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CONSTITUTION

The Chelsea Society shall be regulated by the Rules contained in this Constitution.

I:Icsg Rutles shall come into force when the Society has adopted this constitution al a General
Meeting.

In these Rules the expression *‘cxisting’’ means existing before the Rules come into force.

OBJECTS

2. The Objects of the Society shall be to preserve and imprave the amenities of Chelsea particularly —

(@)
(b)

(c)
)

stimulating interest in the history, character and traditions of Chelsea;

encouraging good architecture, town planning and civicdesign, the planting and care of trees, and
the conscrvation and proper maintenance of open spaces;

secking the abatement of nuisances;

making representations te the proper authorities on these subjects,

MEMBERSHIP

3. Subject to the provisions of Rute 7, membership of the Society shall be open to all who are interested in
furthering the Objects of the Society.
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THE COUNCIL
There shall be a Council of the Society which shall be constituted in accordance with these Rules.
The Society shall elect not more than twelve members of the Socicty to be members of the Council,
'ghe mq;nbersol‘tthouncilsaeIer:lcd may ¢o-opt nol morethan four other persons Lo be members of the
ouncil.
The Officers 1o be appointed under Rule 5 shall also be members of the Council,
In thechoice of persons for membership of the Council, regard shalt be had, amongst other things,
lotheimportance of including persons known 1o have expert knowledge and experience of matters
relevant 1o Objects of the Socicly.
The Council shall be responsible for the day-to-day work of the Society, and shall have power to
take any action on behalf of the Sociely which the Councit thinks fit to take for the purpose of
furthering the Objects of the Society and shall make and publish every year a Report of the
acnivities of the Socicly during the previous year,
The Council shall meet at least four times in each calendar year,
A member of the Council wha 15 absent from two successive meetings of the Council without an
explanation which the Council approves shall cease to be a member of the Council.
Three of the clected members of the Council shall retire cvery second year, but may offer
themselves for re-clection by the Sociery.
Retirement urder the last-preceding parngraph shall be in rotation according to seniority of clection.
Provided that the first nine members 1o retire afier these Rules come into force shall be chosen by
agreement or, in default of agreement, by lot,
gas_ual vacanciesamong the elected membersmay be filled as soon as practicable by election by the
ociety,
One of the co-opted members shall retire every second year, but may be again co-opted.

OFFICERS
The Council shall appoint the following officers of the Sociely, namely—
{a} aChairman of the Council,
{b) a Vice-Chairman of the Council,
(¢) an Honorary Secretary or Joint Honorary Secretaries,
{d) an Honorary Treasucer and
(e) persons to Rl such other posts as may be established by the Council.
The terms of office of the Chairman and Vice-Chairman shall be three years and those of the other
Qfficers five years from the daie of appointment respectively. Provided nevertheless that the
appointment of the Chairman shall be deemed 10 terminate immediately afier the third Annuat
Genceral Meeling after his appointment.
The Officers shall be eligible for further appoiniments to their respective offices.
Nothing herein contained shall detract from the Officers’ right to resign during their current term.
By Resolution of amajority of its members the Council may rescind the appointment ofan Officer
during his 1¢rm of office for reasons deemed substantial,
As a Transitional Provision for the puspose of carrying out Rule 5 (2) the existing Officers shall
continue to serve within the provisions of this sub-rule,

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENTS
The Councilmayappoint amember ofthe Socicty to be President ol the Sociely for aterm of three

years, and may re-appoint him for a further term of Lhree years.
The Council may appoint persons, whoneed not be members of the Society, to be Vice-Presidents.

7. (b

(2}
)

3
3)

L}

{2

3
L]

(5)

(6)

0]

8

(%

o

(12)

10. (1)

(2}

SUBSCRIPTIONS
The Council shall prescribe the amount of the subscriptions to be paid by members of the Society
and the date on which they are due, and the period in respect of which they are payable,
Membership of the Socicty shall lapseif themember’s subscriptionis unpaid for six months after it
is due, but may be restored by the Council.
Uniil otherwise prescribed under this Rule, the annual subscription and the amouat payable for
life membership shall centinue to be payable at Lhe existing rates®,
Members are invited 10 pay more than the prescribed minimum, if possible.
Members who pay annual subscriptions are requesied to pay by banker’s order, unless they are
unwilling to give banker's orders,

GENERAL MEETINGS

Inthese Rules *'Generat Meeting '’ means a meeting of the Society which allmembersolthe Society
may altend.
The Council shall arrange at least one General Mceting every year, to becalled the Annual General
Meeting, and may arrange as many other General Meetings, in these Rules referred 10 as Special
General Mectings, as the Counci may think fir,
General Meetings shall take place at such times and places as the Council may arrange.
The President shall preside at any General Meeting at which heis present, and if heis not present the
Chairman of the Council or some person nominated by 1he Chairman of Lthe Council shall preside
as Acting President.

Any election to the Council shall be held a1 a General Meeting.

No person shall be etigible for the Council unless—

{i) he or she has been proposed and seconded by other members of the Society, and has

consenled o serve, and
(n) the names of the three persons concerncd and the fact of 1he consent have reached the Hon.
Secretary in writing at least two weeks before the General Mecting,

1f the Hon. Secretary duly receives more names for clection than there are vacancics, he shall
prepare voling papers for use at the General Meeling, and those persons who receive most votes
shall be declared elected.

The agenda for the Annual General Meeting shall include —

{a) treceiving Llhe Annual Report; and

{b) receiving the Annual Accounts.

Al the Annual General Meeting any member of the Sociely muy comment on any matier
mentoned i the Report or Accounts, and may, afier having given at least a week's notice in
writing 10 the Hon, Seccreiary, raise any maiter not mentioned in the report, if it is within the
Objects of 1he Socicty.

The President or Acting President may limit the duration of speeches.

During a speech on any question any member of the Sociely may move that the question be now
put, wilhout making a speech, and any other member may second that motion, without making a
speech, and if the motien is carried, the President or Acting President shall put the question
{orthwith,

ITany 20members of the Socicty apply tothe Councilin writing for aspecial Meeting of the Society,
the Council shall consider the applicalion, and may make it a condition of granting it that the
expense should be defrayed by the applicants.

TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS
The existing Council shall continue to act for the Society until a Council is formed under Rule 4,
Within five menths of the adoplion of the constitution the existing council shall arrange an
Annual or a special General Meeting at which the first election 10 the Council shall be held,
The existing Of ficers of the Society shall continue to serve until Officers arc appointed under Rule 5.

AMENDMENTS

These Rules may be amended by a two-thirds majority of the members present and voting at an
Annual or Special General Meeting, if a notice in writing of the amendment has reached
the Hon. Secretary at least two weeks before the General Meciing. Provided that nothing herein
contained shall authorise any amendment the effect of which would be to cause the Sociely at any
time to cease to be a Charity in Law.

The Hon, Secretary shall send notices of any such amendment tothe members of the Sociely before
the General Meeling.

WINDING-UP

11, Intheevent of the winding-up of the Society the available funds of the Socicty shall be transferred to such
one or mare charitable institutions having objects reasonably similar 1o those herein before deciared as shall
be chosen by the Council of the Socicty and approved by the Mecting of the Society at which the decision 10
dissolve the Sociely is confirmed.

*The existing rarc is £5 aanually payable on the st January. The annual hushand-and-wife rate is £7.
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The Annual General
Meeting

of the Chelsea Society
was held at The Chelsea College
(by kind permission of the Principal)
on Thursday, 12th November, 1981 at 8.00 p.m.

The Rt. Hon. Lord Chalfont, O.B.E., M.C., President of the Society, took
the Chair.

The Chairman welcomed to the meeting the Mayor ol Kensington &
Chelsea, Councillor Arnold Stevenson; the latter took the opportunity of
telling everyone present how he hoped to accompany the Lord Mayor of
London elect, Sir Christopher Leaver, from the Chelsea Old Town Hall to
Cadogan Pier on Saturday, 14th November, at 8.30 am, from whence they
would travel by water to the City, en route for the Mansion House ceremonies,
The Mayor said that he would be accompanied by many and various
representatives of Chelsea, and hoped his procession would invite public
support.

The Chairman then welcomed to the meeting the Principal of Chelsea
College, Dr. C. Phelps, and the Vice-Principal, Professor Tyrrell, thanking
them, and the Students® Union, for the use of their hall. The College was
offered the good wishes of the meeting in their present difficulties.

Following apologies for absence read out by the Secretary, the Chairman
signed the Minutes of the last Annual General Meeting, these beingapproved.

The Hon. Treasurer, Mr. W. Haynes, then presented his Annual Report,
and the Accounts for 1980 were adopted on the proposal of Colonel Rubens,
seconded by Mr. Jeffrey Frost. (Full report appears on page 51).

The Chairman then asked members present if they agreed to the
Resolution set out on the Agenda paper, with the object of amending the
Constitution. This sought to perpetuate the office of Vice-Chairman and to
regulate the periods of service of Officers of the Society. There being no
opposition, the Resolution was carried unanimously.

The Chairman of the Society, Mrs. Lesley Lewis, then presented her first
Annual Report (reproduced in full on page 15).

Immediately following this Lord Chalfont, on noting the arrival of the
former Chairman, Mr. Quentin Morgan-Edwards, thanked him for all the
hard work he had done for the Society during his five years in office.
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The Chairman’s Repori drew from the floor questions and comments on
the state of Chelsea Creek and on the Rectory in Old Church Street.

(a) Chelsea Creek

Lady Wynne-Jones asked the Chairman if he did not think that the Society
should reconsider its position with regard 10 its support for the infilling of
Chelsea Creek on the Hammersmith boundary. She considered that the use of
the Creek as a recreational waterway should be established and had spokento
both the G.L.C. and the P.L.A. along these lines. Mrs. Lewis, replying, said
that a recent visit to the site had showniit to be not only appallingly messy, but
also dangerous; the arca between the King's Road bridge and the dam was
dried out and full of old car batteries, old iron, etc, ; she felt that infilling of this
part was the best solution in the circumstances and it was hoped that the
Borough could persuade the Hammersmith Council to curb dumping in the
tidal arca below the dam, The Society valued the recreational possibilities
here.

(b) The Rectory Site

Mr. John Glen enquired whether the Society's recommendation that not
more than 15,000 sq. fi. of office space should be constructed on the old
Rectory site had been accepted; he wastold that adecision was now awaited on
the original Planning Application which the Society had supported, with the
proviso about the reduced office space, in its letter to the Borough Planning
Department of 22nd May 1981. Mr. David Eaders thought it most unlikely
that the Diocesan Fund would agree to reduce the size of the office
development scheme; furthermore, he understood that the Borough would be
unlikely to look after the garden properly from a security point of view, or to
maintain it; he envisaged it becoming a haunt of meths. drinkers and of
various unsavoury characters. He deplored the scheme as it stood. Mr.
Grimwade replied from the platform that he thought Mr. Enders had
overstated his case: when the plans had been exhibited last May, the proposed
office development on the north side was shown as being only two storeys high
and narrow through; the grounds could probably be closed at night.

The Mayor, when asked where the Borough Council stood in this matter,
said that in view of his position he was not able 1o speak on this point; he
referred it to Mr. Jonathan Wheeler who, as Chairman of the Borough's
Planning Committee and having a quasi-judicial function, could not go into
the matter before it came before the Planning Committee on |5t December.

Mrs. Lewis pointed out that the Society had only an advisory role in this
matter; she had, however, uaderstood that the Borough wouild accept the
garden with gratitude. Mr. Fergus Hobbs, of Glebe Place, supported Mr.
Enders’ argument, adding that Councillor Mrs. Hanham, the Deputy Leader
of the Council, when chairing a Working Party meeting which they had both
attended, had said that the Borough couid not police the garden, He thought
also that local residents did not need this open space, and certainly not the
additional traffic that an office block would engender: for this reason they
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would prefer not to see the garden taken into public ownership. Mrs. Bevan,
however, a resident of Upper Cheyne Row and a member of the Glebe Place
Residents’ Association, spoke very much in favour of a pleasant open space
being established and assured the meeting that other residents would also
welcome it. Councillor Mrs. Jardine made the point that while she did not
think that the Borough would provide a full-time attendant (or the garden at
present, that did not mean that it could not be adequately maintained. Mr.
Quentin Morgan-Edwards thought that the Chelsea Society would lose all
credibility if it were to oppose the establishment of a pleasant open space, and
from experience, one should not always presuppose vandalism. Lady Wynne-
Jones hoped that the Society would place on record its wish lor the Reclory
garden to remain an open space; Mr. Baden-Powell reiterated this and
emphasised that the chance to make it so must be taken now as it would not
recur. Councillor Neville Robinson, who lives in Old Church Street, did not
feel that the traffic problem had received enough emphasis; the redeveloped
cinemas brought more carsinto the area and office workers would only add to
the noise and congestion. He wished 10 see the garden retained, but did not
think the Rectory entirely suitable for offices. Mrs. Pocock emphasised again
the importance of limiting the office space: she considered that 15,000 sq. ft.
should be the absolute maximum. Toclarify the position, Mrs. Lewis read out
the letter which the Society had sent to the Borough Planning Office on 22nd
May 1981 containing its original representation for less office space, and by
which the Society still stood. Lord Chaifont said that the points on both sides
had now been thoroughly aired; members could rely on the Society to do all
possible to see that this local amenity was used to the best advantage for
Chelsea residents.

