passed, in 1740, to the Wynne famil p(‘_:l o
of a hterar_y bent, but on the death, in 1784 of Edward W r):’n‘ "
bachelar, his brother, the Revd. Luttrell Wynne, sold that vastylibrz’ ;
accumulated by several generations at auction. He also so:-c);
Shaftesbury House itself, in 1787, to St George’s, Hanover Squar
for use as an additional workhouse for the poor of that 1rcilsh ‘IE;
remained as such until 1856 when it was demolished to mp':ke vw:a
fora new purpose-designed workhouse and in about 1876 :Nitl tl !
acquisition of further land to the west, it became St ‘éte hl' s
Hospital, which in turn was redeveloped in the twentieth e
the Chelsea and Westminster. century s
As 15.50 often the case, historians give a confusing and ofte
contradictory account of the history of Shaftesbl.?r‘ Ho :
Fortunz.ltely there is much evidence, in the form of drau):in slfasil.
engravings at various stages of the building’s history which %Vi‘ﬂ?a
'knowk.adge of architectural history and the aid of historic ma s mak
it possnb!e to Piece together a reasonably accurate picturc‘ P e
The first piece of evidence is the famous view of Beauf;)rt House
drawn by Johannes Kip and engraved by Leonard Knyff whicl(';

Section of Kip's drawing of Beaufort House, showing Shaflesbury
House fcentre). -




includes, in the top left hand corner, a view of the south side, or
garden front, of Shaftesbury House. This shows a typical classical
house of the period 1680-1700, roughly square, 5 bays by 5 bays, 3
principal storeys with a string course between first and second floors,
a hipped roof with eaves cornice, 3 dormers on the south side, and
no doubt on the north side as well, and surmounted by a central
cupola. Similar to Stanley House, just a little further west, which is
of the same period and still exists; except that Stanley House is of 2
principal storeys only.

Faulkner, probably Chelsea’s most reliable historian, says that the
Earl of Shaftesbury bought the property from the Boevey family in
about 1699 and that he robuilt it. As there had been inheritance feuds
in the Boevey family from 1644 until 1698 it is unlikely that the house
shown by Kip was built in that period. The Kip drawing was first
published in 1707 though Randall Davies in his book on Chelsea
Old Church, published in 1904, shows a version dated 1699, but the
provenance of this version is unknown and the date looks as though
it has been added. It therefore seems most likely that the fine house
shown in the engraving is a new building erected by the Earl of
Shaftesbury in the period 1698-1700.

Later drawings, such as a pair of water-colours in Chelsea Library
(see p. 51), reveal that the house was in fact split level in that its
entrance front, facing the Fulham Road, appeared as two principal
storeys only, the ground floor (which became the first floor on the
garden front) being raised above ground level and approached by
an impressive flight of steps to the front door. In addition, there was
a further basement on the garden side with high-level windows, just
above ground, which were evidently too slight for Kip to include
them in his drawing,.

The drawing does however show a glimpse of the fine walled
gardens and one of the many classical garden buildings thatadorned
it. It is amazing that during all the time that the original house was
used as a workhouse these garden buildings and the interior of the
house, with its fine panelled rooms, including painted panels,
remained largely unaltered. Amongst the interior views is one of a
grotto room.

A major transformation of the building occurred in the second
half of the eighteenth century, most likely around 1765 when Edward
Wynne inherited the property. The whole of the hipped roof with its
cupola, dormers and attics was removed and a parapet in panelled
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Interior view showing panclling,
painted overdoor panels and Hie
main starcase beyond,

Front entrance door as vicived
trrough arcleoay of entrance lodge.

Tire grotfo room

One of the original garden
seaf buildings.

brickwork added, behind which a new simple pitched roof was
constructed. In addition, symmetrical wings were added to the east
and west sides of the house, obliterating the windows on those
elevations. These extensions, with their large semi-circular windows
on both north and south elevations, are very much in the style of
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Robert Adam; indeed all the alterations carried out were intended
to make the house more Italianate and therefore more ‘modern’. The
semi-circular windows would indicate that the rooms in the new
wings at the principal ground floor level were much loftier than the
rest of the house, with possibly vaulted ceilings and it is likely that
these rooms extended the full depth of the building.

Another alteration was the building of symmetrical porters’
lodges at the entrance from the Fulham Road with a central arch.
This feature, which can be scen in an engraving of the building dated
1845, would have made for an especially dramatic approach to the
house, with its front door being glimpsed through the iron gates. It
is difficult to tell when this lodge building was added, other than it
was before 1830; it is not however original, as Kip's drawing shows
that there were originally wrought-iron railings along the frontage
onto the Fulham Road.

With the advent of the nineteenth century and the explosion in
London’s population, there was growing pressure for more
accommodation in the workhouse, so various extensions to the
building were erected. The alterations and extensions made when
the house was still in private hands were reasonably sympathetic,
but those carried out by the Parish of St George Hanover Square had
as much regard for the architectural qualities of the original house
as their successors who built hospitals on this site had for the
environment of Chelsea.

In the early 1830s a substantial extension was built in the rear
garden on the south side of the house, being attached to the south-
cast corner and thus completely destroying the symmetry of the
original building. This extension, originally two storeys only was
increased to three storeys a few years later. Then finally, in about
1845 the 1760s west wing was demolished, to be replaced by a
substantial new building, which with its pediment facing Fulham
Road and its rooftop lantern, was handsome enough in itself but it
completely dwarfed the original house.

What a shame that as one passes along the Fulham Road today,
near the Chelsea and Westminster Hospital, there is absolutely no
indication of what was once here, and not just nothing of Shaftesbury
House but no hint that this was once the centre of a fine and
fashionable suburb called ‘Little Chelsea’.
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Entrance front of Shaflcsbury House. Watercolour by Elizabeth Gulston,
c1820.

Entrance front of Shaflesbury House in 1845, showing He arched
entrance lodge and from left fo right, e eastern wing added i He
17605, the original house, Hie western wing (with pediment and
roof lanfern) added in tHie 1840s.
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An Old House in Chelsea

by Tom Pocock

ne of the prettiest 18th-century houses in Chelsea mustbe 34
1d Church Street. A double-fronted house in London stock

brick, there used to be the name ‘Carlyle’s Retreat’ and a
painted wooden Highlander above the front door because it had once
been the shop where Thomas Carlyle had bought tobacco for his
clay churchwarden pipe. Both the name and the Highlander have
disappeared and most of the large garden built upon, but the house
has recently been restored and refurbished. During this work, the
wooden fascias over the former shop-windows on the ground floor
were removed to reveal lunette arches above both, which had origi-
nally been Venetian windows (see illustration). The fascias have now
been replaced and one is left musing on the elegance of the little
house had the original windows been restored.

Now, would English Heritage have insisted on the replacement
of the fascias because they were in place when the house was listed,
or would they have demanded that the windows be restored to their
original Georgian design?
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The Colour of Chelsea
by Patrick Baty

“The sashes are to be finished dark purple brown; the front doeor is to be
painied green and to be twice varnished with the best copal...”

So reads a typical specification of the 1840s for a small terraced
house of the type that can still be found in parts of Chelsea.

".... all the other painting is to be finished with such teints of sione colour or
drab or often plain colours as the surveyor may direct.”

Such a view of a sombre fagade punctuated by dark voids can still
be seen sixty years later in photographs of Edwardian street scenes.
Further study of these black and white images reveals that, as the
twentieth century progressed, more of the fagade succumbed to paint
and an increasingly lighter palette was adopted. Initially this was
not so much fashion as an attempt to combat the efforts of soot and
grime. Ironicaily, even after the Clean Air Act of 1956 the general
tone has continued to lighten and Chelsea, together with much of
London, is now awash with brilliant white paint.

Views that had remained little changed for upwards of two hun-
dred years had gone. Almost no examples of the earlier conventions
survive and when one does encounter an attempt to reintroduce the
original subdued tonality it often looks contrived and out of piace,
surrounded as it is by its brutish successor.

This article sets out to show how the general appearance of the
borough has changed over the years and how, if carefully and re-
sponsibly carried out, the relentless tide can be turned. (In connec-
tion with this article please sce tie illustrations on pp 49-50.)

The introductory quote shows how an impression of the past can
be gained by a study of the written word. However, more specific
information is obtained by a study of the buildings themselves. A
number of tiny samples removed from representative elements of
the facade and examined under the microscope can often yield a
considerable amount of information. This includes the colour and
type of paint first used, the changes that have taken place over the
years, the frequency of decoration, and thus the overall appearance
of the building during each decade. One can often pick up hints
about the occupants’ wealth and aspirations and, when combined
with a study of surviving documentation, a remarkably full story
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can frequently be told. This technique is far removed from the scratch
and match methods often adopted by house-owners and their archi-
tects in the past, characterised by that spurious pseudo-science — the
“paint scrape”.

Unlike large scale developments such as those in Regent’s Park,
Belgravia and (further afield) Hove and the Edinburgh New Town,
Chelsea has many varied building types and styles. A number of
houses survive for the eighteenth century, but others date from the
1830s when the King's Road ceased to be one of ‘The King's Private
Roads’ and passed into public control. Further speculative ventures
from the middle and later years of the nineteenth century, and some
for more recent times; have given the area its very mixed character.
As a result it could be said that them is no typical Chelsea house. In
order to provide a focus, however, this article shall concentrate on
the smaller terraced house built from the end of the eighteenth cen-
tury onwards.

Brickwork

The main colour of such a building was provided by the bricks, which
in the earlier period would have had a distinct reddy-brown hue as
opposed to the later creamy yellow of London stock bricks. Fre-
quently, because of repair work, or the use of bricks of mixed qual-
ity, the colour varied. However, any unevenness could be corre.cted
by the application of a translucent wash - usually composed of lime-
water and iron oxide pigments. In later years soot was frequently
used to help blend new with old. The effect was a subtle one and in
spite of an added binder would have been worn away by rain over
time. This was quite distinct from an opaque limewash.

At the beginning of the twentieth century, the use of limewash
can be seen in photographs. The purpose seems rarely to have been
attention-seeking, merely to combat the effects of seventy years or
so of soot and grime. The use of a limewash for purely aesthetic
reasons was sufficiently unusual to have been recorded by A.R.
Powys who describes the “excellent brickwork” of two “new build-
ings of the lesser sort” in Flood Street being successfully coated with
it in the 1930s.

Both types of washes (opaque and translucent) had the advan-
tage of allowing moisture to be taken in and released later as vapour
without disrupting the coating unduly. However, once an imperme-
able paint was applied, whether an oil paint or a modern emulsion-
type, it acted as a barrier that was seldom effective, often trapping
water and flaking off. The application of paint to brickwork is al-
most impossible to reverse successfully. Once painted always painted.
This fact seems little understood and year by year, in the relentless
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quest to be as bright as the neighbours, more brick fagades fall to the
paint pot. As well as creating another maintenance problem, many
terraces now have a gap-toothed appearance instead of presenting a
uniform aspect.

The rot began in the early 1920s; however, at this time most house
owners restricted their use of paint to the rendered ground floor area.
Although many of the earlier buildings escaped attention from what
the architect Augustus Pugin was later to call the “restless torrent of
Roman-cement men”, the ground floor elevation of terraced houses
was often rendered and frequently lined out in imitation of ashlar.
This may well have been in response to John Gwynn'’s encourage-
ment to use natural stone or stone-like renders, especially on public
buildings, in his book Londoin and Westminster lmproved, of 1766.