Mr. Arthur Grimwade, in reply 10 a question, said that he hoped more
lectures of local interest could be arranged in the future; in the meantime, he
hoped for members’ support for ROUNDABOQUT CHELSEA, to be held at
the National Army Museum on 25th November. He thanked Lord Chalfont
for taking the chair.

Lord Chalfont, in closing the meeting, paid tributeto Mr. Sam Carr's very
able editorship of the Annual Report over the past seven years. Not only had it
maintained a very high standard as a report of an amenity saciety, it was
absolutely first class by any standards.

13




Chairman’s Report

1. [Introduction

We are delighted that our President, Lord Chalfont, is here to chair this
meeting and also that he has accepted a further three-year term of office, His
time seems to have gone much too quickly and we warmly welcome his
continud leadership and co-operation.

1 took over from Quentin Morgan-Edwards as Chairman after last year’s
Annual General Meeting and [ must first pay a tribute to the Officers and
Council I inherited from him. They have been most helpful, as have the new
members elected in 1980, and if I do not mention them all individually it is not
that I do not appreciate their services. 1 thank them all. T must however
mention Arthur Grimwade who has made himself soindispensable thatinthe
amendments to the Constitution put before you tonight we proposed to
perpetuate the office of Vice-Chairman. In addition to being at my elbow for
consultation and advice he organised the excellent series of lectures we had in
the Spring and has been responsible for getting our recent notices 50 nicely
printed. Barbara Towle's work on the membershipand its records goes quietly
on all the time and her experience is invaluable in organising our circulations
and marshalling a team to save postage by delivering as many notices as
possible by hand. Bill Haynes, the Honorary Treasurer, has already spoken
for himself in presenting his accounts but his job, like Barbara’s, goes on all
the time and he is ever philosophical whether we give him much to treasure or
not. Planning matters have continued to be dealt with by our formidably
experienced Eileen Harris and Mark Dorman whose crisp words [ am sure are
taken to heart by the Borough Planning Officer, reinforced as they often are
by the expert views of our architect members Denis Broodbank and Hugh
Krall. Additional work such as the preparation of Minutes has fallen on
Patricia Gelley, lan Frazer and others in the absence of an administrative
secretary able to give as much time as did some in the past, and we are most
grateful to them. Joan Ashton, despite other commitments, had however
tided us over adifficult period and even though she felt she must resignin July
has kindly continued to act as ‘ ‘post-box'’ and we warmly thank her. Sheis, I
know, as delighted as we are that Miss Joyce Knight has now laken over from
her as Honorary Administrative Secretary. We have known Joyce for along
time as a doughty fighter in Tedworth Square battles, as well as a life-member
of the Society. We areindeed fortunate Lo have enlisted to this post someoncof
her professional attainments who is also experienced in the ways of amenity
societies. It is with great regret that we have to relinquish the services of Sam
Carr who has edited our annual reports for seven years. Their quality is the
best possible testimony 1o him and he has remained far tooanonymous. [hope
he will let his name be attached to the 1981 Report which will be his last. Qur
new Editor, Tom Pocock, is known to us and a much wider public for his
writings on Chelsea, naval history and much else besides. He and his wife
Penny, who is on our Council, have for years given the Society staunch
support and active help whenever needed. Wecanrely on Tomto maintainin
our reports the professional touch which has distinguished them throughout
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the Society’s history and we are most grateful to him for adding this task tohis
own heavy schedule of writing and travel. Speaking of annualreports [ have to
announce a very valuable contribution. Miss Furlong, a life-member,
undertook the indexing of them as a tabour of love some years ago. She has
now completed the index up to 1980and 1 hold two neat boxes of cards which
we must get translated into a form available for general consuhation.
Meanwhile we express our deep gratitude,

Asalwayswe haveappreciated the friendly help of Borough councillorsand
officials. Tosome extent it is the duty of a Society like ours to be a nuisance to
the authorities, to criticise their policies and deplore their decisions in no
uncertain terms! 1 think however that we try 1o understand each others’ points
of view and that our interchanges remain friendly and constructive. Mr,
Sanders, the Borough Planning Officer, and his staff, are untiring in
explaining things to us so that we far more often agree than disagree. Mrs.
Pratt and others at Chelsca Public Library are unfailingly helpful when we
visit the most necessary storage bay we are allowed there. At the Information
Office Mr. Erskine, before he retired this summer, and his colleague Mr.
Johnson, who fortunately remains, have done us innumerable kindnesses.
Whether we need enlightenment, or want Planning Applications made
available at weekends, or advertisement of our activities, or a place to talk
busitiess in, Mr, Johnson is our man and if he can do nothing clse for us his
shoulder is there to cry on. | do not know what we should do without him.

2. Membership

Our membership is at present 594
. Planning Matters

i. Chelsea Rectory and Garden

By far the most important current item is the future of the Rectory
and its garden in Old Church Street. Prebendary and Mrs. Loasby
have lived in and kept up this charming old house and garden at a
time when clergy all over the country have been finding such
commitments too much for them, They have opened their home to
all kinds of good causes and Chelsea’s debt to them isimmense. The
time has come however when Harold and Elspeth have had to move
to 29 Burnsall Street, and the old Rectory and garden are to be sold
for the benefit of the Diocesan Fund. The District Plan, on which
local forums, the Chelsea Society and others were consulted overa
tong period, provides that the garden should be one of the open
spaces to be brought into public use when the opportunity arises.
The Council of the Chelsea Society, under my predecessor Quentin
Morgan-Edwards, recognised that some degree of building on its
northern boundary might have to be accepted to finance the use of
most of the garden as public open space. This view was set out in a
Memorandum to the Borough Council in June 1980, stating the
limits which it was feit would be tolerable, This wasreferred tointhe
Chairman’s Report atlast year’s Annual General Meeting and at this
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year's Summer Meeting, while the relevant documents have been
incorporated in our Council Minutes. On 16 February 1981 the first
meeting was held ol a Working Party convened by the Borough
under the chairmanship of the Deputy Leader Mrs. Hanham, [t was
attended by Councillors David Collenette, Mrs. Anne Jardine and
Miss Massy; Prebendary Loasby, Mr. Donald Insall, architect, Mr.
David Biscoe, surveyor; Mrs. Elizabeth Hawkins, for Kensington
and Chelsea National Trust Association, Mrs. Anne Scott for
Chelsea Social Council, and myself lor the Chelsea Society; Mr.
William Bell for the GL.C was unable to be present but attended on
other occasions, Mr, Sanders, Borough Planning Officer and other
staff were present. The purpose was to consider guidelines for a
Planning Application to be submitted in due course by the Diocesan
Fund with a view to the sale of the property. At later meetings
evidence was taken from the organisers of the Adventure
Playground and from others, including Councillor Neil Kearney,
representing various interests involved in the future of the garden.
On 18 March Mr. Insall showed and explained plans for an office
block with 30,000 square feet of space, including the Rectory
building which would be preserved. He had taken account of
important trees to be retained and adapted his plans accordingly.
Mr. Biscoe for the Diocesan Fund said that if permission forsucha
Planning Application were granted the remainder of the garden
(about one and a half acres) could be dedicated to the Borough
Council in perpetuity as a public open space, A Public Meeting was
held at Chelsea Old Town Hall on 13 May for discussion of these
proposals and much opposition to them emerged, especially on the
grounds of increased trafficin Old Church Steet. The Council of the
Chelsea Society, having carefully considered the whole position,
decided to adhere to the terms of their 1980 memorandum, limiting
proposed office space to about a half of that now applied for. We
nevertheless greatly appreciated the offer of the garden to the public
and saw this as guaranteeing its future as well as adding to the open
spacein which Chelsea wasnotably deficient. A letter expressing our
views was sent to the Borough Planning Officer, but a decision on
the Planning Application has had to be postponed. Lessees of the
Church Commissioners occupying garage premises just outside the
northern boundary of the Rectory parden put in a planning
application for housing and this was totally incompatible with the
proposals for the Rectory site, The two branches of the Church’s
financial establishment havenow come to anagreement, resulting in
the withdrawal of the Planning Application for the garage site (58
Old Church Street). We understand that the original Planning
Application for the Rectory and garden can now be processed by the
Borough Planning Committee and would hope that the Borough
Council’s decision on it would be made in the next few months.

The Stowell Site in Britten Street

The development of this site has long been under consideration and
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vi.

was referred to in last year's Report, It was hoped then that the
Victorian/Edwardian brick office building on the south side could
be retained but it has now been demolished, The picturesque old
archway adjoining it has however survived. The Society supported
the Borough's refusal of planning permission to a company,
Kelejian, and presented evidence at a Public Inquiry on 24 March.
The Company's Appeal was upheld but, despite the loss of the
variegated brick building for which the Victorian Society pleaded
eloguently, the development does not appear highly obtrusive.

The Methodist Church Site, The King's Road

It is good news that building is soon to go ahead on the bomb-site
adjoining in Chelsea Manor Street, for it has had to remain empty
for a very long time. The Society welcomes the plans for flats for the
elderly and for a pastoral and Welfare Centre, and we wish the
Minister, Mr. David Horton, every success with the Appeal for
funds which has now been launched.

The Pheasantry, The King's Road

The emergence of the restored facade, triumphal arch, quadriga,
caryatids and eagles is so spectacular that the name might well be
changed to *“The Phoenixry''. Many younger Chelsea residents can
never before have seen, and must be astonished by, the eccentric
elegance which redeems the dullness of the street frontage at this
point. Nearby residents are apprehensive of additional noise and
parking difficulties caused by the restaurants planned for the
building. I can only emphasise that the Society consistently supports
the Borough in resisting late licences incompatible with the
amenities of what is still a closely populated residential area. We
hope that any new Pheasantry restaurant will be worthy of a
welcome and distinguished piece of architectural restoration, and
the work on the statuary by Timothy Whidborne.

The Lots Road General Improvement Area

Unfortunately, progress in rehabilitating housing and providing
new open space has been delayed yet further by government
limitations on expenditure. It is hoped that the riverside open space
will be open to the public before the end of this year. The Society is
keeping a waichful eye on developments and a detailed comment by
Neil Kearney, one of the Councillors for South Stanley, the Ward
within which the G.I.A. lies, will appear in the Annual Report.
{See p. 46)

Chelsea Creek

The Society has been in constant touch with the Borough on its
proposal to purchase and fill in for use as depot the non-tidal part of
the Creek on the Hammersmith boundary. Our visit to the site
convinced us that infilling with appropriate material to a good
standard was the only feasible treatment for the appalling mess and
dereliction which now disfigures the area. Dumping from over the
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border, which the Borough cannot control, unauthorised dumping
onitsown territory, thedangers of pollution from old car-batteries,
and the multitude of commercial interests involved, make the
Borough's job a daunting one. Nevertheless we shall continue to
urge that the cleaning-up should include improvement of the
condition of the banks of the tidal section and the maintenance of
the flow, witha view to futurerecreational uses. Wenotetoothatthe
old lamp and signalinstallations of the West London Railway,and a
disused conveyor, have a period character which would enhance the
interest of an amenity area if they could be preserved, and we hope
they will be,

vii. The Chenil Gallery

We received protests from some vigilant members at the
announcement in February that the Borough was selling the
freehold of the Gallery for £65,000. It will be remembered that a few
years ago there was a reorganisation of the Borough’s Chelsea
propertiessoastoconcentratealldepartmentsas much as possiblein
the new Kensington Town Hall. This included the transfer of the
Library building to Chelsea College, the Library’s move to Chelsea
Old Town Hall, and the letting of the Chenil Gallery on a 99-year-
lease to a commercial concern. There were still 96 years of the
Gallery’s term to run so the sale of so distant a reversion might seem
of mere technical interest, and we recognise the financial
stringencies that dictated it. The Chelsea Society however hasa duty
to look far ahead, and we must register regret at the surrender for
ever of a freehold in the old civic heart of Chelsca. Nevertheless we
thank the present owners for providing an appropriate setting for
Epstein’s unfinished relicf of a sun-god, a gift to the Borough from
his widow and never as vet exhibited here.

4. West London Traffic Reform

Many members will recall our campaign in 1972 against the building of the
West Cross Route motorway along Cheyne Walk and, this threat having
apparently receded, our alarm at more recent proposals for a smaller West
London Relief Road along much the same route. This time there was even
more widespread concern not only about the effect on the riverside but also
that a new road, instead of bringing local relief, might attract more traffic
altogether. Instead of mounting a campaign on our own we therefore
enrolled the Chelsea Society as one of the 48 constituent associations of an
umbrella group called West London Traffic Reform or WLTR for short.
Betty Woolf, a member of our Council, is one of its three very active co-
ordinators and 1 represent the Chelsea Society at meetings when required, On
traffic matters we were represented by WLTR's consultant at the Kensington
and Chelsea, Wandsworth and City of Westminster District Plan Inquities.
At the latter, the proposed Vauxhall Bridge Northern Approach Underpass
was successfully opposed, on the grounds that it would have channelled yet
moretrafficonto Chelsea Embankment. Thisapparently rather distant threat
was highly relevant to the interests of Chelsea. Its removal is a very good
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example of the kind of negative success which is often the greatest triumph of
an amenity society, though it tends to get little credit for something which,
owing to foresight, is never allowed to happen! On the positive side however
WLTR can also claim some success, Proposals for a new road being at present
in abeyance, our efforts have been directed to the enforcement and extension
of a night ban on heavy lorries on the Earls Court, Gunter and Edith Grove,
and Chelsea Embankment corridor. The public increasingly endorses this
policy and we feel that the Borough has wide support for enforcement of the
ban, which now operates from 9 pm to 6 am.

3. Activities

The Summer Meeting was held at Hurlingham Club on 1 July with about
120 members attending, and in the presence of the Mayor and Mayoress. We
had the use of the ballroom, and Mr. Marcus Binney, Architectural Editor of
Country Life, pave a talk on “*Georgian Thames-side Villas.”” Hurlingham
House was originally one of these and Mr, Binney described how prominent
men, who needed tobein touch with Court and Parliament, evolved miniature
couniry seats which were much less formal than their ancestral ones. They
were carefully designed, beautifully furnished, with landscaped grounds
giving delightlul views of the river. They flourished mainly from the early
cighteenth to the early nineteenth century, but their history and social
function have to be picced together from contemporary sources since nearly
all have now disappearcd. After Mr. Binney's most interesting talk members
dispersed to a Bar specially provided for us, and explored the grounds on what
was fortunately a reasonably fine evening,

Bykind permission of the Director, Mr, William Reid, whoisalsoamember
of our Council, three lectures werearranged at the National Army Museum by
Arthur Grimwade. The first, by Mr. John Malle1 of the Victoria and Albert
Museum, was on ‘‘Chelsea Porcelain and the Factory Site'' on 4 February.
This was of great interest to Chelsea residents, particularly those who lived in
Lawrence Street and had seen specimens of pottery actually dug up in gardens
nearby. On 4 March Miss Hermione Hobhouse, Secretary of the Victorian
Society and the author of a standard work on Thoinas Cubitt, spoke on this
*“Victorian Master Builder and his Chelsea Neighbours.” Of particular
interest were her descriptions and slides of actual building operations on a
scale anticipating modern times, Mr. Michael Upward, Secretary of the
Mectropolitan Gardens Association, on 1 April, dealt with *‘ Treesin Towns'’,
something which struck chords of sympathy with all those who watch over the
amenities of Chelsea. His slides showed vividly where the right kinds of trees
were in the right place. All the speakers answered the numerous questions
most patiently.

6. The Society's Records

Our old Minute Books, spare copies of Annual Reports, extinct files and
about 200 old printing blocks long ago overflowed the houses of Chairmen
and Secretaries and we had a cupboard in the old Chelsea Library in Manresa
Road, Whenthe Library moved a few years ago to the Otd Town Hall we were
given a new allotment of shelves for which we are most grateful. Even there
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however space is at a premium, and in consultation with the Librarian, we
agreed that we must part with the blocks used for illustrations to our Annual
Reports. Owing tochanges in printing techniques they are obsolete and are no
longer asked for by people wanting reproductions made. We were reluctant to
throw them out as scrap but found that the Greater London Industrial
Archacological Society could use them with old printing equipment which
they rescue and preserve. Suitable arrangements as to copyright were made
and asplendid enthustast, Mr, Rule, came and took the whole very heavyload
away and gave us £10. We had more old Reporis than we could ever need so
Joan Hayes, Patricia Gelley and Mark Dorman sorted and listed them. Our
member Francis Marsden arranged for us to put them on sale with Mr,
Burnard of Chelsea Rare Books, to whom we are most grateful, and the
Society got about £30 and some welcome advertisement out of this. We have
also been able to make up complete sets for the Society because, owing to the
war, a few numbers were missing. A former Secretary, Miss Daphne Sanger,
generously replaced them from her own set, and we now have bound volumes
up to 1980, held by me as Chairman, and a duplicate unbound set in our filing
cabinet in Chelsea Library. The Reference Library itself has complete bound
and unbound sets which can be consulied there, A few miscellaneous old
papers, unconnected with the Society’s affairs, were sold to a well-known
autograph dealer, Winifred Myers, for £10, and she hassince givenus £60 fora
characteristic and pleasing letter from Virginia Woolf to Reginald Blunt,
1934, refusing an invitation to speak at the Summer Mceting. The Council
agreed that it was advisabletosellthis whileithad interest ratherthan leaveitin
the files indefinitely.

7. Croshy Hall, Cheyne Waik

In 1975 the Directors of Crosby Hall launched an Appeal for funds to build
additional study-bedrooms and improve the facilities and accommodation
generally. Owing to the worsening financial climate the aims had to be
restricted to forming a new lecture/dining-room in the basement,
modernising and reorganising the kitchens and refurbishing the existing
bedrooms. The Chairman of the Appeal Council, Lord Scarman, gave
invaluable leadership and much personal effort to the fund-raising, ably
supported by Mrs. Joan Heath as honorary secretary, with a splendidly active
committee. The architect whose firm undertook the work was Mr. Emil
Godfrey, son of the late Walter Godfrey whose distinguished name appearsso
often in old Chelsea Society Reports in connection particularly with Crosby
Hall and the Old Church. This continuity of historical knowledge,
sympathetic and generous help is something for which we in Chelsea must be
truly grateful. Having raised over £100,000, the Appeal is now wound up, the
building work completed, and wecongratulate all those concernedinensuring
that Crosby Hall keeps abreast of the times and continues to welcome women
from all over the world who are pursuing advanced studies in London. There
arc at present about B0 students in residence and as usual all kinds of activities
flourish under this hospitable and mainly mediaeval roof,

8. Civic Pride
The Lord Mayor, Sir Christopher Leaver, lives in Chelsea and so does our

21




Mayor, Councillor Arnold Stevenson. Hence we had our own special piece of
pageantry Lo mark the Lord Mayor's Show on 14 November. Sir Christopher,
accompanied by City dignitaries, the Mace and Sword borne before him,
walked in procession with the Lady Mayoress and our Mayor and Mayoress
from Chelsea Old Town Hall down Oakley Street to Cadogan Pier. A military
band and escort put up a fineshowand our own Councillorsin their biue robes
stepped out smartly. Although proceedings started at 8 a.m. and the Lord
Mayor embarked on his launch for his journey to the City before 9a.m. there
was a good sprinkling of loyal Chelsea Society members to wave greetings.
The ascending pomp of the great day was sweetly initiated by a Guard of
Honour of Girl Guides and Brownies on the steps of the Old Town Hall.

The Mayor of Kensington and Chelsea is laying particular stress on the
River during his year of office. On a remarkably chilly 16 July he received at
Cadogan Pier the competitors for Dopgett’s Coat and Badge, the first time
that the end of this historic race has been celebrated in this way. It was
therefore all the more suitable that in the Lord Mayor’s Chelsea procession,
and on board his and the escorting launches, the lovely pure scarlet of the
Doggett livery should strike the most brilliant note of colour. Wecongratulate
our Mayor on arranging these imaginative ceremonies for Chelsea and hope
he enjoyed them as much as we did.

9. Dovehouse Green

I have kept the nicest item for theend. Mr. Reginald Grenfell has given £150
to the Borough fromthe Joyce Grenfell Memorial Fund to bespent on bulbsto
be planted this autumn in Dovehouse Green. This is a charming and
imaginative way of commemorating her and we are particularly pleased that
Mr. Grenfell consulted us about the plan. Joyce Grenfell petformed the
opening ceremony for our Jubilee effort in 1977, when we rehabilitated the
Old Burial Ground, and that will be long remembered. When the irises,
daffodils, tulips and crocuses come up in the Spring we shall again be
reminded of the kindly interest she and her husband took in the scheme.

The Carlyles at Cheyne Row

by Peter Quennell

The marriage of Jane and Thomas Carlyle, solemnized in October, 1826,
lasted until 1866, and before they plighted their troth, both husband and wife
had expressed the deepest hesitations. ‘‘Without great sacrifices on both
sides’*, Carlyle had written, **the possibility of our unionis anempty dream™’;
while Jane had declared in 1823, *“Your Friend I will be . . . but your Wife!

Never, never!”’

To some extent the obstacle they confronted was social and economic.
Jane was ““an ex-spoilt child*, brought up by an adoring mother in Scottish
middle-class society, well educated, attractive, equally proud, we are told, of
her Latin and her eyelashes; whereas Carlyle’s father was a rustic stonemason
who had later taken up farming. Thomas had made himself a historianand a
writer by dint of his own laborious efforts, but in the process he had ruined his
health and suffered perpetually from dyspepsia, insomnia, and a host of
nervous ills, Jane admired him, but felt that she could not love him,

Yet the rough peasant-scholar and the volatile middle-class girl had
somehow drifted inte marriage, and as a middle-aged woman, Jane would
write to a favourite cousin, explaining what she thought had happened: “‘In
virtue of his being the least unlikable man in the place, | let him dance
attendance on my young person, till I came to need him — all the same as my
slipperstogotoaballin, or mybonnet to go out towalk. When I finally agreed
to marry him, [ cried excessively and felt excessively shocked — but if I had
then said no he would have left me.”’

For the first few years of their marriage, she accepted the consequences of
her decision bravely. In 1828 theymoved from Edinburgh to thelonely farm of
Craigenputtock, where thesilence was so profound that they could often hear
sheep cropping in the field outside. During the winter months, a deeper hush
descended, and the snow piled up against the door: when they opened it, a
mountainous drift would sweep like an avalanche across the flagstones of the
kitchen.

Finally, in 1834, Carlyle having at last published Sartor Resartus, they felt
rich enough to move south, The London house they chose was Number 5
Great Cheyne Row (today Number 24 Cheyne Rowy), a largish Queen Anne
house close to the river Thames, which at that period still retained the muddy
fore-shore that Whistler and Walier Greaves painted, where barges and
sailing boats lay beached on its verge, amid decrepit wharves and ramshackle
wooden jetties. They were to spend the rest of their lives in that house, There
Jane Carlyle’s body was brought after her sudden death in 1866; and there, an
embittered, disconsolate sage, Carlyle died in 1881.

For me the long years they spent at Cheyne Row have a special interest. 1
amtheir next-door neighbour, and rarely a day passes when [ am not somehow
reminded of them. Chelsea itself has changed. It is no longer a secluded
suburb, full of trees and ancient houses; late-Victorian buildings have
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swamped the ‘“‘hawthorn lanes’’, meadows, and market gardens that once
cxiended beyond the King’s Road toward Kensington and Knightsbridge.

Yet Cheyne Row keeps much of its quictude, and the Carlyles' house
preserves its cloistral, somewhat gloomy atmosphere. Most of the changes it
has undergone since it was erected in the year 1708 — by a speculative builder
who had bought up the bowling green of a demolished manor house — were
made by the Carlyles themselves, Jane was no respecter of carly cighteenth-
century panelling. Perhaps because she liked to think of herself as modern, or
because sheidentified the depression that Carlyle frequently radiated with the
sombre background of their old-fashioned house, or perhaps because she
dreaded the bugs that often hid behind antique woodwork, she removed the
panelling from many walls and substituted, if she could afford it, prettily
flowered wallpaper.

From Number 26 Cheyne Row, our view of the Carlyles’ house is

paticularly absorbing. Just below, as we look to theright across an antiquated
red-brick wall, lies the strip of garden where Carlyle, on surnmer evenings,
used to smoke his clay pipe, which he stored in a crevice between the bricks, A
photographtakenin 1857, shows himseated nearthegarden door, wearing the
tall-crowned, large-brimmed black hat that shadowed his then grey-bearded
visage; little Nero, Jane's dog, is comfortably spread-cagled beside his chair.
Nero, who is buried in the garden, was an important member of the Carlyle
household and appears in a series of dramatic tales. There was one occasion,
Jane relates, when the intrepid animal tried to fly:
For a first atternpt his success was not sobad . . . and tho' he did plash down
on the pavement at the fcet of an astonished Boy he broke no bones, was only
quitestunned. . . . It wasafter break fast, and he had beenstandingat the open
window, watching the birds — one of his chief delights — while Elizabeth was
“*dusting out™ for Mr. C. Lying in my bed, [ heard thro’ the deal partition
Elizabeth scream; **oh God! oh Nero!"' and rush downstairs likea strong wind
out at the street door, I sat up in my bed aghast — waiting with a feeling as of
the Heavens falling till I heard her reascending the stairs and then [ sprang to
meet her in my night shift. She was white as a sheet, ready to faint . . . “*Ishe
killed?"’ [ asked. . . . Mr. C. came down from his bedroom with his chin all
over soap and asked, **has anything happened to Nero?** ““Oh Sir he must
have broken afl his legs, he leapt our at your window!’* **God bless me!’’ said
Mr. C. and returned to finish his shaving.