Render

In London, the use of stone in a domestic context is uncommon, how-
ever a number of early renders coloured and lined out to resemble
stone were developed during the second half of the eighteenth cen-
tury. Some of those were more successful than others; the original
oil mastics of Liardet, as used by the Adam brothers for example,
had a very poor reputation. Later proprictary products such as Ro-
man cement, Parker’s cement and Dihl’s mastic were also used with
varying degrees of success. These renders varied in tone and could
be produced in a range of colours by employing different sands,
On larger houses in the West End it was not uncommon to see the
front of the house rendered in a Bath stone colour while on the rear
Portland stone might be imitated.

The introduction of Portland Cement in the first half of the nine-
teenth century, however, meant that corrective washes were not al-
ways necessary and fagades were sometimes left unpainted initially.

Whether Mr G. Cox, the Chelsea plasterer who developed a prod-
uct known as Adamant Colour or Adamant Wash, used much of it in
his native borough is not known, but at the end of the century it was
still being advertised for use on Portland or Roman cements. A range
of colours could be obtained by using different pigments.

The render would have had a very realistic appearance when “ex-
ecuted with judgement, and finished with taste... and jointed to
imitate well-bonded masonry” with “the divisions promiscuously
touched with rich tints of umber and occasionally with vitriol”. Un-
til very recent years a lone example of the mid-nineteenth century
treatment of a fagade survived in Battersea, just over the bridge from
Chelsea. The house retained its original render and vitriol wash and,
when illustrated in Country Life ten years ago, still displayed its pur-
ple brown windows and ironwork. However, seven years later the

63




windows had been replaced and brilliant white paint applied.

Whilst no doubt convincing, the problem with these renders was
that even if they were to survive, being matt and rough-textured
they would have acted as a magnet to air-borne dust. Indeed, there
is a reference to one being in good physical condition after 45 years,
but black with dirt. Furthermore, the rusticated detail on the ground
floor prevented the rain washing the surface off evenly, leading to
staining on the fagade. Further problems became clear with these
self-coloured materials and translucent finishes - patch repairs were
very difficult to disguise, and uniformity increasingly difficult to
maintain.

Many Victorians had strong feclings about the use of ‘honest’
materials. Pugin, for example, railed against “all the mechanical
contrivances and inventions of the day, such as plastering, composi-
tion, papier mdché, and a host of other deceptions” which “only serve
to degrade design.” Even the author of a book on masonry, brick-
work and plastering had this to say:

"When cement Is used to cover the defects of a building, or 1o give the im-
pression that it is some material other than what it is, its use is by no means
legitimate.”

Perhaps it was the combination of this feeling, and the increased
blackening caused by atmospheric pollution of a smoky city that led
to oil paint gradually replacing the ferruginous washes.

Although initially applied in stone colours of various sorts, once
white paint had taken hold the inexorable drive to brilliant white
continued - so much so that many painters today seem not to know
that the less harsh option still exists. Certainly, their clients are rarely
given the choice.

Windows
In terms of our representative Chelsea house the windows were, al-
most without exception, made of painted softwood. Their treatment
has changed over time, but the permutations have been few. In the
cighteenth century an oil paint consisting of white lead pigment
ground into linseed oil was the normal coating applied. The colour
that resulted from this combination was a creamy off-white. Indeed,
as an acknowledgement that a true white was unobtainable, such a
mix tended to be referred to as ‘stone’ colour in contemporary texts.
Surviving coloured designs from the end of the eighteenth cen-
tury suggest that darker colours were occasionally employed, but |
have seldom encountered them at this period during paint analysis.
From the 1820s, however, painted imitations of wood, in particular
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oak, came to be used on external joinery and these were invariably
givena protective coating of gloss varnish. Although graining was a
more expensive treatment than plain paint, the varnish ensured a
longer life.

Graining was but one of a number of different options to be em-
ployed during the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Unlike
the painting of front doors, the treatment of windows seems to have
been less prescriptive. Sample specifications, towards the end of the
century, were suggesting that they be finished ‘to choice’, meaning
either light, dark or grained. Stone colours of various shades were
still in frequent use, but darker colours such as purple brown, choco-
late, oak colour (brown having the tonality of that wood), drab and
greens of various sorts could also have been used. Once again, early
photographs show a range of different shades.

Doors
"The front door is to be finished green, and is 1o be twice vamished with the
best copal vamnish, and is also to have the number of the house painted
thercon.”

_ Inspite of having been taken from the same early Victorian speci-
fication quoted before, it may well have been written at any time
during the following eighty years. Even by the 1930s such a colour
was still deemed suitable for the older property in Chelsea:

“Some of the old Queen Anne houses of Chelsea or Westminster are quite
suitable for a green or quictly coloured door, but woe betide the Bayswater
or Earl's Court house that tries it.”

During this long period the type of green would vary. In the carly
years a rather murky colour would have been produced by adding a
black pigment to yellow ochre. However, from the second quarter of
the nineteenth century bronze greens and Brunswick greens became
popular. The first group of colours was designed to suggest the green-
brown of patinated bronze, while the second were brighter greens
made possible by the recent introduction of the pigment chrome
yellow.

If not painted green, front doors were often grained in imitation
of oak. It scems that there was seldom an attempt to achieve a uni-
form appearance, one house with another, and that one might be
grained while its neighbour was green. A watercolour of a group of
houses in Woburn Place, London, made in ca. 1815, shows such a
sequence of grained and green front doors. A number of brownish
colours were also employed. These ranged from reddy-brown,
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through browns of the same tonality of oak, to much darker choco-
late browns. Neither the door case if there was one, nor the door
surround would have been painted in the same colour as the front
door — they would have matched the other external joinery or the
window sashes.

As seen already, doors would often have had a glossy finish, which
was achieved by applying two coats of copal varnish over the (al-
ready shiny) oil paint. The notion that a matt finish was desirable on
external surfaces during the period is false and based on the ten-
dency of lead paint to ‘chalk’ after only a few years. From an carly
date it was well understood that a paint with a degree of sheen was
necessary to cope with everyday wear and tear and the rigours of
the weather.

Railings
Two colours predominated on external ironwork in the carly days -
a grey known as lead colour and, rather curiously perhaps, stone col-

our.
“_.. the front area railing is to be finished green...”

The first appearance of green, when examining the stratigraphy
of domestic railings in cross-section, usually indicates that the be-
ginning of the nineteenth century has been reached in the sequence
of layers. The greens employed were the same as those listed above.
This change to green seems partly to have been influenced by the
writings of Humphrey Repton, who felt that certain colours were
more appropriate than others for the painting of iron. He describes
this clearly, decrying the use of lead colour for its resemblance to an
inferior metal, adding;:

“__but if we wish it to resemble metal, and not appear of an inferior kind, a
powdering of copper or gold dust on a green ground, makes a bronze, and
perhaps it is the best colour of all ornamental rails of iron.”

Invisible green was a favourite of Repton’s, and was so named as it
‘harmonizes with every object, and is a back-ground and foil to the
foliage of fields, trees, and plants as also to flowers’. It was never
just one colour but any dull green that worked well against a leafy
background. In recent years it has been successfully reintroduced on
the railings around the central gardens in Onslow Square.

Paint
The main constituent of the oil paints used until the 1960s was white
lead, a pigment manufactured by corroding metallic lead. This was
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ground with linseed oil to form a paste which, in turn, was made
into a paint by the addition of more oil, turpentine and tinting pig-
mentis.

It is possible that much of the white lead used on our representa-
tive Chelsea house was actually produced in the borough. Only yards
from the Chelsea Waterworks, in an area of market gardens near
Chelsea Bridge and, at the end of the rather aptly named Turpentine
Lane, were the white lead manufactories of Thomas Grace and of
Joseph Freeman. Their products may have been available from a
number of local oil and colourmen selling painting materials to the
artist and house-painter alike, one of was H. Morrison at the corner
of Danvers and Duke Streets. Just opposite, beside Alldins Coal
Wharf, was a supplier of chalk, lime, and cement.

Postscript

As can be seen, once solid colour in paint replaced the earlier trans-
lucent washes on render the original intention of the architect had
been lost. It became impossible to turn the clock back to the begin-
ning, even if such a move were considered desirable. An appeal for
the recreation of the past has not been the aim of this article; rather
to describe what has been done at various times and to point out
that there are alternatives to brilliant white and black. These might
involve the use of off-white on window joinery and door surround;
a green or brownish colour on doors; a stone colour on render and
dark green railings. Hardly dramatic, merely quieter.

However, unless dealing with a detached house, any change to
the present overall approach to colour would have to be co-ordinated
with ones neighbours, and even discussed with the local Conserva-
tion Officer. It is all very well employing a more low-key colour
scheme that reflects the traditional approach, but if ones house is the
only one ‘marching in step’ the unity of the terrace may well be spoilt.

Perhaps the last word can be left to Humphrey Repton:

“There can hardly be produced a more striking example of the truth ‘that
whatever is cheap, is improper for decorations’, than the garish ostentation

of white paint.”

Patrick Baty is a Dircctor of Papers and Prints Lid, 4 Park Walk, SW10,
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Sir Edward Maufe
by Hugh Krall

1920 to 1969. He was a life member of the Chelsea Society and
served on the Council of the Society during 1959 and 1960.

Maufe was born on 12 December 1883 and died on his 91st birth-
day on 12 December 1974. He is best known as the architect of Guild-
ford Cathedral (won in 1932 in a competition of 200 contestants) but
was the designer of many churches, including the rebuilding after
bombing of St. Columba, Pont Street.

In addition were the RAF Magna Carta memorial at Runnymede,
work for the War Graves Commission (he was ADC to the General
Officer Commanding the Royal Artillery XXI Corps in the 1914-18
war), private houses and theatres at Oxford (the Playhouse) and
Cambridge (the Festival Theatre). He was Silver Medallist at the
1925 Paris Exhibition, elected ARA in 1938, awarded the Royal Gold
Medal for Architecture in 1944, made RA in 1947 and knighted in
1954. He was Vice-President of the Royal Institute of British Archi-
tects from 1939 to 1943,

As an architect member of the Society he contributed views on
the fountain in Sloane Square and the internal arrangements during
the rebuilding of Chelsea Old Church. Sir Edward Maufe had of-
fices first at 23 Oid Buildings, Lincoln’s Inn (1910), then at 3 Raymond
Buildings, Gray’s Inn (1919-1930). ‘

He was married to Gladys Prudence Stutchbury, an interior deco-
rator, and had one son.

In view of Maufe’s eminence as an architect and his connections
with the Society, one of our members suggested that a Blue Plaque
might be attached to 139 Old Church Street. Following the Society’s
approach to English Heritage, the authority responsible for Blue
Plaques, we have been informed that they have decided not to erect
a plaque to Sir Edward Maufe on the grounds that other figures have
already been commemorated, including W.R. Lethaby, Sir Edwin
Lutyens, Sir George Gilbert Scott and Philip Webb.