His mistress adored him, and his master valued his company. Nero
regularly followed Carlyle on his long crepuscular walks through Chelsea —
““little dim-white speck of Life, of Love, Fidelity and Feeling; girdled by the
Darkness of Night Eternal’’ — while the sage meditated, as he trudged the
streets, upon the evils of the modern world and his own forlorn existence, or
thought of the sleepless hours that awaited him once he had plodded back to
his solitary bed.

In the same photograph, a clump of bushes and a small tree occupy the
right-hand side. They conceal a homely domestic office. From our upper
windows we lock down upon a modest flat-roofed structure, This is the
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household privy. The Carlyles, while they occupied Number 5, had no kind of
interior sanitation; and as both of them seem to have suffered from
perpetually disordered livers, and Carlyle was constantly being dispatched to
the chemist’s shop in search of the powerful laxative called **blue pills,*’ the
fact that they had only an unheated outdoor privy on wet and windy London
days must have caused them much acute discomfort.

Another odd thought is how many of the Carlyles’ troubles originated in
the house we now inhabit. For them it was an almost legendary place, peopled
by a series of demonic families whose principal purpose, so far as Jane could
make out, was to prevent Carlyle from writing. The carliest, a rather genteel
family called Lambert, arrived in 1839. With them, alas, they had brought a
parrot, which, when they carried it into the garden, screcched under Carlyle's
window, so that he *“fairly sprang to his feet, declaring he could *neither think
nar live’."’ Jane then composed a diplomatic note, and the parrot was
removed.

Worse came when one of the Misses Lambert started taking musiclessons,
both vocal and instrumental. Carlyle was working then on the first floor, and
only a thin wall divided him from the sitting room — it is still our sitting room
— that the Misses Lambert used. His paticnce was limited; his hatred of any
kind of noise had already developed into an obsession; and one morning he
suddenly left his table, seized the poker, and delivered a couple of tremendous
blows on the wall *exactly opposite where he fancied the young Lady seated™’.
Thedeepsilence that followed lasted **for the next twelve hours’’. But neither
thisdrastic action nor a polite exchange of notes could quite subdue the Misses
Lambert, and intermittent **squallings’’ and tinklings continued to torment
Carlyle — he was then toiling at Past and Present and his monumental book on
Oliver Cromwell — throughout 1842 and 1843,

Even worse than the musical Lamberts were some of the families who
succeeded therm — the Roncas, a bohemian Irish family who, besides noisily
carpentering in the back garden and hanging out their squalid household
laundry, kept a parrot, dogs, and chickens. After much diplomacy and some
stern threats, they were at last reduced to order. But then in 1865, the year
before Jane’s death, another fearful blow descended. The latest tenant, “‘a
very mysterious ‘dressmaker’, '’ seemed a retiring, inoffensive person. But
she had lodgers who proved to be more troublesome, and early one morning
Mrs, Carlyle made a hideous discovery. As she wrote in a letter on December
25

For years back there has reigned over all these gardens a heavenly quiet —
thanks to my heroic exertions in exterminating nuisances. . . . Figurethenmy
horror, my despair, on being waked one dark morning with the crowing of a
cock, that seemed to issue from under my bed! . . . Ilay with my heart in my
mouth. . . listening for Mr. C.’s foot stamping frantically, asef old. . . .and
there was asight tosee —aragged, irish-looking hen house . . .and sauntering
to and fro nine goodly hens, and a stunning cock!

Once apain she managed to intervene and arranged *‘that the cock should
beshut upinacellar. . . fromthreeinthe afternoon till ten in the morning'”,
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by which time Mr. C. would have retired to the dismal soundproof room that
he had now had built on the top floor. Jane, whose character evidently
included a certain touch of masochism, must somehow have relished such
domestic dramas. She had thought of writing a novel, she admitted,, about the
“‘mysteries’’ of Number 6, and used to amuse her friend Charles Dickens with
the curious stories she told him of the house and its inhabitants, Dickens
believed that they would make an excellent book. He had always admired her
gifts — *‘none of the writing women came near her at all”’, he said, and asa
man who enjoyed the companionship of the opposite sex, he found her more
than usually attractive. Not only, noted his biographer John Forster, did Mrs.
Carlyle entertain him, she inspired a deeper sentiment: *‘there was something
beyond, beyond'’ — an element of physical and emotional sympathy.

Indeed, long after she had lost her logks and had become elderlyand gaunt
and haggard, Jane wasstilicharming, and many of the distinguished men who
presented themselves at Number 5 Cheyne Row arrived (o visit Jane alone.
Both the Italian patriot Givseppe Mazzini and the French exile Godelroy
Cavaignace (one of the leaders of the left wing under Charles X and Louis
Philippe) had undoubtedly conccived a romantic affection for their hostess,
and their [ove was, tosome extent, returned. She also had theadoration of the
aging Leigh Hunt, who, with his untidy children and his feckless and difficult
wife, lived in Upper Cheyne Row around the corner.

Marianne Humi, whom Byron had once so cordially detested, had
apparently taken to the bottle, and the Hunts led animprovident and harassed
cxistence. Hunt — **a pretty man,” Carlyle remembered, **. . . with the
airiest kindly style of sparkling talk’® — often took refuge at Number 5 from
the squalid confusion of his own home, **He would lean on his elbow against
the mantelpiece . . . and look around him . . ., before taking leave for the
night: *as if I were a Lar’, said he once, ‘or permanent Household God here!”
. . . Another time, rising from this Lar attitude, he repeated (voice very fine)
as if in sport of parody, yet with something of very sad perceptible: ‘ While I to
sulphurous and penal fire' — as the last thing before vanishing.’” Among
Hunt’sbest-known poemsis the graceful triolet ** Jenny Kissed Me”’, which he
addressed to Jane when she had surprised him by jumping from her chair to
throw her arms around him as he entered.

Both the Carlyles, despite their quirks and prejudices, were fond of
entertaining newcomers. Since the publication of Sartor Resartus, Carlyle
had become a literary lion, and Jane, for all her caustic asides, was pleased o
see *‘the host of my husband's lady admirers” gathered about him in her
presence. There was Harriet Martineau, the famous political economist,
holding out her ear trumpet *‘with a pretty bilushing air of coquetry’’, and
fater, the novelist Geraldine Jewsbury, lying on the carpet at the great man's
feet.

Nor were the Carlyles averse to fashionable society, though Jane often
criticized its arrogance and extravagance. Sherecordsin a letter to her mother,
written on 7 April 1839, that a week previously “‘the sound of a whirlwind
rushed thro’ the street,” and there stopt with a prancing of steeds and footman
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thunder at this door, an equipage, all resplendent with sky-blue and silver

. whence emanated Count d'Orsay’’. The renowned exquisite had
behaved in a particularly gracious manncr, while his host, never casy to
impress, had displayed a solid homespun dignity.

A sight it was to make one think the millennium actually at hand, when
the lion and the lamb, and all incompatible things should consort together.
Carlyle in his grey plaid suit . . . looking blandly at the Prince of Dandies;
and the Prince of Dandies on an opposite chair, all resplendent as a diamond-
beetle, looking blandly at him. D’Orsay is a really handsome man, after one
has heard him speak and found that he has both wit and sense; but at first
sight his beauty is of that rather disgusting sort which seems to be like genius
“‘of nosex"’. And this impression is greatly helped by the fantastical finery of
his dress; sky-blue satin cravat, yards of gold chain, with white French
gloves, light drab greatcoat lined with velvet of the same colour, invisible
inexpressibles, skin-coloured and fitting like a glove.

Number 5 was seldom a dull house yet during the last twenty years of the
Carlyles’ occupation, their life was darkly overshadowed. As carly as 1846
Jane had begun to doubt whether she still retained her husband’s love; and in
the 1850s she could not help acknowledging that Mr. C., who had previously
appeared indifferent 1o all women *'as women’’, had developed a Platonic
infatuation for a famous Lonadon hostess, the Junonian Lady Ashburton,
and often willingly deserted Cheyne Row to spend his evenings in her
company. Meanwhile Jane’s health was gradually breaking down,
undermined by the enormous doses of henbane and morphia that, as a
remedy for her chronic sleeplessness, she had been taking night after night
since she reached the age of forty-five, Sometimes she feared she might be
going mad, and in 1863 a minor street accident resulted in months of
excruciating pain.

It was a disastrous marriage — that is at least the conclusion we draw
from the Carlyles’ letters. James Anthony Froude, a close friend and the
author of a four volume biography that appeared between 1882 and 1884,
asserts that it was never consummated; and certainly Jane exhibited many of
the traits of a disappointed and embittered woman whose emotional
grievances found vent in a long succession of psychosomatic maladies. Yet
was she qguite so miserable as she often liked to pretend? Though she would
speak of ‘‘the Valley of the Shadow of Marriage'' and expatiate at length
upon her daily woes, both the Carlyles, we must remember, possessed a keen
dramatic sense.

For them their checkered married life was an absorbing tragicomedy.
Carlyle needed something to grumble about, apart from the current evils of
society and the general turpitude of modern mankind, while Jane required a
constant supply of subjects on which she could excrcise her sharp-edged wit,
As a born novelist who had failed to write a book, she may have half enjoyed
their misadventures. Her references to her remarkable husband are
sometimes tartly disparaging, even downright acrimonious. Yet itisclear not
only that she admired him, bui that he had aroused in her a deep devotion, a
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feeling that soon transcended any youthful dreams of ordinary human
happiness.

Both were proud, and both were lonely. During what Carlyle afterward
called their *‘sore life-pilgrimage’’, they became inseparable fellow
travellers. Jane, however, did not cease to fret against his atrabilious egotism
— when she was angry, observed a critical acquaintance, she had *“*a tongue
like a cat’s, which would take the skin off at a touch’* — and her husband
was generally far too busy to give her the attention she demanded. Not untit
he had finally lost her, and had epened her private papers, did he begin to
understand her secret sufferings,

Thus the long marriage of Jane and Thomas Carlyle was ncither happy
nor unhappy. Although its moments of desperate wretchedness probably
outnumbered its occasional hours of sunshine, Jane’s earliest letters, in
which she addresses Cartyle as her “*Goody, Goody, dear Goody” and
promises him — she is staying at her mother’s house — **to makeit all up to
you in kisses’' when she returns to Craigenputtock, are scarcely more
affectionate in tone than the last she ever posted, Written on April 21, 1866,
this letter is headed simply **Dearest.””

That afternoon, she drove through Hyde Park, taking a friend’s little
dog, and when she put it out for a run, it was knocked over by a passing
carriage. She dismounted and, finding that it was unhurt, told the coachman
to complete their journey. But later he noticed that she was sitting
motionless, her hands, ‘‘palm uppermost the right hand, reverse way the
left”’, lying quietly upon her lap. She was dead, Killed by a heart seizure; and
her body was presently carried back to Cheyne Row, 10 the bed with red
hangings she had inherited from her mother and in which she had herseff
been born. Today, the house that the Carlyles occupied still has a hushed and
solemn air, but both its custodians have assured me that they have never felt
that it was haunted; nor does the smaliest spectral influence extend to the
adjacent ‘*house of mysteries’. I have listened in vain for the sound of
Thomas Carlyle’s poker thundering against the sitting-room wall.
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Stanley Grove

by Alex Evans

Chelsea readers of The Times may remember a correspondence some
months ago about the buildings and the eight acres of ground between the
Fulham Road and the King’s Road at the west end of Chelsea which had been
the home of the College of St. Mark and St. John for 130 years, With the
threat of the eight-line fly-over of the proposed West Cross route over its new
buildings, the College had emigrated in 1973 to Plymouth. The GLC had
purchased the estate but did not know quite what to do with it and eventually
sold it to Chelsea College. Situated at the far end of the King's Road and well
beyond the *‘S’” bend, the College was never very well-known to Chelsea
residents, although Canon Cromwell, the then principal, was Mayor of
Chelsea. He was largely instrumental in ensuring the closure of the Cremorne
Gardens becausc of their demoralising influence and obtained an injunction
againsi the exhibition opposite the College of a balloon used during the siege
of Paris in the Franco-Prussian war, The Chelsea Society first visited the
College sometime around 1960 and many members were surprised o
discover such a charming house and such extensive grounds behind the high
and rather forbidding wall along the King's Road, as well as the other two
‘listed’ buildings, the Chapel and the Library.

Stanley Grove was not, however, the first house on the site, A house
called Brickills stood there in the late sixteenth century and was owned by Sir
Arthur Gorges, a friend of Edmund Spenser whose poem Daphnaida
mourns the death of Gorges' wife in 1590. Gorges commanded the Wast
Spite on which Sir Walter Raleigh sailed as Vice-Admiral on the Islands
Voyage. Knighted on his return, Gorges built Brickills on the fields of West
Chelsea. Sir Arthur died in 1625, and in 1637 his house went 10 his daughter,
the wife of Sir Robert Stanley, from which, of course, we have Stanley
Grove, Stanley Bridge and the Stanley Arms. The Stanley family died out
with the death of William in 1691, He had started to rebuild the house in the
contemporary style but it remained uncompleted until 1696.

In 1729 it was occupied by Thomas Arundell of Wardour and then by
Admiral Sir Charles Wager, enriched by his capture of part of the Spanish
Treasure Fleet at Cartagena in 1708, He later became Treasurer to the Navy
and died at Stanley Grove in 1743. In 1777 Stanley Grove was purchased by
the Countess of Strathmore who had been widowed in the previous year.,
Good-looking, though somewhat inclined to stoutness, and with an annual
income of £20,000, she was evidently very marriagable even though a
successful suitor would have to take with her a family of five children.
Certainly the Honourable George Grey and Mr. Andrew Storey, a half-pay
lieutenant, thought so. Storey actually fought a duel in the Adelphi with the
editor of the Morning Post because of the gossip recorded in the paper about
the Countess and George Grey, Little knowing that she was to be the great-
great-great-great grandmother of Queen Elizabeth the Second, the Countess
decided to marry the half-pay lieutenant, and took up residence at Stanley
Grove where, we are told, she collected cats, wrote verses, entertained
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literary men and covered acres of ground with hot-houses and
conservalories.

Storey took his wife’s family name of Bowes but his apparent failure to
secure control of her fortune exposed her to his threats and cruelty. She
decided therefore to seek the greater safety of Grosvenor Square after three
years in Chelsea, but her husband kidnapped her and took her to Burham.
On being pursued by her would-be rescuers, her husband rode with her
pillion across the countryside, only to be overtaken and caught. The
Countess returned to London and Mr, Bowes died miserably in gaol.

In 1780 The Countess sold the house to a Mr. Lewis Lochie, founder of
the Chelsea Military Academy and an authority on fortifications. The
grounds of the Academy were laid out as a miniature fort, rather like, one
would imagine, that of My Uncle Toby in Sterne’s Tristram Shandy. His
story ends sadly. Volunteering for the revolutionary army when the
Brabancon Revolt broke out against the Austrians, he was captured and
sentenced to death. He was given permission 1o return to England to order
his affairs, leaving his son as a hostage. He returned and was executed on
8 June 1791.

Early in the nineteenth century the house was bought by William Richard
Hamilton who, in 1799, had been secretary to Lord Elgin and had supervised
the removal of the famous ‘Elgin Marbles’ from Athens to England. He had
plaster casts made of some of the friczes and metopes and added a substantial
wing to the house, consisting of a large drawing room {or probably a music
and reception room) with rooms above, The casts were built into the walls of
this room, thus adding greatly 1o its dignity and attractiveness. Early this
century this fine room was converted into a kitchen and servants' quarters
when, for convenience the catering services were removed from the
basement. Later, the elegant double staircase was removed in order to afford
room for the kitchen, and the ‘Hamilton Room’ was restored to its original
appearance and functions. In 1821 Fanny Burney ‘expressed her delight with
the statues, casts from the frieze of the Parthenon, pictures, books and
minerals, four pianofortes of different sizes and an excellent harp’. She
might well have delighted in the room in 1955.

In 1838 Stanley Grove was offered for sale by Messrs. Brookes and
Hedges of Bond Street with a delightful picture in the prospectus. The
picture shows the cast front with its classical portico as well as the west. The
classical portico on the west seems to have disappeared to be replaced by a
long covered walk rather like those in Cheyne Row. The lawns are quite
extensive, possibly an exaggeration by the agents, or as they were before the
widening of the King's Road. In 1840 the Grove was purchased by the
National Society for the Education of the Poor in the Principles of the
Established Church, with the aim of establishing a training college for
teachers in Church of England schools. Derwent Coleridge, younger son of
Samuel Taylor Coleridge and headmaster of Helston Grammar School, was
appointed as the first principal. As he explained to Caroline Fox, the Quaker
diarist, the object of the College was ‘to train up a class of teachers
intermediate between the present aristocratic constitution of the Church and
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the extremely ignorant set who have now to fulfit its inferior of fices. This link
isin the way to be supplied, as this is a sort of college where they not only study
but practise teaching and reading subordinate parts of the service.’

For at least two years the house was both college and the principal’s house.
Hamilton’s drawing room served as lecture room, dining room, sitling room
and music room, with the library spread along the north wall, Meanwhile the
new college building was going up around a quadrangie with the southern
elevation in line with and to the west of the house. The drawings, now in the
College’s archives, by Blore, the architect, reveal a rather magnificent plan
which, however, was never fully implemented. These drawings as well as the
chapel, the practising school and the teaching and residential blocks which he
designed and which still exist are particularly interesting. Blore's work is
chiefly in the Victerian Gothic style, but here he seems to have broken away
from the fashion and attempted to initiate a ‘Byzantine’ or ‘ltalianate’ style,
as it was variously called. If one stands at the Fulham gate, one can still
appreciate what he tried to do. The main college is a monastery with an
Italianate campanile: to the left is the Basilican chapel and close at hand is the
baptistry. Although not of great beauty and obviously built with ancye to the
budget, the chapel has considerable charm and dignity with its romanesque
apse and ambos. The octagonal practising school is quite possibly unique. It
was at first a one-storey building but a second floor was added in 1848, Each
segment gave sufficient room for aclass of children. Eachclass wastaught by a
student, with a master-of-method/head teacher supervising them all. The
roof is centrally supported by a chimney stack for the coal fire. The oven for
warming up children’s dininers still exists as do also the original blackboards.,
On the removal of St. Mark's School to Fulham and the demolition of the
extensions, the *baptistry’ was restored and became the College library.

With such distinguished music teachers as Hullah and Helmore (later to
become Master of the Chapel Royal Choristers) the Chapel gained a high
reputation for the quality of its choral services and in 1845 her Majesty’s
Inspector Henry Mosely reported to the Committee of Council:

The simple architecture of the building, of the Byzantine style, is

eminently of a religious character, enhanced in its effect by coloured

lights and deep shadows: and in the union of transepts with a nave,
assuming something of that cathedral form which assimilates itself with
the services. The morning service is choral; . . . [t is the full cathedral
service and isconducted by the Vice-Principal who occupies the place of

Precentor. The chants are those known as Gregorian, not less

remarkable for their grandeur than their antiquity. They are said not to

besurpassed in theirexecutionin thischapel by theservices of any of our
cathedrals.
And The Guardian of 5 September 1855 wrote:

St. Mark’s with all its progress, itscharacter, its beauty, is considered by

High Churchmen as a production of their own and of their friends. 1f

there is one incident of St. Mark's which they happen (wisely or not)to

be proud of, and of which the success is most indisputable, it is the
choral service. It is the sight which a country clergman {of a certain
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class) comes to see when he passes through London — a momentary
realisation of an ideal which he carries back to his parish.

With its central position and Derwent Coleridge as its Principal the
drawing-room of the Grove entertained many distinguished visitors such as
Carlyle, Kingsley (whose father was Vicar of St. Luke's and a College
governor), Keble, Crabbe Robinson, Macaulay, Samuel Rogers, M. Guizot,
and Tolstoi who spent several days there on the recommendation of Matthew
Arnold.

With the amalgamation of St. Mark's with St. John's College Batiersea,
additional teaching and residential accommodation was needed, The old
‘Byzantine’ block facing the King’s Road was demolished, to be replaced by a
large residential block, and this was continued with an even larger piece of
building extending almost to the Creek, to give offices, lecture rooms and
study-bedrooms. During the First World War the College became a military
hospital. In the Second, it became an Air Raid Wardens’ Centre and
Reception Centre, and survived with bomb-blast and considerable
vandalisation. There was much talk of the College moving out of Chelsea set
as it was between two main roads and the pollution of the Fulham Gas Works
and the Lots Road Power Station. But anexceptionalmanhad beenappointed
as Principal, Michael Roberts, mountaineer, scientist, poet, anthologist,
social philosopher. In his report to the College Council he stated:

Good students and good lecturers are attracted by the fact that the
College is in London, If the College were built elsewhere, all contact
with tradition would be lost . . . There would be changes in the quality
of the studenis and the College would become merely one among forty
others . . . There were very great advantages in remaining in London:
the students, many of whom came from and would return to country
districts and small towns, were able to do their school practice at a wide
variety of good schools within easy reach of the College, and had
excellent opportunities to visit concerts, theatres, art galleries and
museums, and to make use of large libraries and collegiate services.
They will be used if the College remains in Chelsea.

So the College remained. In the early Sixties and the urgent need for many
more teachers, the College achieved an expansion from 230 to 700 students
and carried through a substantial building programme of resideatial blocks
and new buildings, purpose-built, to accommodate Geography, Music, Art
and the Sciences. Scarcely had the programme been completed than a new
threat, indeed, a distinct probability, overshadowed the College — the West
Cross Route the eight-line flyover of which would pass over all the new
buildings. The College was no longer possible at Stanley Grove and found a
new home at Plymouth, Let us hope that Stanley Grove will flourish under its
new Owners.

See illustrations on pages 33 and 34
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“Stanley Grove, King’s Road, Chelsea’*, 1838. From a lithographafter G. E, Brooks. (See
page 30)

St Mark's College abour 1847"", (See puge 31)
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The Principal’s House and the South Wing. {See page 32)

The Library and Chapel. {See page 31)

COLLEGE OF ST MARK AND ST JOHN
34

=
o
¥
#
i B
L
.|'
Sl
. = A
=
By
[ ] &
x
| L4 P Ly
;;b""" t
1 d -.-.I'l—l
L r-
i i { = 1
1 iR
= : GRS
) 1 b mEm
i | |
11 1t
¥
. |
') AT LA
1 Lt | N
d o
- i
¥ n
A B ] - 1
: b - |
]
= = A - - = - —
- i
= B g gy
e S : = RS
PR ey o
P 5 L =

““The Original Cremorne Gates®’. (Photograph: Royal Borough of Kensington and
Chelsea). (See page 50}
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West Eaton Place Mews. (Photograph: Betty Naggarj. (Sce page 41}
Pont Street Mews, 1879, (Photograph: Betty Naggar). (See page 41)




Grosvenor Cotlages.
(Photograph: Betty Nuaggar).
{See page 41)

Shafto Mews.
(Photograph: Betty Naggar)
{See page 41)

Shafto Mews. (Photograph: Betty Naggar). (See page 41)




l Chelsea Mews Arches

by Betty Naggar

-,

When mews were first built they were generally approached through
arches. These arches served three purposes: they provided an architectural
! link between the houses on either side of the entrance; they partially hid the
i f mews from thestreet; and they provided support for iron gates which could be

ﬂd.ﬁ = g closed at night.

| t In Chelsea there survive three such arches: those of Pont Street Mews
(which, according to a convenient inscription, was erected in 1879), Shafto
Mews, and West Eaton Place Mews,

' 4

Pont Street Mews arch is brick-built and its form is echoed in the house
which is joined to it. Originally there were two arches, but now only one
remains. Inaddition 1o the date, its name has been incorporated in the design,

Shafto Mews, which is lale Victorian, is built in that Flemish-Revival
| manner which Sir John Betjeman christened Pont Street Dutch. Stylistically,
it is closely linked to the mews houses on either side. As in the case of Pont
| Street Mews, there were once arches at either end, but one has been blocked
up.

Thearch of West Eaton Place Mewsisinastuccoed rustication more often
found in Kensington arches. It is different from them, however, inthatitlinks
the backs of the houses on either side of it, Its fenders are exceptionally large
and they have therefore been built against the houses rather than in the
customary manner on either side of thearch. Thisarrangement may have been
dictated by a combination of the sharp turn and the slope which would have
caused carriages to swing round when they were entering or leaving the Mews,
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A second type of mews is sometimes created by an opening between
buildings, but these, being purely functional, seldom have any decoration, A
Chelsea example of this type is Grosvenor Cottages, where an unusual feature
is a second arch leading to an inner mews, Here what seem to be the original
pates are still in position.