E ; ir Edward Maufe lived at 139 Old Church Street, Chelsea, from
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A Medal for Lesley Lewis

Reproduced below is an extract from the Antiquaries Journal for 2002,
recording e award of @ wiedal o Lesley Lewis,
Chelsea Society Hon. Vice-Presidend, for
“outstanding services” to the Society of Autiquaries.

ur second medallist, Lesley Lewis, became a Fellow in 1964, and

is a well-known figure in Burlington House, being a faithful
attendee at the Thursday lectures. But not all may know what an
interesting carcer she has had. She was educated at home, and then led
a sociable life, until an interest in the history of art prompted her to take
university entrance through a correspondence course — and she entered
the Courtauld Institute as one of the first four undergraduates in 1932,
Her BA and subsequent MA established a life-long interest in eight-
eenth-century architecture, and she has, over the years, published
papers in the Warbnrg Journal, Apollo and The Burlingtonr Magazine. In
addition to her published work on eighteenth-century Commemora-
tive Monuments in Jamaica, in 1962 Lesley published a book intrigu-
ingly entitled Connoissciirs and Scecret Agents in Eighteenth-century Rome.

Before her marriage to the entomologist David Lewis in 1944, she
had worked for a short time as a clerk in her family’s firm of solicitors.
This acquaintance with the law no doubt prompted her to undertake a
second degree in quite exotic circumstances. Her husband had been
posted to the Sudan Medical Service. As she trekked with her husband
in the remote areas of the bush, it was difficult to pursue art history and
s0 she read for the Bar by correspondence, and was called to the Barin
1956. Lesley is thus one of the Society’s three barristers, and although
she did not practise, she prizes the association with the Inns of Court,
as do we also. She has, however, continued to develop her architectural
and art-historical interests and has given much public service, being a
Trustee of Sir John Soane’s Museum and a doughty fighter and raiser of
money for matters concerning Chelsea, especially the Old Church and
pictures of Sir Thomas More.

Lesley has served the Society with unswerving generosity: she was
on Council in the 1960s, was a Vice-President from 1980 to 1984 and (as
those of you who read your Annual Reports will know from the regular
acknowledgements) she has provided good advice and support to the
Morris Committee, which gives grants to churches. She is happily at
home in the Society as she proved when she celebrated her 90th birth-
day on our premises in March 1999. This event (with its jugglers and
stilt-walkers) has already passed into legend.

The spirit of adventure that she showed in her travels with her hus-
band has stayed with her until today, and it would be difficult to find
amongst our Fellowship anyone who, in a long life, has so well fulfilled
the spirit of the original Antiquarians. Lesley Lewis is an example to us all.
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Book Review

The Chelsea Book, Past and Present, by John Richardson
128pp, £14.50, ISBN () 948667 89 3

John Richardson’s publishing house, Historical Publications, has produced
some fifty books on London local history in its ‘Past’ serics. Barbara Denny’s
Chelsea Past came out in 1996 and is onc of the few books on Chelsca still
in print. Now John Richardson has written The Chelsea Book which fills a
large gap. In alphabetical order, accompanied by photographs both old and
new, he gives suecinct and intercsting descriptions of Chelsea’s buildings
and notables from Argyll House to World’s End Tavern, from Adam and
Eve (did they live in Chelsea to0?) to Count Zinzendorf. [t is templing to
Took for errors and omissions in this sort of encyclopaedic work —no mention
of the wartime bombing of Sloane Square station, for instance; Mrs Patrick
Campbell was affectionately known as ‘Mrs Pat’ not *Mrs Patrick’ and Sybil
Colefax was Lady Colefax not Lady Sybil.

The pleasure of The Chelsea Book is that it is bang up to datc — cven the
new Duke of York Square has an entry. It will be an invaluable reference
book. Here is the answer to why Dovehouse Street and Cale Strecet are so
named. And did you know that Amold Bennett wrote Riceyman Steps while
living in Cadogan Square? Once you start dipping into the index you can’t
stop — and unlike most reference books it's light enough to put in your

pocket.
Jane Dorrefl

Apologies
First, to Russell Burlingham for both misspelling his name and
mistitling his article about his memories of the King's Road in the
2002 Report, and second to our founder, Reginald Blunt, author of

the parody ‘Flat-Irony’. Both his name and the date of the original

publication (1938) were inadvertently omitted from the final proof.
]J.D.
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Leo Bernard

Leo Bernard, who died on 14 September 2003, aged 78, was, together
with his wife Philippa, a Chelsea institution. As an antiquarian book-
seller he was internationally renowned and as a shopkeeper in the
King’s Road he was a pillar of the community. His Christmas parties
gathered together much of the Chelsea intelligentsia, a breed that
would be recognised in the Chelsea Society but not, perhaps, by the
recent television series, Chelsea Tales.

In 1973, he opened Chelsea Rare Books, near the Beaufort Street
crossroads and, with Philippa, presided over it for a quarter of a
century. Leo was as happy selling a not-too-rare second-hand book
in the front of the shop as conducting an intellectual, literary conver-
sation over a first edition at his desk at the back. When Madame
Imelda Marcos of the Philippines impulsively bought his whole dis-
play of rare books — doubtless for decorative purposes — he mourned
their loss.

Leo's father was a tailor in Cricklewood and a close friend of two
distinguished booksellers in Charing Cross Road. Leo never went to
university and during the Second World War joined the Royal
Marines; his stalwart build perhaps a legacy of his time as a com-
mando in his late teens. His civilian career began in publishing and
advertising and he did not become a full-time bookseller until the
year he came to Chelsca. Soon, however, he became a leading light
in the Antiquarian Booksellers” Association (and aiso a pillar of the
Westminster Synagogue, where he sometimes preached), showing
himself an innovator and a natural leader.

He and Philippa published a number of short books, including a
guide to Chelsea and a book of architectural photographs by the
local electrician Bill Figg.

Finally, huge increases in rent and tax meant the end of Chelsea
Rare Books, like so many other treasured shops in the King’s Road
and the Bernards continued their business from their home in Barnet.
Shortly before he died, he wrote a sermon for the synagogue, which
was read by Philippa to the congregation that mourned him.

Tom Pocock
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The Treasurer’s Report

In my report made last year I warned that it had become likely that we
would have to change the Society’s accounting date to 30 June and this
warning has now become a reality. The 30 June date will make it possible to
have your approval to the accounts and to be able to deliver them to the
Charity Commission for filing all within the laid down time limits.

Of course an extended accounting period for over one year leads to
anomalies in comparing one year with another but if you could kindly use
your mental arithmetic skills to take two thirds of the new figures you will
achieve a rough comparison.

On the income side subscriptions show an even greater increase because
it was on 1 January 2002 that we implemented the subscription increase. We
shall continue to ask for your annual subscriptions on 1 January each year
but will then apportion one half to the successor year. We were lucky to
receive two substantial one off donations and we were also able to increase
the advertising income from the Annual Report thanks to the efforts of
Leonard Holdsworth. Obviously our interest received fell as a result of the
global reduction in interest rates.

In April 2002 we had the very special occasion of the 75th Anniversary of
the founding of the Society celebrated by a dinner held in the splendid
Great Hall of the Royal Hospital Chelsea. This was at a small loss, as was
the result of the combined meetings, lectures and events, which were all
very popular in their different ways. However our biggest item of expendi-
ture was the cost of making the Society’s promotional video at £6,449. So far
we have sold videos to the value of £268. Obviously we shali go on selling
them, albeit at a fairly small pace but it is a useful aid in our continual drive
for new members.

On the expense side, the cost of our Annual Report was greater as the
Hon. Editor produced a very special edition for our 75th birthday. We ex-
pect this cost to reduce in 2003. On the other hand we have permanently
upgraded the quality of the newsletter and this has been much appreciated.

Apart from the cost of making the video these accounts include the cost
of the prizes for the first two ycears of the schools’ local history competition
founded by the Society. Also the cost of advertising the Society in hwo local
Festival publications for the first time.

The Balance Sheet reflects the deficit for the year of £3,738. This strangely
enough will please the Charity Commission for it much prefers a charity to
be seen to using its reserves for the benefit of its members and not simply
hoarding increased reserves! Accumulated Funds stood at £28,394 at 29 June
2003.

My lord President, 1 beg to present my report and accounts for the eight-
cen months ended 30 June 2003.

Ian Frazer
Hon, Treasurer
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY

Registered Charity Number 276264

REPORT OF THE TRUSTEES

The Trusices present their report and accounts for the year ended 30 June 2003. The Socicly
has changed its accounting date this year in order that the period covered by the accounts
presented at the Annual General Meeting in November each year is more relevant to that
meeting, Future accounts will be presented for each year ended 30 June.

Constitution and Objccts

The Chelsca Society was founded by Reginald Blunt in 1927, The Socicty's abjects are 10
protect and foster the amenities of Chelsea particularly by:

* stimulating interest in the history, chaeacter and traditions of Chielsea;

* encouraging good architecture, town planning and civic design, the planting and care
of trees, and the conservation and proper maintenance of open spaces,

* secking the abatement of nuisances;

* making representations to the proper authonties on these subjects.

The full Constitution and Rules of the Society, together with the Annual Accounts, are peanted in the
Annual Report, published in January cach year, a copy of which is seat to every member.

Trustees

The Trustees of the Socicty arc the Council constituted under the Society's Rules, which is
responsible for the day-to-day work of the Society. The Couneil appoints Gfficers for certain
posts. The current OfTicers and other Members of the Council are:

Officers
Dawvid Le Lay RIBA, FRSA (Chainman)
Nigel Stenhouse (Vice-Chairman)
Samaniha Wyndharn (Hon. Secretary)
Tan Frazer FCA (Hon. Treasurer)
Terence Bendixson (Hon. Secretary, Planning)
Pairicia Sargent (Hon. Sccretary, Membership)
Valeric Hamami-Thomas (Hon. Sceretary, Events)
Jane Dodrell {Ilon. Editor)

Other Members of the Council
Michael Bach BSc, MSe, MS
Richard Ballerand BSc
Patricia Burr
Swart Corbyn FRICS
Dr Serena Davidson
David Foord FRICS
Leonard Holdsworth
Sarah Jackson
Stephen Kingsley
Dr I"aul Kmapman FRCP, FRCS, DMJ
Hugh Krall
Nicola Lyen
Tom Pocock
R Alcxander Porter
David Sagar
Jonathan Wheeler MA, BSe, FRICS
lelen Wright

Review of the year's activities and achicvements
The Chairman's Report, published in the Society's Annual Repott, contains o full description
of the actnvities and achievements of the Socicty during the period.