Grosvenor Cottages. (Pho;aémph: Betty Naggar). (See page 41)

&

| : ' As a footnote may be mentioned the surviving (but surely repainted?)
I Pu \ notice on the entrance to the mews in Cheyne Walk:
'l

- \ CAUTION
= ¥ 1 All drivers of
{ | y 4 M ET T = 9 Vehicles are
‘ AR . Directed to Walk
l 1 P their Horses while
l passing under the
Archway
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See illustrations on pages 36-40




The Kingsley School Site and the
Chelsea Porcelain Factory

by J. V. G. Mallet, Keeper of the Department of Ceramics,
Yictoria and Albert Museum

A cover with a strange device, an anchor surrounded by an oval line, has
for many years been used for the Chelsca Society’s Annual Report; 1 doubt
whether all members are aware that their Society’s symbol is based on the so-
called *‘raised anchor mark”’, one of the distinguishing emblems used, for a
short time between about 1749 and 1752, by the famous eighteenth-century
Chelsea porcelain factory. For much of the brief span of its existence, between
about 1745 and 1784, this factory dominated ceramic fashion in Great Britain
from its site at the northern end of Lawrence Street.

The Lawrence Street site of the Chelsea factory received brief mention in
last year's Annual Report in the course of a charming article on Lawrence
Street by Tom Pocock. The 1980 Report also contained anxious mentions of
the Kingsley School site in Glebe Place, in the Minutes of the Annual General
mecting, inthe Chairman’s Report, and in a disquieting article, ** A chapterin
the Life of Kingsley School’’ by Fergus Hobbs. Oddly enough, however, in
none of these places was it mentioned that part of the site of the Chelsea
factory probably ties beneath a corner of the Kingsley School site. Whilelocal
residents were understandably becoming concerned at the possible effects of
different types of redevelopment on their neighbourhood, those of us who
care for Chelsea porcelain were becoming worried lest vital information
concerning the site and its marvellous ceramic products should fall victim to
the bulldozer and the concrete-mixer before archaeologists had had the
opportunity to investigate.

While negotiations for the sale of the site proceeded, the Inner London
Archaeological Group stood on the alert, ready to begin a rapid rescue dig
during the short interval that scemed likely to occur between sale and
redevelopment. Secretiveness on the part of the GLC, whether justified ot
not, served to increase fears and made it impossible for the Archaeologists to
plan their programme of work. In the event, as we know, the Kingsley School
site was bought by a Libyan Government Organisation, and is 10 be used asan
Islamic school, without radical redevelopment of the buildings. Alarm
concerning development of the site without proper archaeological
investigation had proved premature, but that is not to say that the threat never
existed, nor that it might not suddenly arise in future.

With thisdangerin mind it may be worthtrying toawaken publicinterestin
the ceramic aspect of the Kingsley School site by summarising the history of
the factory as it affects the site. The Chelsea factory is believed to have been
started in about 1745 by a silversmith from Liége, Nicholas Sprimont, after
whom Sprimont Place takes its name, though he had no connection with its
site, which was developed long after his death. With the help of a chemist
Sprimont evolved a beautiful soft-paste or artificial porcelain body, which
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underwent various modifications throughout the factory’s existence. The
different periods of the factory's production are usually designated by the
names of the different marks employed. Thus the ‘‘triangle period”,
distinguished by the use of anincised triangle mark, is thought to have lasted
from about 1745-49. The *‘raised anchor’’ mark already mentioned in
connection with the Chelsea Society's emblem was a small oval pad of clay
embossed with an anchor and applied to the ware, in use from about 1749-52,
The succeeding period from about 1752-58 is designated the “‘red anchor’
period after the enamelled anchor, usually in red, that was then employed.
However, a red or reddish-brown anchor continued in occasional use during
the succeeding two periods of the factory. During the *‘gold anchor period”,
from about 1758-70, an anchor in gilding was used on most pieces, though it
should be remembered that this mark continued in occasional use during the
next phase, known as the Chelsea-Derby period (1770-84), when the factory
had been taken over by William Duesbury of the Derby factory and was
producing wares and figures seemingly indistinguishable from those of
Derby. During the Chelsea-Derby period a more common mark was,
however, the old anchor and **D"’ conjoined.

The wares of the earliest, or “‘triangle period®’ (1745-49) arc rare and
seldom consist of pieces that could make up a service. Production was clearly
increasing and becoming more diverse during the raised anchor period
{1749-52) and reached a peak during the red anchor period. Surviving sale
catalogues from the years 1755 and 1756 make it possible to identify a wide
range of wares, figures and tureens shaped as animals or vegetables as dating
from this time. For various reasons, including probably the declining health of
Sprimont, production diminished during the gold anchor period, though the
quality of the work was often elaborate tothe point of fussiness. Thesale of the
factory by Sprimont to Duesbury of Derby coincided with the advent of the
neo-classical style, but Duesbury also long continued to self wares and figures
in the rococo taste of his predecessor.

We can gain some idea of what the factory was like at this time from the
insurance policies taken out in 1760, 1761, 1765 and 1771 with the Sun
Insurance Company, published by Elizabeth Adams in the Transactions of
the English Ceramic Circle for 1973 and 1976. From the first three policies it is
clear that Sprimont had a brick dwelling house in Lawrence Street. His works
aredescribed in 1760and 1761 asa **Kiln House and Shed Only adjoining each
other/Brick Timber and Tiled'’ valued at £300 as well asa **Back Kiln House
Mill and Painters Room only adjoining each other/Brick Timber and Tiled"’
valued at £200. The description in 1765 is somewhat different, but the
valuation still totals £500: *On his Kiln House Woodhouse Millhouse
Painters Gallery Workshop and Stables only adjoining each other near the
aforesaid”’ (i.e. near the Dwelling House). In 1771, under the new Derby
management, the insurance value of the factory buildings was reduced to £200
and there is no mention of a separate painters’ gallery and workshop, merely
of a “*Painters’ workshop™.

None of this is much help in pin-pointing the site of the factory, and the
present-day plaque commemorating the site, placed on No. 16 Lawrence
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Street, is presumably an approximation arrived at after consulting the Rate-
Books. It could, with equal justification, have been placed on several other
housesinthe street. None of the houses standing in Lawrence Street today was
built at the time when the porcelain factory was inexistence, nordothe ground
plots seem very much to correspond with those of their predecessors from
Sprimont’s time. The houses were not then numbered, and maps of the time
are not detailed encugh to be of much help. The Rate Books, therefore, needa
good deal of interpretation, a difficult and tedious job which lattempted inan
article on the Chelsea site published in the Transactions of the English
Ceramic Circle for 1973, Tosumuptheconclusions Ethenreached, the factory
seeriis 1o have occupied at different times and in varying combinations, five
different plots of ground: three in Lawrence Street and two opening on to
Church Lane, the present-day Old Church Street. Lawrence Streel in the
eighteenth century was a cul-de-sac, closed at its nothernmost end by a
building known as Monmouth House, in reality four different houses bonded
together to look like a single house with two wings projecting southwards on
cither side of Lawrence Street. It was probably in the western half of
Monmouth House and in its grounds that Sprimont began to conduct his
porcelain factory by 1747, or probably (though the rate books for these years
are missing)} by 1745, He continued to occupy this site until 1764. Meanwhile
he spread further south along the west side of Lawrence Street, occupying one
site there from 1750 to 1 759 and again from 1765 to 1769. A further site on the
weslt side of Lawrence Street was occupied by Sprimont from 1755 1o 1759,
later, during the Chelsea-Derby period, becoming the sole site. Leases
surviving from 1769 and 1770 seem to suggest that at that period the factory
site measured 90 ft by 85 fi. The two properties in Old Church Street were
occupied onlyin the 1750s, at the height of the factory’s activity, and probably
backed onto the Lawrence Street sites.

At various times fragments of porcelain, mostly unglazed wasters, have
emerged from the soil in the vicinity of Lawrence Street. Some fragments
found in the garden of No 14 were presented to Chelsea Public Library and
were, before its move, displayed there along with some complete specimens
acquired through the antique trade. It would be pleasant if these could once
again be exhibited. I was myself concerned a decade ago in the ‘limited
excavation’at No 15 Lawrence Street, referred toby Tom Pocock inlast year's
Annual Report. But though the gardens of Nos 14and 15 yielded quantities of
fragments ranging from the red anchor period to the Chelsea-Derby periods,
none seemed to belong to the period prior to 1750,

Wasters from the early or ‘“triangle’” period have, however, been
discovered in the past on two sites. The first occasion was in 1842 or 1843
when, as a contemporary wrote, **workmen were digging the foundations of
the new houses, now called Cheyne Row West''. [ have not discovered any
record of the address **Cheyne Row West'’, but possibly it was originally
intended that the stretch of Upper Cheyne Row that now forms a right-angle
with the north end of Lawrence Street, and which was constructed around this
time, should be so named. The other occasion on which a waster of the
“triangle’” period was recovered was in 1906 or 1907 when the Carlyle
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Laundry was being built at No 32 Old Church Street, the castern end of whose
site extended into what must once have been the end of the garden of No 16
Lawrence Street. It is likely, then, that both these finds of early *‘triangle”’
ware occurred at places adjoining the former Monmouth House, which the
rate books tell us was the earliest site occupied by Sprimont.

It is around this earliest period of Chelsea porcelain that one of the
unresolved puzzles concerning the factory revolves. A class of porcelains
known to specialists as **Girl-in-a-Swing”’, after a figure in the Victoria and
Albert Museum, of a girl seated on a swing, has a number of resemblances to
early Chelsea porcelain. It has very plausibly been suggested that the **Girl-in-
a-Swing"’ factory was founded by workmen who broke away from Sprimont’s
factory to set up on their own, with other financial backing. Certainly no Girl-
in-a-Swing fragments have yet been dug up near Lawrence Street, but it is
possible that the discovery of further wasters from the earliest period of the
Chelsea factory might throw light on this mystery. Somewhere in the vicinity
of the former Monmouth House, very possibly beneath the asphalted yard of
the Kingsley School, such fragments are likely to be lying. I would in any case
be sad if the Kingsley School site were ever to be redeveloped without some
exploration of what may be beneath its southern primeter.

The author of the above article is collecting materials for a book on
Chelsea porcelain and would welcome information concerning the factory’s
site, history or products.
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Chelsea Beyond the World’s End

Councillor Neil J, Kearney

In April 1878, auctioneers Messrs. Furber & Price announced a five-day
sale of the buildings, fabric and effects contained in Cremorne Gardens in
West Chelsea. The gardens, after a period of considerable notoriety, had been
closed for six months. They did not present a cheerful sight. An unkind winter
had severely damaged the canvas coverings of the theatre and ballroom. The
gardens were unkempt and overgrown. The site was sold for building
purposes, Writing about Chelsca two years later L’Estrange, referring to
Cremorne Gardens says, *‘. . . nothing remains but a desolation of broken
ground, a wildernes of trenches and gravel pits’’,

Nearly one hundred years on, Kensington & Chelsea Council, in 1976
declared the development that sprang up on the Cremorne Gardens site a
General Improvement Area. It toodid not present a cheerful sight. Less thana
quarter of a mile from the trendiest parts of the Kings Road and a similar
distance from some of the most desirable and expensive parts of Chelsea the
Lots Road area displayed all the symptoms of an inner-city twilight zone. The
housing was poorly maintained. Business premises were run down or
abandoned. There were a number of derelict sites, evidence of vandalism and
environmentaldecline. Unpointed brickwork, cracked lintels, leaking gutiers
and drainpipes, rotten window and door frames, roofs in poor repair and
broken window panes were commonplace.

Equally sad was the fact that on the site that had once accommodated
Chelsea Farm and later Cremorne House and Ashburnham House with their
fine lawns and abundance of trees and shrubs of every description there
remained, in 1976, not a single piece of open space and no more than a couple
of trees.

The Lots Road General Improvement Area occupies a 23-acresite roughly
bounded by the World's End Estate to the east, Chelsea Creek and the river (o
the south and west and Kings Road to the north. Zoned for residential,
industry and apen space purposes it comprises streets Jaid out in grid fashion,
containing brick-built Victorian terraced houses of mostly two, threeand four
storeys. Interspersed throughout the area are a number of premises used for
light industrial purposes.

Indeclaring West Chelsea a general improvement area the Council’s aims
were:

a) to lift the blight that had existed in the area and had brought about its
decline;

b) to improve its own fairly substantial housing stock mainly through
rehabilitation;

¢} toencourage private owners to upgrade their properties;

d) to bring about an environmental transformation through the creation of
six acres of open space including a riverside park, planting of trees,
eliminating incompatible land uses and better traffic management;
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€) to provide community facilities badly needed locally — a health centre, a
day nursery and an adventure playground,

The historic past of the Lots Road area is often forgotten when weindulge
ourselves in memories of old Chelsea, Though perhaps not as dignified as the
rest of Chelsea, its past is no less colourful.

Around about 1740 Theophilus, Earl of Huntingdon, built a villa known
as Chelsea Farm virtually on the site of what will become the new riverside
park, Chelsea Farm became a centre of Methodism. Huntingdon's widow,
Lady Selina Shirley played an important part in John Wesley's movement and
was even sometimes called the *‘Queen of Methodists”’. She remained at
Chelsea Farm until 1748 and was the principal patron of George Whitfield,
who preached to noble gatherings there on many occasions. How noble is
demonstrated in a letter from Horace Walpole to his friend Montagu:

*‘Whitfield preaches constantly at my Lady Huntingdon’s at
Chelsea; my Lord Chesterfield, my Lord Bath, my Lady
Townshend, my Lady Thanet, and others, have been to hear
him.”

Chelsea Farm had a number of owners after the departure of Lady
Huntingdon including Viscount Powerscourt, the Countess-Dowager of
Exeter and Sir Richard Lyttleton, Thomas Dawson, Baron Dartrey and later
Viscount Cremorne enlarged the house from the designs of James Wyatt, an
architect of neo-classic taste. Following this Chelsea Farm became known as
Cremorne Houseor Villa. Ithad littleclaimto beauty, though the surrounding
grounds were fine and richly wooded with an abundance of elm, ash and oak
trees.

Lady Cremorne was the great grand-daughter of Wiiliam Penn, founder
of Pennsylvania. She maintained a large staff and enjoyed great popularity in
the area not least because her household had strict orders to patronise the local
traders, She was especially friendly with Queen Charlotte and Chelsea Farm
was often visited by the Queen and sometimes by George 111 and the Prince of
Wales. Queen Charlotte usually visited with her six daughters and on those
occasions all the children in the Sunday and Charity Schools were marched to
Cremorne and lined up to give three chieers for her Majesty.

On the deaths of Lord and Lady Cremorne the estate passed to Grenville
Penn, her cousin, who later sold it to Charles Random de Berenger, Baronde
Beaufair. The Baron established a sporting club on the site which became
known as the Stadium and which later gave Stadium Street its name. The
Baronis remembered too, though on the more modern Berenger Tower on the
World's End Estate. The Stadium was intended to encourage various skilful
and manly exercises such as shooting, sailing, rowing, swimming and fishing.
Fencing, archery, skatling, riding and racing were also catered for. A
handbook published in 1841 stated, *galas are likewise given here on a most
magnificent scale which are patroaised by most of the nobility’.

When the Baron died the estate was taken over by Thomas Bartlett
Simpson, who had experience of the entertainment business, having once
worked in the Albion Tavern, opposite Drury Lane Theatre, Herealised there
was more money to be made from a pleasure garden than from a sporting
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centre with its limited appeal. Simpson raised the then enormous sum of
£6,000t0spend on preparations for the creation and opening of the Cremorne
Pleasure Gardens. His aim was to bring the aristocratic reputation and
pursuits of Ranelagh Gardens in the previous century to a wider audience.
Artistic and respectable attractions were planned to appeal to the whole
family. These included wining and dining, balloon ascents, shooting compe-
titions and exhibitions.

Unfortunately the gardens began to acquire an unsavoury reputation.
According to William Acton, writing in 1870, there were two aspects of
Cremorne, Intheafternoons, the family parties filled the gardens, and all was
innocent enjoyment. But at sunset, *‘calico and merry respectability tailed of {
eastward by penny steamers’’, and the Grand Entrance in the King's Road
hansom cabs drew up, *“freighted with demure immorality in silk and fine
linen. At the pay box under its great illuminated star the top-hatted toffs
streamed in, oglingand appraising. **By aboutteno’clock’’, said Acton, “‘age
and inocence had seemingly all retired’’, and now the grottoes and arbours
shaded from the gaslight filled up with couples and quartets, and waitersran to
and fro, serving drinks.

The gardens were frequented by some of the best-known Chelsea names.
Whistler and the Greaves brothers, Henry and Walter, were frequent visitors,
But Victorian London was outraged as they saw the gardens gradually
becoming the resort of all therowdies in the neighbourhood. Prostitution was
rife, which hardly helped the image. Colourful decriptions at the time labelled
the gardens a centre of depravity, a den of drinking, dancing and devilry.
Opposition mounted not only from the Church but also from residents of
Kings Road and Cheyne Walk annoyed at the drunken singing and brawling
they had to endure when the gates shut each night. When a new license was
refused in 1877 Cremorne Gates were shut on the gardens for the last time.

The following year's report of the Vestry of the Parish of Chelsea records
that sanction had been given by the Metropolitan Board of Works for 14 new
streetsin thearea. In only a few years the gardens had vanished under the rows
of terraced houses that now make up the Lots Road GIA.

Lots Road, itself running parallel to the river, retains in itsnamea memory
of the four lots of meadowland between the river and Ashburnham House
which were the allotment of Sir Arthur Gorges and alloted to himin lieu of his
general right of common on Chelsea Common. Burnaby Street is named after
abrother of Admiral Sir William Burnaby who lived in the area. Meek Street,
nowalmost totally demolished, is probably named after Mary Meek Simpson,
a daughter of Mrs, ). Simpson, who obtained sanction for building
development after the closure of Cremorne Gardens. Ashburnham Road
took its name from Ashburnham House built by Dr, Benjamin Hoadley in
1747 to the west of Chelsea Farm. This later became the home of the Earl of
Ashburnham.

Given the area’s history, it is interesting that not a single public house
remains. Thelast such establishment, the Balloon Tavern in Lots Road, closed
some years ago. Its name commemorated the famous captive balloon that had
once graced the adjoining grounds.

The best-known local landmark, the Lots Road power station, was opened
in 1904 to supply the underground system. It was the target of several German
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air attacks during the Second World War and the surrounding area
consequently suffered a considerable amount of bomb damage, with the
resultthatascarly as 1947 the Metropolitan Borough of Chelseahad agreed, in
principle, to partial redevelopment of the Lots Road area.

In the meantime, the former London County Council was putting forward
plans for the construction of a ring road, to relieve traffic problems in West
London. The proposed route passed along Lots Road, and consequently
threatened the future of the area. Later on, in 1971, the Greater London
Council submitted proposals for a * West Cross Route’ that would necessitate
the making of alarge number of compulsory Purchase Orders in the vicinity of
Lots Road. The Minister, however, refused permission for the Orders.

in the interim, the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea had
submitted an outline planning permission to develop the 15-acressite known as
the Meek Street arca — a part of what was later to become the Lots Road
G.I.A. In December 1973, outline planning permission was granted for a
revised scheme involving nine acres of housing and six acres of open space,
though this permission was not acted upon, and in September 1974 a further
scheme was submitied, this time for redevelopment for residential purposesat
100 persons per acre.

The Department of the Environment ordered a Publie Local Inquiry into
the scheme, basing this decision on the fact that the land was zoned for
education, industty and open space, and the Secretary of State had to be
satisfied that a departure from the Development Plan was in all ways
reasonable,

The outcome of the Inquiry was a refusal of planning permission for the
proposed scheme, and resuited in the Council pursuing the possibility of
declaring an Action Area for the district. Subsequent to the Inquiry, the
Council’s Environmental Health Department carried out asurvey of housesin
the area, and the decision to declare the Lots Road G.1.A. was taken.

This decision was almost certainly wrong. Housing Action Area status
would have enabled the Council and local home-owners to proceed much
quicker with the rehabilitation of the area. Whilst accepting that Lots Road
was seriously blighted environmentally and that increased grants for
environmental improvement were available, all evidence from the area
indicated that Housing Action Area status was most appropriate. Much of the
housing was in the hands of the GLC or the local Council, and much of the
remainder consisted of either furnished or unfurnished tenancies. G.I.A.'s
rely on their success to a large extent on voluntary action by owners. And the
limited number of home-owners in the area just did not have the means 1o
proceed quickly with costly improvemenis.

The area cbviously suffered from housing stress. Many households lacked
the basic amenities. About two-thirds did not have a bath, many were
overcrowded and others were receiving social services support. All the
indications were that this was a deprived inner city area. The declaration of a
Housing Action Area would haveallowed a holding operation to take place (o
make living conditions less intolerable and retain the stability of the existing

49




community. At the end of a couple of years the area could have switched to
G.I.A. status to enable the necessary environmental improvements to be
carried out. However, it is easy, with hindsight, toidentify the mistakes of the
past. It 1s much less easy (o identify them in advance.

Progress on the housing front has been extremely slow and piecemeal with
many derelict properties still blighting the neighbourhood., Where rehabili-
tation has taken place the architectural character of the area has survived. The
few stone features, brick corbels and ornamental lintels which have animpact
out of all proportion to their number have largely been retained.

On the broader environmental front the picture is very much brighter.
Though the original intention to provide six acres of open space has been
eroded, a little determined local vigilance has prevented any major reduction.
Recently a proposal to use some of the land allocated for open spacetocreatea
public car park was overturned in the face of united local opposition.

Two main areas of openspacearetobe [aid out. Thecentral area, bounded
by Lots Road to the west, Tadema Road to the east and Kings Road to the
south, will include provision for young children, a rose garden and a slightly
contoured area with lawn suitable for bowls and other games. All of the open
space will be landscaped and provision will be made for quiet sitting-out areas.

The second area of open space will take the form of a riverside park. Thisis
to benamed Cremorne Gardens and will be constructed in the south east of the
G.1.A. next to the houseboats and fronting onto the Thames. It is to be
designated a ‘quiet’ area suitable for fishing, canoeing, sailing and picnicing
and will include a paddling pool and kayak pit. Accordingly, a riverside
boating facility will be animportant part of the Lots Road area rehabilitation.
The boating centre facilities will basically consist of the kayak/canoe training
pool, a jetty with access bridge, a floating pontoon torise and fall with the tide
and linked to the jetty with a hinged gangway and a davit tolaunch larger craft
that cannot pass down the gangway. It is hoped that these facilities will form
the dual purpose of allowing groups of young people to gain access to the river
to further their boating instruction as well as providing a public-boat
launching-facility generally. The mooring of boats alongside the wharves and
river wall would also be possible.

It is indeed appropriate that this new riverside park should take the name
of the old Cremorne Gardens. Local residents are also delighted that pride of
place within the new park is to be given to the criginal Cremorne Gates. After
the closure of the first Cremorne Gardens the gates were re-erected at
Bowdens Brewery near Stanley Bridge. They were recently rescued from one
of the Council’s depots, where they had lain for a number of years, and are
currently being restored.

The new Cremorne Gardens will hardly be as lively or as boisterous as the
old, but it will open up the riverside for the first time in over a hundred years,
making it possible for many more Chelsea residents, and particularly the
young, to enjoy the beauty and pleasures of the Thames.

Allin all, Chelsea beyond the World’s End is slowly coming alive again.
And not before time! See illustration on page 35
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Treasurer’s Report

1 am happy to report that during the year ending 31 December, 1980 the
Society accounts show a surplus of £1,596.8% against a loss of £131.53 in the
previous year, When the overall deficit for the years 1978 and 1979 totalling
£160.31 have been set against this surplus for 1980 the net surplus becomes
£1,436.58.

You may well wonder how this has occurred. Theanswerlies entirelyin the
Revenue from advertising in the Annual Report, which rose from £325 in the
1978 report, the first year this medium was used to £1,030 for the 1979 report,
and then dropped to £850 for the 1980 report. [ have included both 197% and
1980 report figures in this year’s accounts and 1 will now explain why this has
come about.

Our Annual Report for each calendar year is published in the following
January, the new financial year. The cost of this report is always included asa
debtor for the previous year’s accounts i.e. the cost of the 1980 report
published in January 1981 isincluded in these accounts for 1980asadebtor. It
is therefore correct to do the same thing for the Revenue from advertising and
offset this against the cost of the respective report, even though the money
may not be received until the next financial year. Up to the 1980 report this did
not happen and we always trailed a year behind with the advertising. [
therefore decided, together with our Auditors, to correct this situation in the
1980 accounts with the result that there are two income entries under this
heading.

The Revenue from advertisingin the nextreport to be published in January
will be less than 1980 and to date amounts to only £720. This fall is due
undoubtedly to firms cutting back as a result of the recession, On the credit
side wedo have the advantage of the increased subscription rates in the current
financial year which came into force in January, 1981 and this increase will
considerably boost our finances. I am happy to report that I am able to put
back into the Life Fund during the current financial year some of the money
drawn off in recent years in order to restore the account.

I would now like to thank all the Life Members who sent the Society
donations in 1980 and also the much larger number of you who responded to
the appeal sent out with last year's Annual General Meeting notices. Thesum
received including a special large donation amounted to £720. A direct appeal
has not been made to Life Members this year but anyone whoisabletosend a
donation to me may be assured that it will be very gratefully received.

The three lectures which the Society introduced for the first time in 1980at
the National Arimy Museum were all well attended and resulted in a profit of
£42.22 and this is shown in these accounts. The 1981 lectures also showed a
profit.