Review of the Accounts
At 30 June 2003, the Society has lotal funds of £28,094, compnsing £16,274 on the General Fund
und £1 1,820 on the Life Membership Fund. These are considered available and adequate to ful fil
the obligations of the Society. The reserve of funds is held to meet a need 1o fund any particular
action required to protect the Society's objects, as thought approprisie by the Council of the
Socicty,
Approved by the Council of the Chelsea Society on 22 Scpiember 2003,

D R Le Lay
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
THE CHELSEA SOCIETY STATEMENT OF FINANCIALACTIVITIES FORTHE
PERIOD ENDED 30 JUNE 2003
REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT EXAMINER 18 months  Year
TO THE TRUSTEES OF THE CHELSEA SOCIETY ended  ended
3t June 3 Dee
[ report on the accounts of The Chelsea Saciety for the eightcen months ended Income and Expenditure (L) el
30 June 2003, which are set out on pages 75 and 76.
[ncoming resources
Respeetive Responsibilities of the Trustees and the Independent Examiner 3““"“' "‘“mb“"f'c':lp subscriptions 2‘:;’33 “i’:'g
The Trustecs are responsible for the preparation of the accounts; you consider that AZ?::?ST:::;';M from ancual report 755 400
the audit requirement of Scction 43(2) of the Charitics Act 1993 (the Act) docs not Interest reeeived on General Funds 369 87
apply. It is my responsibility to state, on the basis of procedures specified in the Interest received on Life Membership Fund 344 472
Gencral Dircctions given by the Charity Commissioncrs under Section 43 (7)(b) of ::zgﬁg :ﬁﬁ:::::s' ::'c':'l‘:ﬁ:’gm:)""l“::’s’ :(']':"‘;‘: 2260
. . . o 35 Ll e 1
the Act, whether particular matters have come to my aticntion. Income from sale of Chnstras cards and postcards 3439 1271
Income from sale of promotional videos 208
Basis of the Independent Examiner’s Report . . -
My examination was carried out in accordance with the General Directions Total incoming resources 49,990 19474
given by the Charity Commissioners. An cxamination includes a review of Resources expended -
the accounting records kept by the charity and a comparison of the accounts R es exp .
. S ) R . ual Direct charitable expenditure:
presented with those records. It also includes -consldcrdno’n of any unusua Cost ofannual repost 6911 4945
items or disclosures in the accounts, and secking explanations from you as Cost of iewslelters 4,959 1,579
trustees concerning any such matters. The procedures undertaken do not pro- gﬂs‘ ﬂif_lcz'l_'ms- "'“L‘::'I“I',‘ﬂ"‘l‘isi's 11,589 6,436
vide all the evidence that would be required in an audit, and consequently I do S:;;:n:m:sslzﬁﬁzr ;;::S':::‘:;m“ 3;3: ;’g;
not express an audit opinion on the view given by the accounts, Cost ofselling up and maintaining the websile 24 2.020
Cast of the 75th Anniversary Dinner 12,775 -
fRdcpendualExininens Statoncnt Cone v Soigy's Exhibtiona the Chlsea Fesival "l
In connection with my examination, no matter has come to my atiention: Prizes for Sdm‘ﬂs-yh',m],,smw competition (1wo years) 760 :
(i) which gives me reasonable cause to believe that in any material respect the Advertising in local Festival programmes ___T_H‘_{_'_
requirements _ _ 48,594 15903
* 10 keep accounting records in accordance with Scction 41 of the Act; and o
* 1o preparc accounts which accord with the accounting records and to com- O‘t‘lmr e !
. . . Munagement and administration of the charity:
ply with the accounting requirements of the Act Stationery, postage ani miscell expenses 3,267 1,506
. Cuostofannuat generl mecting 182 132
have not been met; or Insurance {(iwo years) 1,146 578
v . : G : ; Independent e r’s i 499 4949
i) to which, in my opinion, attention should be drawn in order to enable a proper i KL IR
understanding of the accounts to be reached. 5134 3,015
Guy Mayers
Chartered Accountant Total resources expended 53,728 18,918
5/7 Vernon Yard , .
Portobello Road Net {outgoing)incoming resources for the period (3,738) 556
London W11 2DX Balunces brought forward at 1 January 2002 3832 31276
7 November 2003
Balunces carricd forward at 30 June 20403 £28,094  £31.432
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
BALANCE SHEET AS AT 30 JUNE 2003

30 June 31 Dee
2003 2001
Current Assets
Debiors 1,763 1,455
Balance in National Savings Bank account 11,820 11,476
Balance on bank current and deposit accounts 27452 30,704
41,035 43,635
Less Liabilities: amounts falling due within
one year 12,941 11,803
Net Assets £28,094 £31,832
Funds:
General Funds 16,274 20,356
Life Membership Fund 11,820 11,476

£28,094 £31,832

Approved by the Council of The Chelsea Society on 22 September 2003.
D. R. Le Lay, Chairman
LW, Frazer, Honorary Treasurer

ACCOUNTING POLICIES
Busis of Accounting
The accounts are prepared under the Instorical cost basis of accounting, and in accordance
with the Statement of Recommended Practice, Accounting & Reporting by Charities, and
applicable United Kingdom Accounting Standards.
Incoming Resources
Mcembership subscriptions, advenising revenue, and income [rom events and the sale of
Christmas cards are time-apportioned and credited 1o the Statement of Financial Activities
in the period in respeet of which they are receivable
Donations are credited to the Statement of Financial Activitics in the period in which they
are received, unless they relate 1o specific future projects.
Resources Expended
All expendhture 15 accounted for on an accruals basis.
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The Chelsea Society shall b segulated by the Rules ¢

CONSTITUTION AND RULES

| in this Consli

OBRJECTS

The Objects of the Society shall be 1 preserve amd improve the amenitics of Chelsea paciculacly by -

{a)
h)

cl
)

stimulating interest in the history, chamcter and iraditions of Chelsea;

encovraging gond nrehitecture, 1own planning and civic design, the planting und care of irees,
and the conservanon and proper mamtenance of open spaces;

sccking the abatement of nuisances;

nmaking represcitations to the propes authoritics on these subjects,

MEMBERSHIP

Subject 1o the provisions of Rule 7, membership of the Society shall be open to oll wha are interesied
in fusthering the Objects of the Sucicty,

4}
(0]
3
5]
15}

{6}

3)
)
3)

8)]
2)

]
124
3

4}
5

THE COUNCIL
There shall be a Council of the Society which shalt be constiluled in acconlance with these Rules,
The Socicty shall cleet not more than twelve members of the Society to be menbers of the Council
The members of the Council so elecied may co-opt not more than four funher persons 1o be
membiers of the Council,
The OfMicers 1 he appointesd under Rule 5 shall in addition be members of the Council.
In the choice of persons for membership of the Council, negands shall be had, amongst atber things,
1o the importzsice of including persons known 1o have expen knowledge and eaperience of matters
relevant e the Objects of 1he Socicry.
The Couancil shall be nesponsible [or the day-to-day work of the Sociely, and shall have power 1o
Iake any action on behalf of the Socicty which the Council thinks it to take for the purpose of
furthering the Ohjects of the Society and shall make and publish every year a Report of the
activities of the Society dunng the previous year,
The Council shall seet at least fout times in cach calendar year.
A member of the Council whao is absent from two suceessive meetings of the Council without
eaplanation which the Council approves shall cease (o be o member of the Council.
‘Three of the clecied members of the Council shall retire every second year, but may offer themselves
fur re-clection by the Socicty.
Retirement under the last preceding paragroph shall be in sotation acconding to seniority of election,
Casual vacancies amuong the clected members niay be filled as soon as practicable by election by the
Sacicly
One ol the co-opted members shall retire every second year, but may be again co-opred.

OFFICERS
The Council shall appant the following officers of the Socicty, nanely:-
(a) a Chaimizn of 1he Council,
{h) a Vice-Chairman of the Coungil,
{ch an Hunorary Scerclary or Joint Honorary Sceerctarics,
(d) an Hunorary Trcasurer, and
e} persons (o fill such other posts as may be establishied by the Council.
The weans of office of the Charrman and Vice-Chainman shall be three years amd those of the ather
Oficers Nive years from the date of appoinument respectively. Prvided neventheless that the
appuintmeal of the Chairman shall be deemed 10 erminate immediately aficr
the third Annual General Meetiog aficr his appointiment.
The Officers shall be eligible for re-appoiniment 1o their respective offices.
Nuothing herein contained shall detraet frm the Officers’ right 1o sesign duging their cumrent term.
By Resolution of a niajority of its members the Council may rescind the appointment of an Officer
during the term of oflice for b | suk ial

PHRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENTS
The Council may appuiot a meaber of the Society 1 be President of the Socicty Tora term of three yoars,
and may re-appoint lnm for a further tenm of three years.
The Council may appoint persans, who necd not be members afl the Socicty. to be Vice-Presidents

SUBSCRIPTIONS*
The Councit shall prescribe the amourt of the subscriptions 16 he paid by members of the Society and
Ihe date on which they ane due, and the penod in respeet of which they are payable.
Menmbernhip of the Society shall lapse if the member's subscription is wnpad [or six ionths aftee it is
due, but may be restored by the Council
Members inay pay more than the preseribed minimum, if they wish.
Members may pay arnual subscriplion by banker's order or by Direct Debit.
Tl Society may participaie s (he direet debiling schenie as an soginator for the parpose of collecting
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subscriptions for any class of membership and/or any other amounts due 10 the Society. In funherance
of this vbjcctive, the Socicly may cnter into an indemnity required by the Banks upon whom direct
debts are (o be originated. Such an indemnity may be exccuted an behalf of the Society by officils
nonunatedin an appropriate esaletion.

GENERAL MEETINGS

In these Rules 'General Meetmg” means a aicetng of the Society open o all its members.
The Council shall armange at least une General Meeting every year, e be called the Annual General
Mecting, and may amrange as many other General Meetings, in these Rules refermed 1o as Special General
Meetings, as it may think [ Nitice of the date of such meztings shall be given not bess than 35 days
ahead.
General Meclings, the agenda for which shall be circulated not less than 21 days in advance of the
mecting, shall leke place a1 sach times and places as the Council shall specily.
The President shall preside at any General Mecting at which bie is present, and if he is not present the
Chainsan of the Council or some person no 4 by the Chail of the Council shall preside.
Aay clection to the Caouncil shatl be held al a General Meeting.
No person shall be eligible of the Council unless:-
(1} he o she has been proposed and seconded by other members of the Society, and has consenied
serve, and,
(i1} the names of the three persons concesned and the fact of The consent have reached the Hom, Sceretary

in wriling a1 keast 28 days before the General Mecling
[ the Hon. Secretary duly receives more names for election than there ane vacancies, he shall prepare
voting papers for use atihe General Mecting, and thuse persons who receive most voles shall be declared
elected.
The agenda for the Annual General Meeting shall include:-
(a) recciving the Annual Repon, and
{h) reeciving the Anaual Accounts.
Al the Annual General Mectung any member of the Socicty may comment on any matier imentioned in
the Report or Accounis, aimd may mise any matters nolmentioned in the Repost, if itis within the Objects
of the Society.
The President or Chaimsun of the mecting ntay limit 1he duration of speeches,
Resolwions by members may be made only at the Annual General Mecling or ot a Special Mecting as
permilted under sub-section (12) of this Section of the Cunsiitilion. Any member who wishes 10 aake
a Resolutiets shall give notiee of such Resoluiion by sending it io the Society 1o reach the Honorary
Sccrtary at Jeast 28 days hefore the date of the meeting. The Resolution, of scconded at the meeting
by anuther member, will be put to the vote.
If any 20 members of the Socicty apply 10 the Council in writing for a Special Mecling of the Society,
the Council shalt consider the application, apd inay make it a condition of granling it thal the capense
should be defrayed by the applicants.

AMENDMENTS
These Rules may be amended by a iwe-thirds majority of the members present and voling al an Annual
or Special General Meeting, il a notice in writing of the proposed amendment has reached the Hon,
Sccrelary at least 28 days before such a Mecting. Provided that nothing herein contained shall authorise
any amendment the effect of which would be 1o cause the Socicly al any time to cease o be a Charity
in Law.
The Hon. Secretary shall send mices of any such amendment W the members ol the Socicty 21 days
before the Genesal Meeting,

WINDING-UI*
The witding-up ol the Society shall be subject o @ Resolution proposed by the Council ani approved
by a Iwo-thinds majority present at a Special General Mecling,
In the event of the winding-up of the Society the avadable funds of the Socicty shall be transfcrred 1o
such onc or more charitable institulions having objects nzasonably similar to those herein befoe
declared as shall be chosen by the Council of the Society and approved by the Meeting of the Sociely

* The current rate is £15 annually payable on the st January. The annual kusband-and-wilc mate is £20.
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List of Members

An asterisk denotes a tife member. The Hon, Membership Secretary should be
informed of correction or changes in name, address or title.

*Mus. A, ABELES

MISS ] ABEL SaieTh

M55 INESSA AIREY

PAULV . AITKENHEAD

5. G. ALDER

R. ALEXANDER

MRS. R. ALEXANDER

MRS. ROSEMARY ALEXANDER
C. ALLAN

Mis. C. ALLAN

*LT.CoL. J M. ALLASON

MRS, ELIZABETH AMATI

* ANTHONY AMBLER

C. C. ANDREAE

MRS, P. A. ANDREAE

MISS SOPHIEC. M, ANDREAE
MARTIN ANDREWS

*THE MARQUISS OF ANGLESEY
Mus. C. ANNUS

MIss MARY APPLEBEY. C B.IL
P. ARBON

MRS, P ARBON

J.N ARCHER

MISS ] ARMSTRONG

*DAVID ASCHAN

*Mrs. M. G, ASCHAN

M. ASHE

MRS, M. ASHE

M55 C. ASSHETON

THEHON. NICHOLAS ASSHETON
MRS. ROMA ASHWORTH BRIGGS
*MRS. PHILIP ASTLEY. OB E.
MRS. L1ISA ATKINS

J.ROBERT ATKINSON

MISs KATE ATTIA

MicnarLBaci

LADY BAILLIE

Dr. B. M. BAIRD

Mus. B. M. BAIRD

Dr P. CLAIRE BAKER
MARTYN BAKER

MRS, MARTYN BARER
RICHARD BALLERAND
MRS. RICHARD BALLERAND
Mus. MICHAEL BARKER
DR. R. BARKER

ROGER BARKFER

MRS, VALERIE BARRER
*D._H. BArLOW

J.C. BARNARD

MIKE BARNFIELD

SIt JOHN BARRAN, BT
LADY BARRAN

JULIAN BARROW

M#&s. JULIAN BARROW
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SIMON BARROW

ADRIAN BARR-SMITH

MRS. ADRIAN BARR-SMITH
*Mus. DEREK BARTON

G. N. BATTMAN

Mus. G. N, BATTMAN
PATRICK BATY

SIR PETER BAXENDELL
LADY BAXENDELL

GERALD BEALE

MRS. GERALD BEEALE
ROBERT BEALE

MRS. ROBERT BEALL

*E. V., BEATON

K. L. S. BEAUCHAMP-KERR
MRs. A. E. BEAUMONT-DODD
Mrs. P, M BECKER

ROBERT BECKETT

MuS. ROBERT BECKETT
Mrs. M. K. BEpbow

HUGO BEDFORD

MRS. HUGO BEDFORD

MRS, PATRICIA BEHR, M.V.O., M BE,
MRS, P. BELL

*WILLIAM BELL
SIMONBENDALL

T.J. BENDALL

TERENCE BENDIXSON

MISS ANDREA BENNETT
MRS. ANNE TREGO BENNETT
NICOLAS BENTLEY

MRS, NICOLAS BENTLEY
MRS, R A.C BERKELEY
Miss ANN BERNE

MICHAEL BERNSTEIN

MRS. MICHAEL BERNSTEIN
*MISS ANNE BERRIMAN
MRS, RITA BERRY

MRS DELIA BETTISON
REAR-ADMIRAL C. BEVAN. C.B.
MRs. C BEvaN

CARLBIGGS

MISS SUSAN BILGER

MIss PaMELA BIRLEY

MRS. ELIZABETH BLACKMAN
MRS.C. BLACKWELL
MISSSUZANNEBLAKEY

T. F BLooD

DEREK BLOOM

Mes, L. BLUONT

MARTIN BOASE

Mrs. J. B. FLOCKHART BOOTH
MICHAEL BOREHAM

MRS. MICHAEL BOREHAM
MISS JUDITH BORROW
*TIMOTHY BOULTON




DAVIDBOWEN

MRS CICELY PAGET BOWMAN
M155 CLAKE BOWRING
CLAUS BOXENBAUM

M. BOXFORD

MRS, M. BOXFORD

Hinrvi: BOovin

Mrs. HERVE BOYER
ROGIERBRABAN

Miss P, BRABY
DAVIDBRADY

MRS, DAVID BRADY

H. R. BRADY

MHus H. R. BRADY

R. M. A. BRAINE

MuS. R. M. A, BRAINE
MRS, J. C. Brass

Mus. 5. M. BRAYBROOK
Mrs. L. D BRETT

Miss E. M. E. BRIGHTEN
A. W, BRITTAIN

Mus A. W, BRITTAIN

T. BROAD

MRrs. T. BRoaAD

THOMAS BROLLY

DENIS BROODBANK

Sik HENRY BROOKE

LADY BROOKE

R.BROOKS

CHRISTOPHER BROUGHAM
MRS, CHRISTOPHER BROUGHAM
N. F. (i. BHOWN

MRs. N. F. G, BRowN
=W. M. G. BROWN
COMMANDER N. WALDEMAR BROWN N
MICHAEL BRYAN

MRS, MICHAEL BRYAN

P. BRYANT

MRS. ROSEMARY BRYANT
A.A.G.S. BUCHANAN
MRrs. E. J. BUCHANAN
Miss M. BUCKLEY

MRS, M. P. BubD
P.J.BuLL

1. H. 8. BURGESS

K. BURGESS

P. BURGESS

Mus P. BunGess
*RICHARD BURGESS
RUSSELL BURLINGHAM
REAR-ADMIRAL R. H. BURN, CB., AFC.
Muis. R. H. BURN

*A. 1. ]. BURNS

MALCOLM BURR

MRS. MALCOLM BURR
RAYMOND M. BURTON,C B.IL
Mirs. RAYMOND M. BURTON
MRs. D.E. BUkTT

F A.Busny

Mrs._Jonn Buss

*MRS. JAMES BUXTON
TERENCE BUXTON
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*THEE HON. JULIANF, BYNG
RICHARD BYRON

THE EARLCADOGAN, DL
*R.A.W CAINE

Mgts. PATRICIA CAMERON
DONALDCAMPRELL

Miss Jupy CaMpBELL

Mis Joy CAMPRELL KEnP
MRS, A. CAMPBELL JOHNSON
DAME FRANCLS CAMPBELL-PRESTON
GRAHAMCANNON

1. CARLETON PAGLET

MRS, J. CARLETON PAGET
RUss CARR

MRS. Russ CARR

Miss 8. P. CARR

MI8S CHRISTINL CARRUTHERS
MIS5 BARBARA CARSE

*MRS. DONALD CARTER

MI5$ ). V. P. CARVILL
*REV.JOHNCARVOS50

W. W. CassEls

Mus W. W. CASSELS

5. CASTELLO

MRS 5. CASTELLO

DRMARY CATTERALL.

Mzs. J, CHADWICK
*THERT.HON. LORDCHALFONT, P.C.O.B L MC,
LADY CHALFONT

Miss JuLla CHALKLEY

M. E. CHAMBERLAYNE

MRS. L. CHAMPAGNE

MI15S CHERRY CHAPPELL,
LORD CHELMSI'ORD

LADY CHELMSIORD

THE DOWAGER LADY CHELMSIORD
CHELSEA METHODIST CHURCH
CHELSEA YACHT & BoaT Co. LTD
MRS, CYNTHIA CHEVREAL
MRs. J. M. CHEYNL

A. H. CHIGNELL

MRS. A. H. CHIGNELL

Miss EsiLy CHONG

R. CiHurcn

*THE CHURCH COMMISSIONERS
RicHARD CLARE

Mis. RICHARD CLARE

Miss A. M. CLARKE
R.D.CLARKE, F1A.
*R.5.CLARKE

MRS V. CLAVER

Miss L. N CLAYSON

A, G. CLOSE-SMITH

*Mus. M. R. CoaD

MRs. VICToriA CoBi
JOUNCOBRETT-MADDY

M. R.CockrLL
J.BRUNELCOHEN, O.B.E
F.C.CoLCORD

Mgs. F C.CoLcokrp

Miss Ipa CoLt

*W N.COLES

Mes. I, T. H. COMBER
RICHARD COMITON MILLER
MHS. MAIGHREAD CONDON
MRS. Z CONNOLLY

MISS KAY CONSOLVER

MRS. JOYCE CONWY EVANs
JOUN COOPER

MRs. H. H. Cork:

P. A. COPELAND

MRS. P A. COPELAND

MRS, D. H. COPLEY-CHAMBERLAIN
JOUNCORBET-SINGLETON, C.1.E
MRS. JOUN CORBET-SINGLETON
STUARTCORBYN

MRS. MICHAEL CORKERY
NICHOLASCORKERY

B C.CORRIGAN

Miss ROSEMARY COWLER
PETER COWLES

MRes. E. Cox

Miss ROSEMARY CRAIG

*S1IkR MICHAEL CRAIG-COOPER, CBE, T.D , LL.
M55 DIANA CRAWSHAW

Miss P.CRAXFORD

MRS. B. CRICHTON

TiM CROISDALE

ALAN CROSS

MHS. ALAN CROSS

T. L. CROSTHWALT

MHuS. T. L. CROSTHWAIT
JEVON CROSTHWAITE

MRS, BARBARA CROWELL
MARTINCULLEN

MRS. MARTIN CULLEN

JAMES CUNNINGHAM

IAN CURROR

MRS. IAN CURROR

A, E. DANGOOR

MRS. A.E. DANGOOR

MIS5 SYLVIA DARLEY, OB L
*MRS. MADELINE DAUBENY
*MRS. OLGA DAVENPORT
DR. CRAIG DAVIDSON

DR. SERENA DAVIDSON
MRS, C. DAVIES

MRS, J. A DAVIES

Miss P JANE DAVIES

Miss MIRANDA DAVIES
MORRIS DAVIES

MRs. MORRIS DAVIES
PETER DAVIES

PUILLIE G. DAVIES

MHS. SUE DAVIES

PAUL DAvIS

PETER ). DAvVIS

MRS. SUSAN DAWSON

MRS, SUSIE DAWSON
*DAVID DAY

MRS, LAURA KATHLEEN DAY
Miss PAULINE DEAN

*DR JOANS. DEARS

*ROBINDE BEAUMONT

MRS. ERIC DE BELLAIGUE
DAVIDDECARLE

MRs. David pE CARLE

Miss JOCELYN DI HORNE-VAIZEY
*ALBERTO DE LACERDA

DAMON DELASZLO

Mis. DaMoN DELASZLO

MIS5 ANGELA DELBOURGO

MRS, VICTORIA DE LURIA PRESS
JEREMY DE SOUZA

MRS. JERGMY DE SOUZA

LUDOVIC DEWALDEN

MRS, LUDOVIC DE WALDEN
SIRROY DENMAN

LADY DENMAN

MISS CELIA DENTON

MISs LUCINDA DENTON

THE EARL OF DERBY

*DONALD D. DERRICK

P. M. DESPARD

MRS, P. M. DESPARD

P.G. DEw

MRS PG. DEW

Miss C. DEWAR DURIE

LEWIS DEYONG

MRrs. Lewis DEYONG

M. DICK

*CHRISTOPHER DICKMAN

Miss Louist DIGGLE

W._F. DiNSMORE

MRS. W, F. DINSMORE
STEPHENDHZARD

*His HONOUR JUDGE DOBRY
DAVIDW. DONALDSON,D.S.0., D C,
1AN DONALDSON
MISSSHENLADONAIDSON-WALTIRS FCSDLERSA. ¥
MRS, JANE DORRELL I
MRS. NOREEN DOYLE [«
Mus. BETSY DRAKE

ALEC DREW

JAMES DRURY

*MRuS. P. DRYSDALE

MRS, SALLY DUDLEY-SMITH
*THE LADY DUNBOYNE
MRS. P. A. DUNKERLY
RICHARD DUNNING

MRS. 8. EaTON

MISS ANN EDWARDS

*Q. MORGAN EDWARDS, M.A.
*Mrs. Q. MORGAN EDWARDS
*JOUN EHRMAN, FR.ALES AL ER, HISTS.
D. ELCcocK

Mus. D ELcock

J.F ELLARD

Mns. ) F ELLARD

*JAMES ELLIS, ARIB.A.

DR CARICE ELLISON-CLIFFE
Miss ADELE ENDERL
GRAHAM ETCHELL




TrEVOR EVE

MRS, TREVOR EvE
JOUNEVERETT

MRS, JOHUN EVERETT
Mns. C.EVERITT
HEATHER E\WART

*MRS. IAN FAIRBAIRN
P.W.FANE

MRS. P.W.FANE

Miss NICOLA FARTHING
MRS, D. FAURE WALKER
P. W. FAWCETT

Mus. P. W. FAwCETT
MISS ANN FEATHERSTONE
A B X.FENWICK

MAJOR CHARLES FENWICK
L F.Q.FENWICK

Mrs. J.F. Q. FENWICK
Miss MARGARET FERGUSON
DR.T. J. FFYTCHE

Mus. T, ). FEYTCHE
ADAM T, W. FIENNES
Mrs. J. M. FINDLAY, CB.E
*CAPT. .1 FINNEGAN

B. A. FISHER

MRs, B, A, FISHER

Di. J. M. FisHER

MisS VERONICA FITZGERALD FINCH
Miss I FLEISCHER

Mus. B, K. FLEMING

CoL. L. L. FLEMING, M.B.E., M.C.
ROBERT L. FLEMING

R.L.FLEMING

Mrs. W. W.FLEXNER
JONATHANFLORY

D.S. FooRrD

MRS, D, § FOORD

*SiR HAMISH FORBES, BT. M.BE., M.C.

Miss CHRISTINE FORD
PROFIESSOR SIk HUGH Forp
Lany ForD

Mis5 FIONA FORSYTH

MRS, PAMELA FOSTER-BROWN
J. M. P FOX-ANDRIEWS

MRS. HEATHER FRANCIS
MARK FRANKLIN

Mits, MARK FRANKLIN

Miss F. 3. FRASER, M B
*IAN W, FRAZER. F.C.A.

MRS, IAN W, FRAZER

MRS R.FREMANTLE

MRS HARVEY FREY
LAURENCEFRIEDMAN
*IEFFREY FROST

JONATHAN FRY

MRS. JONATHAN FRY

P 1. Fry

Mus. P I Fry

MI55 ANNIE FRYER
AMADEUS R FULFORD-JONES
Meis. B. M, FULIFORD-JONES
THADDEUS R. FULIORD-JONES

82

Mus. D, [ FURNISS

ROBERT GARDINGR

MIsS JENNIFER . GARRETT
MRS, SUSAN GASKELL
MARK GAVIN

MuS. MARK GAVIN
DR.JOHUN GAYNER

M#us. JOHN GAYNER
JACQUES GELARDIN

MRS. DOUGLAS W. GENT
MIss FARNAZ GUAZINOURI
D. F. Gisss

GORDON GIBBONS, C.A.
*LADY GIBSON

THE LorD GIBSON

Dk. D. G. GIBSON

LIONEL GIBSON

DENNIS GILBERT

MRS. DENNIS GILBERT

SIR PATRICK GILLAM
LADY DIANA GILLAM

SI PAUL GIROLAMI

LADY GIROLAMI

THE LADY GLENKINGLAS
MRS, CATHERINE GLIKSTEN
*MISS ELIZARETH GODFREY
P. Gore

F.J GOLDSCHMITT

Mus. F_ ). GOLBSCHMITT
*R.W. GOLLANCE

Mis. B. GONZALEZ

Mus. TANNY GORDON
JONATHAN GOULD

MRS, JONATHAR GOULD
PETER GOVETT

MRS, PETER GOVETT

MRS, J. K.V GRAHAM, M B E

MISS JANET 5. GRANT
PETER GRANT

MRS, PETER GRANT

*N_J. GRANTHAM

Mrs. P.J. GRAY

Miss SOPHIA GRAY
MARTIN GREEN

MRS. MARTIN GHEEN

MRS. MAXINE GREEN

M55 MONICA GREENWELL
DR.CAROLYNGREENWOOD
MI5§ MAUREEN GRELNWOOD
NIGELGREENWOOD

MRS, ANN L. GREER
1.5.GREIG

MRS, 1. 8. GREIG

STEPHEN GRIFFITHS

MRS, HELEN GRIMWADE
ANDREW GROSSMAN

MRS, GRACE GROSSMAN
WILLIAM GUBELMANN
MRS, WILLIAM GUBELMANN
ROBERT GUERRINI

MRS. ROBERT GUERRINI

The HON, C ). G. GUEST

THE HON. Mrs, C. I, G. GUEST
Mis5 HEATHER GUMBRELL.
LADY GUNNING

Miss | GUNNING

ROBERT GWYNNE

Miss ], M. HADDON

MisS MAUREEN HAGAN

MRS, VERONICA GLEDHILL HALL
MAJOR GENLRALJONATHANHALL
MRS. JONATHAN HALL

Miss MArIORIE HALLAM

M55 MARGARET HALLENDORFF
JAMES HALLING

MRS, JAMES HALLING

*W R C HaLPIN

MRS, V. HAMAMI-THOMAS
ANDREW HAMILTON

MRS. ANDREW HAMILTON

JILL, DUCHESS OF HAMILTON
PHILIP HAMILTON

MRS, PHILIP HAMIL.TON

Miss HERMIONE HAMMOND
MRS. PEGGY HAMMOND, M A FRS5 A
*R. 0. HANCOCK

MISS VICKY HANDS

MRS. MARION C. HANDSCOME
MISSJUDITH HANRATTY

MitS. CHARLES HANSARD

M.R. HARDING

Mis. M. R, HARDING

D_ L. HARLAND

Miss V. HARPER

MISS INGRID HARRIS

*JOHN HARRIS. O.BE. FS A, HON. FRLB.A.

*MnS. JOUN HARRIS, M.A., PHD.
RICHARD HARRIS

DaAVID HARRISON

MRS, DAVID HARRISON
JOHN HARRISON

Mus. Joun HARRISON

JOHN HARRISON

SIR MICHAEL HARRISON, BT
DavibHARVEY

Mus. DaviD HARVEY

Mmus, STEFANIE HARWOQOD
N.I» HATHERELL

MRS. N. D. HATUERELL
HARRY HAVEMEYER

MRS. H. HAVEMEYLR

L. C. HAWKES

MRis. L. C. HAWKES

MRS, E. HAWKINS

*MRS. E. L. HAYES

W.S. HAYNES

Mus. W. 5. HAYNES

Mes, DUDLEY HEATHCOTE
Mi5S ELIZABETH M, HEATHER
MHS. JANET HEDDLE

H. N. HENSHAW

MRS, H. N. HENSHAW

Miss CELIA HExNSMAN
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P HIGGINS

MRs. P. HIGGINS

JOHN HIGHFIELD

Miss LEoNIE HIGHTON

PETER HiLL-WooD

MRS. PETER HILL-WoOb
CAROLINE, LADY HOBART
MAIOR |. S. HOBGSON

A.F HOHLER

Mus. A F HolLERr

LEONARD HOLDSWORTH
MRS. LEONARD HOLDSWORTH
CLLR. TONY HOLT

STANLEY HONEYMAN

MRS. STANLEY HONEYMAN
*THE VISCOUNTESS HOOD, C.v.0.
GAVINHOOPER

MIss A. ST. CLAIR HOPKIN
SIK SiMON HORNBY

Dk, SUSAN HORSEWOOD-LEE M.R.C.G.I
D. A HOWARD

Mus. DENIGS HOWARD

*Miss |. M. HowarD

M. C HOWARD

MRs. M. C. HOWARD
*MALCOLM S, HOwE:
STEPHEN G, HOWELL

Miss S, E. HOWESON

*I R. HOWISON

MRS. KiNGa HoYER
GEOFFREY HUGALL
DAVIDHUGHES

G. B. HUGHLS

M#s. 5. HUGHES-ONSLOW

P HULSEN

E.F. HUMPHRIES, B.SC {ENG.), FLCE.
*JOHN R. F. HUMPHRY
A.C.B, HUNTER

*RICHARD HUNTING

PETER HUNTINGTON
NICHOLAS HUSKINSON

MRS. NICHOLAS HUSKINSON
THE LoRD HussEY

THE LADY SUSAN HUSSEY, D.C. V().
V. A HUTCHINS, M.A.

MRs. V. A, HUTCHING

Miss PP, J. HUTCHINSON

MRS, SUZIE HYMAN

Miss PEGGY E. HYNE

DONALD W. INSALL, O.B.E.
MIRANDA, COUNTESS OF IVEAGH

MRS. ANITA JACKSON
MRS, BASIL J. JACKSON
SIR EDWARD JACKSON
MRS. SARAH JACKSON
J.JACOBSEN

*MRS. ANNE JARDINE
MRS, BARBARA JEFIERY
*THE LORD JESSEL, C.BLE
MI88 VIRGINIA JOHNSTONE




K B JONES

MRS K.B. JoNis

ROBERT PILRCE JONES
MRS ROBERT PIERCE JONES
MRS, E. J. M., JOWETT

NICHOLAS KAYE

PROFESSOR W_ R. KEATINGE
MRs. M. KEAVENY

“MRS. VERONICA KEELING
MRS, SaLLy KEF
ALLANKELLY

RT.HON. THE LORD KELVEDON
THELADY KELVEDON

MRS, ANN KENNEDY

*Mi1ss M, KENNEDY-BELL

THE WORSHIPFUL THE MAYOR OF KENSINGTON

ANDCHELSEA
ThE REV, C. KEVILL-DAVIES
MRS. C. KEVILL-DAVIES
Di.R.B. KHAMBATTA
MHuS. R. B, KHAMBATTA
M. Kia
M55 MAUREEN KIELY &
PAUL H. KIERNAN
*Miss F B, KING
MHus, GLORIA KING
GORDON KiING
MRs. GOrRDON KING
Mis JOAN KING-LEWIS
Mus. P. M. A. R. KINGSBURY
STEPHEN KINGSLEY
MRS. STEMIEN KINGSLEY
*THE LORD KINNAIRD
DENIS KINNELL
*JAMES H. KIRKMAN
MRS, PENELOPE KIRWAN-TAYLOR
MRS, NATALIE KISCH
DR. EvA KLEIN

DR. PAUL KNAPMAN, FRC.P, FRCS., DM,

MRS, PAUL KNAPMAN
MISS PICRETTE KNAPP
B.E. KNIGHT

MRS. B.E. KNIGHT
Miss S. M. KNIGHT
MRs. BETTY KRAES
Miuts. HILARY KRALL
*HuGH KRALL

1. G, KRENNING

H. KRETZMER

Mus. M. KRETZMER
Miss MoNica Kusicova

JOHNLADE

J D LAFFEATY

SIR CHRISTOPHER LAIDLAW
LADY LAIDLAW
R.A.LAMB

Mrs. R, A, LAMB

Miss M. M. C. LAMBERT
MRS, MARGARET LANDALE
Mis5 MEGAN LANDER

Miss MONICA LANDERS
MAXINLE, LADY LANGFORD HOLT
R.J.O.LASCELLES

MRS, W. AL LAWRENCE
C.LEAMAN

MRS. AUDREY LEATHAM
Miss E. A, LEATHART
LADY LE GALLAIS

MME. M. T. LEGE-GERMAIN
P.LEGGE- HUGHES

M#s. P. LEGGE-HUGHES
MICHAEL LEHMANN
RICHARDLEIGIHTON
*DAVID LE LAY

*Miss . M. LENEY

L. A. LESCH

Dr. R. D, G, LESLIE

MRrs. R. D.G. LESLIE

G. LEwIS

Mgs. G. LEwis

TAN LEW1S

MRS. IAN LEWIS

*MRS. LESLEY LEWIS, F.S.A.
MRrs. M. H. LEwis

MRS. NIcoLA LINDSAY
MRS. LESLIE LING

Miss ELIZABETH LINTON

P D, LITTLER

MRS P D, LITTLER

*G. LLOYD-ROBERTS
PRINCE JOHN LOBANOW-ROSTOVSKY
PRINCESS JOHN LOBANOW-ROSTOVSKY
*Mus. ). A_LONG

STEPHEN P. H. LONG
WALTER LOONEY

M#us. WALTER LOoONEY
Josern Loriz

MRS. JOSEPH LOPEZ
WILLIAM LOSCHERT

*Mgs. JOSEPH LOSEY
*JAMES N. LOTERY

M. LOvaT

Mis M. LovAT

MIS5 SARAN LOVATT

Mus. M. LOVEDAY-PEARS
IANR.LOWRY

N.LuauDp

Mus. N. LUARD

Mi1S5 AVRIL LUNN DA (Glas
C.D.LUSH

MRS, NiCOLA LYON

*E. C. MACADAM

*LORD MCALPINE OF WEST GREEN
Mrs. J.R. MACCABE

Dr. A.D. MCCANN

Mus. A. D McCann

Miss FIONA MACDONALD

MRS. N. MACDONALD

MRS. V. ] MACDOUGALL

CoLin P, McFIE

MRS, COLIN P. MCFIE
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P

DaviD McGiLL

MRS DAVID McGiLl.
*COLIN [. MCINTYRL

[AN MACKAY

MRS, TAN MACKAY
DAVID K. MCKEE

M55 JENNY MACKILLIGIN
J.MACKINLAY

MRs. } MACKINLAY

N. MCKINLAY

MRS N. MCKINLAY

Miss K. M. MACLEAN
NEILMACLECD

M. A.F. MACPHERSON

R. §. MCMILLAN

MRS R. 8. MCMILLAN
*JAMES MACNAIR

*His HONOUR JUDGE M. | P. MACNAIR
MRS. M. J. P. MACNAIR
SISTER MARGARET MCMULLAN
*MRs. C. 5. MCNULTY
*Miss B 1. MAGRAW

S. MAIDWELL

MRS, S, MAIDWELL

Mus. N. M. MAITLAND
MRs. C. J. MALIM

MRS, GWEN MANDLEY, M.B.E.
Mgs. RITA MARMOREK
STEPHEN MARQUARDT
MRS. STEPHEN MARQUARDT
THERT.REV, MICHAEL MARSUALL
PrOFESSOR C. G. MARTIN
MRS. C. G. MARTIN

JOHN MARTIN

*MRs, M. H. MARTIN
MRS. ANNE MATHESON
DAVID MaTius

MHS. DAVID MATHIS
MISS ANNE MATTOCK
MRS. JACQUELINE MAUDE
*RICHARD FRANCIS MAURICE
*LADY MAY

MRS, P MAYOR

*MIsS Ikis MEDpLICOTT
*LADY MEGAW

DONALD L. MEIER

MRs. DONALD L. MEIER
M.MEILGAARD

MRS. M. MEILGAARD

Dr. M. A, MENAGE

MRrs. M. A. MENAGE

MIs5 CLARE METCALKF
*PETER B. MEYER

L. S. MICHAEL O.B.E
Mrs. L C. MICHELL

Miss N.EJ. Miciie

MRS. M. A. MIDGLEY

MRS Jupimta MIERS
RAYMOND MILES

MRS. SUSAN MILES

LADY BABETTE MILLAIS
MARTIN MILLARD
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MRS, MARTIN MILLARD
MRS JENNY MILLER

R. G. MILLER

MRS. R. G. MILLER

R.G. MILLWARD-SDOUGOS
DRr.P. MILLWARD-SDOUGOS
LADY HARRIET MILNE:S COATTS
MISS PATRICIA MINES
MRS J. C. MITCHELL
STUART W, MITCHELL

MRS, ANNE MITFORD SLADE
Miss P. D. ). MOLLOY
*MRS. JANE C. MoORE

K. C. MOORE

Mrs. K. C. MOORE
RICHARD MOORE

MRS, RICHARD MOORE
Miss ELISE MOORE SEARSON
C. 1. MoRAN

Miss DIANA MORANT

D T. MORGAN

P. S. MORICE

MISS VIRGINIA MORCK
MRS. 5 MORLEY-FLETCHER
JoHN E. M. MORRIS
SCOTT MORRISEY

Mus. SCOTT MORRISEY

W. B. MORROW

Mus. W. B, MOrrOW
*Mnrs. ). W_F MoRrTON
MRS. LOREL MORTON
ANTHONY MOULD

DENNIS MOUNT

MRS, DENNIS MOUNT

Miss E. A. MOwLES

Miss WINIFRED MULLIGAN
R. MuLLIN

MRS, R. MULLIN

D. M. MUNNS

MHS. DIANA MURRAY

M. J. MYERS

Mnrs. M.J MYERS

THE NATIONAL TRUST
MRS. E. NEIL

CHARLES NELSON

*PROF. BERNARD NEVILLE, FRS A FSLA.
M. NEVILLE

MRS. M. NEVILLE

MISS DIANA NEWMAN

IF. NEWTON PARKS

MRS, F. NEWTON PARKS
F. A. NEYENS

Mus. F A, NEYENS

MRS. S, NICHOLS

MRs. L. M, NICHOLsON
MuSs. LALY NICKATSADZE
MRs.C. H. NickoLs

T. E. NODDER

THE HON. GERARD NOEL
MRS. GERARD NOLL
OTTO NORDSTRAND




THE MARQUIS OF NORMANBY
THE MARCHIONESS OF NORMANBY

*THE DOWAGER MARCHIONESS OF NORMANBY

Miss M. E. NORTHCOTE
Mits. FLAVIA NUNES
Miss GILLIAN NUNN

Miss L. OpDy

MRs. E. V. W, OKELL
MRs. DENIS O'NEILL
PAUL L. OPPENHEIMER
JouHx ORMEROD

MRS. JOHN ORMEROD
J.F.ORMOND

MRs. ). F. ORMOND

MI5S WiENDY ORR

M58 HELEN OSHORNE
Mus. MIRA OSMOND
MARTIN OWEN

DAVIDR. OWEN-JONES

D. W, OWLETT

MRS. D.W. OWLETT
Miss CICELY PAGET BOWMAN
LADY PALAMOUNTAIN
MRS JOAN PALIN

D. THOMPSON PANTHER
MRS ANTOINETTEPARDO
M55 SHEILA PARISH

*W. PARKER

MRS. P. PARKHOUSE
MICHAEL PARKIN

F. NEWTON PARKS

MRs. F. NEWTON PARKS
PETER PARMIGIANI

MRS. ALEXIS PARR
*MRS. MAJORIE PARR
MRrs. M. D. PASCOE
ALANJ. PATTEN

MRS. ALAN ). PATTEN
CHRISTOPHER PEARSON
MRS, CHRISTOPHER PEARSON
K.G. R. PEARSON

MHS. SARA PEARSON
STEWARTPEARSON

MRS, STEWART PEARSON
Miss JOHANNA PEEBLES
MurS. R, R.PELHAM-BURN
CHRISTOPHER PENBERTHY
MRS. CAROLING PENMAN
MRS. ANDRE PERERA
MRS. PENNY PERRIN
M55 JANE PETERSON
SISTER NILDA PETTENUZZD
5.D. PETTIIER

Mis. 5. D. PETTIFER
Mus. RUTH PriLe

MRS. PAMELA PHIPPS
*PREBENDARY F A PIACHAUD, M.AL B,
M.R. PICKERING

Mns. M, R, PICKERING
*LADY PICKTHORN

MRS GEMMA PIQUEREZ-CUNNINGHAM
MISS PRISCILLA PLAYFORD
MRS. GILLIANPLAZZOTTA
T. A. G.PoCoCK

Mirs. T. A.G. Pocock
Miss N. POMFRET

MRS, PATRICIA POPE

*THE LORD PORCHESTER
R. ALEXANDER PORTER
Miss DIANA PORTER
THERT. HON. MICHAEL PORTILLO.M P,
ANTHONY POST
CHRISTOPHER POWELL

Jin POWELL

MRS, JIM POWELL

Mits. M.S. POWELL BRETT
MRS. G. M. PRENDERGAST
GAVIN PRENTICE

Mgits. GAVIN PRENTICE
COLIN PRESTIGE

ANTONY PRESTON

MHS. ANTONY PRESTON
Miss E. E. PRESTON
ALEXANDER PRINGLE

MRS. NATALIE PRINGLE
MRS. SUSAN PRITCHARD
*MRS. DENIS PURCELL

MRS, V. QUIN
HECTOR QUINE

Mus. F. RADCLIFFE

MI5S SHEILA RAFIEUDDIN
JOUN RANK

Tite HoN. MRS. M. RANK
MRS. P.RAVENSHEAR
DAVID R. RAWSON

MRs. DAvVID R. RAWSON

MAJOR-GENERAL SIR ROY REDGRAVE.KB.E, M.C.

LADY REDGRAVE
STEPHEN REDMAN
MRS. JANE REID

*Dr MARY E. T. REMNANT
MRS JANE RENTON
G.F.RENWICK

MRS, G. F, RENWICK
CHARLESRICE

MiISS JENNIER RICE
MRS. C. A. RICHARDS
*R. P. G. RICHARDS
Miss ANN RICHARDSON
I. P. RICKWORD

MHuS. 1. P. RICKWORD
*MRS. DAVID RIDLEY
Dk LEONE RIDSDALE
A, RiGnYy

MRS, A. RIGBY

Mus. JOANNA RILEY
MHS SHIREEN RITCHIE
ALAN RIVERS

M. RIVERS

Mis. M. RIVERS
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MRS, ELIZABETH ROBERTS
Miss M. J. ROBERTS
PUILLIP ROBERTS

M55 DAPHNE ROBERTSON
A. D, W, ROBINSON

Mus. A, D. W. ROBINSON
MRS, JUDITH ROBINSON
Miss JULIA ROBINSON

THE HON. MRS, STELLA ROBINSON
ROBERT ROBINSON

MRS, ROBERT ROBINSON
MRS, FRANCES M. W. ROBSON
R. ROBSON

Mgs. R. ROBSON

D.Rok

MRs. D Roc

MRS. JEAN ROE

MISS S, M. ROSKELL
THELADY ROSKILL

PETER ROS5

MRS. PETER ROSS

JAMIE ROsS

MRS, JAMILE ROSS

Muis. G. RUSSITER

MRs.R. ROTHBARTH
MISSCARLA ROUNDELL GREENE
*LLADY ROWAN

M55 ELISABETH ROWELL
HUGHROWLAKD

MRS, HUGH ROWLAND
*THE SECRETARY, THEROYAL HOSPITAL
MRS, R. A. RUBENS

MR=S. BELINDA RUDD
MALCOLMRUBDLAND

Miss ELIZABETH RUSSELL
D JEREMY RUSSELL
DEREK RUSSELL-STONEHAM
A RUSSETT

MRS. A. RUSSETT

MIsS M A.RyaN

Miss SOPHIA RYDE

PROFESSOR A. R. SACK
Mes. A. R. SACK
MARTIN SACKS
D.W.SAGAR

MRS, B M. SAGAR

*ST. JOUN'S CHURCH
SIMON SAINSBURY

MISS JEANNIE SAKOL

J. SAMMONS

MRS. ). SAMMONS

MISS E. SAMPSON

*Mnrs A C E SANDBLRG
LADY SANDILANDS

JOHN SANDOE

*MRS. PATRICIA SARGENT
J SASS00N

J SAUNDERS

PETER SAWDY

MRS. PETER SAWDY

S.T. SAYER

MRS. 8. T, SAYER
GERALD SCARFE

MRS. GERALD SCARITE
5. M. SCHICK
DUANESCHNEIDER

Miss H SCHULZE
HEINZ SCHUMI

Dr A. D SCOTLAND
*SIR NICHOLAS SCOTT. K B.I%.
ROBERT SCOTT

JOHN SCOTT-ADIE

Mis. JOUN SCOTT-ADIE
JOHN SEAGRIM

MRS. MARY SEED
PROFESSOR A. ), SEEDS
G. SELIGMAN

Mrs. G. SELIGMAN

MRS N-J. SELIGMAN
OLIVERSELLS

MRS, OLIVER SELLS
JAMES SERGEANT
RICHARD SEWELL

C. A SEYMOUR

MRS C. A, SEYMOUR
R.A. SuAre

Mnrs R. A, SHARP

MRS. ANNE SHAW

JAMES N. SHaw

MRS, ANNE SHAW.KENNEDY
DAMEBARBARA SHENFIELD, D.B.E.
MiSS GILLIAN SHEPHERD
MRS. AMANDA SHEPTIARD
“NED SHERRIN

D H. SHIRLEY

Mus D, H. SIIRLEY
MRS BETTINA SILVERWOOB-CORE:
T. M. SiMon

MRS, T, M. SIMON

MRS. PETER SIMONIS

J. L. SIMESON

MRS, J. L. SIMPSON

=B SimMs

*TUE REV. CHARLES SINNICKSON
L. G. SloHoLM

Mgs. L. G. SIOHOILM
MIsS Y VONNE SKELSEY
*C. H. A. SKEY

MisS JENNY SLAUGHTER
R. L. SLEIGHT

Mrs. R. L. SLEIGHT

THE VISCOUNT SLIM
MRS. C.E. SLIWINSKA

L. ). T SMALLBONE

MRS. L J. T SMALLBONI:
ADAMSaMITH

ANTHONY SMITH

G.P SMITH

*MRS, 1AN SMITH
STEPHENSMITH
STEVENSMITH

MuS, STEVEN SMITH
MRS. T, RAE SMITH
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W HAMMOND SMITH
MISS SUE SNELL

Miss P.E. SORRELL

A.J. SOUNDY

MRS, A, ), SOUNDY

*J. M. SOUTHERN

MRS, PETER SPARK

C. SPELLS

MRS, C. SPELLS

1. D_SPOIFFORTI

MRS, J, D. SPOIFORTH
MIsS INGRID SPRINGS
JOHN SPRINGS

Mus. GLORIA STACEY
MIsS FINOLA STACK
MIsS RUTHSTANTON

D, M. STEBBENS

Mrs. D M. STEBBENS
*MISS A. STENFERT-KROESE
NIGELSTENHOUSE
MICHAEL STEPHEN

MRS, MICHAEL STEPHEN
MRS, PAULINE STEPHENS
G. K. G. STEVENS

MRs. G. K. G. STEVENS
MISS N. STEVENS
ARNOLDSTEVENSON
MRS. A.J STONL
JOHNSTORKERSON
PETER STORMONTH DARLING
T . STRAIN

LADY D. STRATHCARRON
DENIS STRAUSS

MRS, P.STRAW

*]. A. STREETER

B V STRICKLAND

MRS, TESSA STRICKLAND
JOUNSTRIDE:

*T.DEB. H. STRIDL

MHuS, ANNETTLESTROVER
*DR. OLIVER STUTCHBURY
*Mus. OLIVER H. STUTCHHURY
D. F. SUMMER-COOKE
MRS. D. F, SUMMER-COOKE
MARTIN SUMMERS

Mi55 CLARE SUTTON
MRS. MARY B. SWAN

D. N. SWANSON

MRS, D. N, SWANSON
ANTHONY SYKLS

Miss KATRINA SYMONS

B.W.TANNER

DAVIDTATE

Mis. SARAH TATE

*LADY KENYA TATTON-BROWN
MRS. E. R. TAYLOR

CLLR. MRs. F. TAYLOR

Dr. G. W. TAYLOR

MRS, G, W. TAYLOR

Miss NATASHA TAYLOR

Mrs. DG, TEMPLETON
CHRISTOPHER TENNANT
MRS, CHRISTOPHER TENNANT
ROGER TETLOW

JOHN THACKER

Dr. D, J. THOMAS

A. B, THOMPSON

MRS. B, G. THOMPSON
DR. JAMES THOMPSON
LESLIE THOMPSON

MRS, LESLIE THOMPSON

*TuE REV. C. E. LEIGHTON THOMSON

*C.J. H. THORNIlILL
A_THORNTON

MHuS. A. THORNTON

M1SS JiLL THORNTON

Miss JEAN THORD

MRS CYNTHIA TOMKINS
ROGER TOOK

MRS, PAT CLEARY TOOK
Miss B. M. TOWLE, MBE.
THOMAS TROUBRIDGE
MISS JOSEPHINE TUMELTY
D. C. TURNER

MRS ELISABETH TURNER
PROFESSOR RALPH TURVLEY
PROFESSOR H. J. V. TYRRELL
DR. B. TYRRELL

LAWRENCE URQUHART
Mis. LAWRENCE URQUHART

F. A B. VALENTINE

MrS.E A B. VALENTINE
CONTEDI VALMARANA
CONTESSA DI VALMARANA
MIsS Y VONNE V ANDER HEUL
Dr.B.D, VAN LEUVEN
Mes. H. H. VARLEY
CLAUDIOVERA

PETER VERITY

NICHOLAS VESTER

DR, EMMA VESTER

SIR DEREK VESTEY

LADY VESTEY

Miss D E. W, VEY

M58 ELIZABETH VILLIERS
Dr. A. M. VINCENT

MRS, JILL M. VIRGIN

E. VON SCHMIDT

MRS. E. VON SCHMIDT
JOHN VON WENTZEL

D.B. WADDELL

DONALD WAGGONER

Mus. DONALD WAGGONIR
MISS SHEILA WAKELING

Mus. C. WALKER

Miss 0. M. WALKER

MRS. P. WALKER

THE HoN. NICHOLAS WALLOP

Miss H. WALTERS
DRKENNETHWALTERS
KENNETHWARD

JAMES WARDEN

MRS, JAMES WARDEN

P W.WARD-JACKSON
BrIAN WARDLE

MRS BRIAN WARDLE
MRS, JENNIFER WARE
MIss EVONNE WAREHAM
Mgs. GILLIAN WARR
MRS. E. H. WATERFIELD
MRS. ANTHONY WATERLOW
BASILWATERS

MRS. BASIL WATERS
DENNIS R.WATERS

MRS, A M. L. WATKINS
G.WATSON
MICHAELWAUGH
DR.LEONARD WAVERMAN
Mnus. E.J. WAY

LADY VICTORIA WAYMOUTH
L. WEIsS

Mus. L. WEISS

Mus. ANN WEST
DENYSR. M. WEST, B.A.
GEORGE WEST

MRS ANNE WESTWOOD
ANDREW WHATLEY

*JONATHAN WHEELER, M.A., B.5SC., FRICS.

MRS, GABRIELLE WHITE
MRS, K. WHITE

M. B. E. WHITE

Mus. M. B, E. WHITE
MRS, NIKKI WHITE-SMITH
MISS HILARY J. WILKES
Mis. M. R. WILKINSON
Dr.A. C. WILLIAMS
NICK WILLIAMS

MRS, NICK WILLIAMS
MRS, 8. M. A, WILLIAMS

ROGER WILLIAMSON

MRS, H. M. WiLsON

MISS SHENA WILLSON
*MRS. P WINER

Miss ELIZABETH 5. WINN
R.WINTOUR

MRS, R. WINTOUR

BRUCE WITHINGTON

MRS, BRUCE WITHINGTON
BRIAN WIZARD

MRS, BRIAN WIZARD

Miss HAZEL WooD

MRS, JOYCEM. WooD
AUSTIN WooDs

Mus. AUSTIN WoODs

Ivan K. J. WooDs

Dr.J C. WooLr

MRs. }. C. WooLr
THELADY WOOLF
CHRISTOrHER WOON

MRs. CHRISTOPHER WOON
Miss CECILY WORRALL
*SIR MARCUS WORSLEY. BT
*TiE HON. LADY WORSLEY
KENNETHF. WORTHINGTON, M A.
MRS, HELEN WRIGHT
ROBINWYATT

MRS, ROBIN WYATT
ROBINWYATT

JORNG. WyLLI:

MISS SAMANTHA WYNDIAM

MISS AMANDA J, YATES
MRS, KATE YATES
M15S M. ELIZABETH YOUNG

L. ZAGARI

MRS. L. ZAGARI

MISs L. A. ZANIA

JUSTINR. ZANODA MARTIN
MRs. P. A.ZoYorul.o

The Membership Secretary should be advised of any changes or

COTrections.

D. G. TEMPLETON THE HON. MRS. NICHOLAS WALLOP |
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