Turning to the future, I hope the accounts will remain showing a surpius
for the next two years but after that it is very difficult to foretell what might
happen as a result of inflation and the recession. One way of helping to ensure
that the accounts remain healthy is for more members to pay by covenant and
also to introduce a larger membership. Continued on page 54
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 DECEMBER 1980

Income and Expenditure Account — General Fund

1980
£ £
Income Annualsubscriptions 1,188.15
Donationsreceived . 359.00
Donations received from J ubllee Fund 316.25
Surplus of receipts from meetings over
costsof meetings ... o0 42,22
Incometax recovered on covenants 63.86
Advertising revenue in 1979 annual reporl 1,030.00
Adpvertisingrevenuein 1980annual report ... 850.00
3,849.48
Less:  Expenditure
Cost of Annual Report .. 1,598.71
Stationery, postage and mlscellaneous
expenses ... 64.44
Costofannual general meelmg 142.50
Donationsto other organisations ... 13.50
Costof summer meeting ... H7.19
Cost of lightfitting on Dovehouse Green 316.25
2,252,359
Excess of income over expenditure forthe year 1,596.89

Income and Expenditure Account — Life Membership Fund

Balanceof Fundat 1 January 1980 ... 1,144.65
Income Lifemembershipfees 60,00
National Savings Bank accounnmerest 250,20
1,454 .85

Less:  Expenditure
IncomeTax ... 28.83
Balence of fund at 31 December 1980 1,466.02
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BALANCE SHEET AS AT 31 DECEMBER 1980

Current Assels
Debtors oo . 1,304.06
Balancein National Savmgs Bank accoums 1,981.63
Balanceat Bank 1,269.91
4,555.60
Less: Current liabilities
Creditors ... .. 1,385.00
Subscriptions recewcdm advance 268.00
_1,653.00
Netassets ... 2,902.60
Represented by:
Balance of Life Membership Fund ... 1,466.02
Less: Adverse balance on General Fund
1 January 1980 ... .. {160.31)
Surplusfortheyear ... .. 1,596.89
1,436.58
2,902.60

W.S. HAYNES, Hon. Treasurer

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

We have examined the above Balance Sheet and Accounts and wecertify
them to be in accordance with the books and vouchers of the Society.
12November 1981 FRAZER WHITING& Co
LondonEC2A 1EP Chartered Accountants
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May I please ask all members who pay their subscription direct to me each
year to do so as soon as possible as this avoids additional work in sending out
reminders with subsequent extra costs falling upon the Society. I would like to
receive ail subscriptions by the end of February and at that point | would be
sending out final reminders, In past years 1 have delayed this until April/May
time.

Finally, I would like once again to thank our Honorary Auditors Frazer
Whiting & Co. very much indeed for auditing and preparing the accounts for
us. They always carry out this task most efficiently and swiftly. The Council
and I are extremely grateful to thermn.

WILLIAM HAYNES
Hon. Treasurer
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Recollections of Chelsea in the Early
Years of the Century

by Ruth Dunlop

Mrs. Edgard Palamountain has sent us the following note by her cousin,
Ruth Dunlop (née Haslam), who was born about 1885. Her home, Park
Lodge, Church Street, was detnolished when the Vale Estate was built.

We went to live in Chelsea in 1895. Park Lodge (in Church Street) was a
charming little house, white stucco with a Georgian porch with pillars but
french windows upstairs and down. I know nothing of its history nor why it
was called Park Lodge, but old maps | believe show a park thereabouts; there
were park-sized trees in the garden, a very bigelmand two white poplars where
the pigeons cooed. We were surrounded by gardens. The eneat the bottom of
our garden extended as far as the eye could see and belonged to the big house
next door, the original Vale House. The Valeranat the bottom of their garden
and was a country lane with cottages and gardens. Qur house faced the backs
of Carlyle Square, On the corner there was amysterious house, windows filthy
and boarded up, but it was occupied and of course the centre of endless gossip.
There was a gate from our garden into the garden of The Greeting {corner of
Elm Park Road and Church Street). Two artists lived there; a German Jew,
Felix Moscheles, a godson of Mendelssohn and fellow student with George du
Maurier in a Paris atelier, and his Dutch Jewish wife. They carried on the
Chelsea tradition of notables and had asalon every Sundayin their fine studio.
They were the kindest neighbours and always sent for us when specially
interesting people were expected. [ can't now remember half of them, but I do
remember Maxim Gorki, Mark Hambourg and his mother and sister, Prince
Kropotkin, the revolutionary, and his daughter Sasha with whom I was good
friends till we both married, and Sir Thomas Beecham.

I wonder what the Old Church Jooks like now it is rebuilt. I used tohavea
little pewin it all onmy own, not when [ was a child, and loved it dearly. I wish |
couid tell you more, but cannot think of anything which would be of real
interest to you.
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Obituary
MISS MAY FOUNTAIN
by Nesta Macdonald

Miss May Fountain, Principal of Chelsea College of Physical Education
from 192910 1950, died on February 6, at theage of 92. She wasbornonMay 3,
1888, the fifth daughter of Joseph Septimus Fountain and his wife Margaret
{née Allan), of Greenwich,

Educated there at a private school, it was probably the proximity of
Dartford, the first of the Physical Training Colleges for Women (founded in
1883), which gave her the idea of taking up this then very unusual career,
Typically, she looked about, and found the courses available in the younger
Chelsea, founded in 1898, attractive.

Her training lasted from 1906-1908. It is amusing to recall that her father
stipulated that she had to have lodgings as close as possible to the polytechnic,
in which the College functioned, and never to go out unless accompanied bya
maid. She kept this promise, even to cross from Glebe Place, traversing the
horse-bus-ridden King’s Road to arrive a couple of hundred yards away in
Manresa Road!

Tall, slim, quiet and modest, May Fountain early displayed initiative in
seeking to enlarge her professional horizons. She lectured for two yearsin the
Teachers’ Training College at Truro, and at the same time took the qualifying
examinations of the Chartered Society of Massage and Medical Gymnastics.
After this she spent two years at the heart of the world of gymnastics — the
Royal Central Gymnastic Institute in Stockholm, where she concentrated on
studying their methods of training teachers. She became proficient in the
Swedish language, and translated a number of difficult technical works.

Joining the staff of her own college in 1912, May Fountain travelled
constantly in vacations and on sabbatical leaves to study the varied methods
being developed abroad. Thanks to such contacts she became in demand to
serve on committees so numerous that they could never be listed. Lecturing
mainly on anatomy and theory of movement, she succeeded the Coliege’s
founder, Dorette Wilke, in 1929,

Warmly supported by her staff, May Fountain proceeded to deepen and
open the training offered. She was largely instrumental in getting London
University tosetupadiploma for studentsin three-years’ collegesin thetheory
and practice of physical education. Shealsoinaugurated a one-year course for
teachers from training colleges.

She admired the supple, rhythmic work for women emanating from
Finland, but found greater satisfaction in the *‘natural’’ theories of body
weight, gravity, extension and impetus to be found in what became known as
“Austrian Gymnastics'’. Although she did not dispense with the traditional
Swedish methods, Chelsea students learned to assimilate both, and became
less dependent on “‘isms’’ than is common,
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Miss Fountain’s character was noteworthy for extraordinary
*‘rightness’’: her nature, for kindnessand generosity. These personal qualities
carned her the collaboration of colleagues, and it is to such trust in her
judgment that the college owes its continued existence today. On the outbreak
of war in 1939t looked as if it would simply have to disintegrate; the building
was scheduled for the use of the ARP.

It was May Fountain who, in the space of no more than three weeks,
explored Wales, found the Grand Hotel at Borth, persuaded the proprietorto
run it for the college instead of only for the summer season, persuaded the
Ministry of Education and the LCC to agree — in which effort she was nobly
backed up by Dr Harlow, principal of the Polytechnic, who rushed to Wales
with her despite all his other problems. Having settled the essential details, and
seen the college’s equipment off in two buses with the seats taken out, sheand
the vice-principal, Ruth Clark, personally wrote to every student, giving them
details of the new venue. Not one failed to arrive.

For nine years May Fountain adapted from running a day college in
London to a bearding establishment in Wales: the students, who went out
teaching practice classes all over each district, were sorely missed when they
left each of these places. In 1948, however, the college was moved to
Eastbourne. At this point Miss Fountain would have liked to retire, but she
stayed on to sec it safely established.

Retiring in 1950 to Cornwall, she never lost touch with Chelsea-in-
Eastbourne, which she visited as recently as 1979, when she was as keenly
interested as ever in the work it could demonstrate, She had belonged (o the
second wave of pioneers in her profession, all of whom stood for the training
of teachers who would spread the excellence of their ideas to thousands of
children in schools, rather than to coaching of a few star performers.

The generations of students yet tobe trained at **Chelsea’* will be the result
of her good work, which she will not see.

Reprinted by kind permission of The Times
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New Books About Chelsea

Images of Chelsea by Elizabeth Longford (St. Helena Press,
Richmond-upon-Thames, 1980, £70. Limited Edition).

This handsome book is Volume I of a series in preparation under the
general title of fimages of London, based on prints of the separate areas of
Greater London. It is a welcome addition to the abundant literature of
Chelsea and conveniently sums up much information from numerous
sources. About half the 270 quarto pages are devoted to five chapters of text
entitled A Village of Palaces; Hyde Park on the River; Chelsea Reach;
Worship and Work: the Parishes; Chelsea and the Arts, These are illustrated
by sclections from the Gallery of Prints (Harriet O’Keeffe) which with a
Catalogue (Jonathan Ditchburn), bibliographies and indices fills the
remainder of the volume. These chapters are readable and entertaining, but
perhaps the last wanders somewhat far from topography into over-familiar
anecdotes of such characters as Ruskin and Carlyle, Nevertheless they are
good stories which can bear re-telling and a great merit of the text is the way in
which it relates the physical aspect of Chelsea at different periods to what
remains today and brings its history down to the present. The illustrations are
all from prints the different varieties of which are identified in a foreword to
the Catalogue. Arrangement is by topics and the prints, several to a page, are
“‘placed in whatever grouping makes the most of their topographical
content’’, without strict chronological order, The latter was perhaps found
impracticable since engravings may well be from originals of earlier date. In
tracing the history of buildings and scenes it is essential to study the catalogue
entries carefully. Not all the pictures are what they seem for they include
fantasies such asa Design for the Improvement of Cheyne Walk (never carried
out), some prints in reverse and a good deal of artistic licence. Whistler's
contribution is perhaps slightly over-emphasisd.

Inevitably some details are misleading. For instance, Pott's etching of
Cheyne Walk (573), dated 1900, shows theriver asit was before the building of
the Embankment in 1874 and is after a painting by *'R. P. Bonninton’’ whom
one suspects to have been Richard Parkes Bonington 1801-1828. Crosby Hall,
long before it left Bishopsgate, was approached by aramp to an upper levet of
the oriel window, the ground having risen around it over the centuries, and
No. 436, 1816, is(asnoted in the catalogue) arestoration to what it should have
looked like. It has looked like that only since it was rebuilt in Chelsea in 1910.
From caution therefore, as well as interest, the illustrations need careful study
and are printed with such beautiful sharpness that they will stand up to a
magnifying glass, We are shown such vanished delights as the Chelsea
Bunhouse, Ranelagh and Cremorne pleasure gardens, with occasional figures
in period dress to bring them tolife. Riverside Chelseais notallowed to hog the
show and due attention is paid to the different Chelsea which grew up lustily
along the King's Road after this became a public highway, It is pleasant to be
reminded of the nursery gardens which gaverise to thestreet-name ** Butterfly
Alley’’, now revived for a footway beside Sainsburys' store; to follow the
building of the nineteenth-century churches for congregations which had long
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outgrown the Old Church on the river, and Lo see how the first Hans Place
looked asdesigned by Henry Holland. Thereisexcellent valuein allthisfor the
admittedly steep price of the book and many hours of enjoyment are
guaranteed.

Lesley Lewis

The following list, of publications of Chelsea interest which have appeared
during the past twelvemonth, has been kindly supplied by Mrs P, K. Pratt,
Chelsea Branch Librarian:

BYRON, Arthur — London Statues, Constabie, 1981, £5.95

COLE, Malcolm — Whitelands College May Queen Festival, Whitelands
College Monographs No. 1, 1981

DARRACOTT, Joseph — The World of Charles Ricketts, Eyre Methuen,
1980. £12.95

FINDLATER, Richared (Editor) — At the Royal Court; 25 Years of the
English Stage Company, Amber Lane Press, 1981, £12.95

GUY, John — The Public Career of Sir Thomas More, Harvester Press, 1980,
£20.00

WILLIAMS, Guy — London Walks, Constable, 1981, £5.50(includes a walk
round Chelsea)



Jon Bannenberg

6 Burnsall Street London Telephone 01 352 4851
Telex 919 320 Cables Bannenberg London
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For Residential Property
Sales — Furnished Lettings.

Cadogan Pier and Cheyne Walk — 19th Century.

Chestertons

Chartered Surveyors
London and Overseas Residential Property

2 Cale Street, Chelsea Green SW3 3QU
Telephone: 01-589 5211 Telex: 8812560

and in Mayfair, the City of London, Kensington,
Hyde Park, Little Venice, Notting Hill Gate.
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*Miss HiLbA BUCKMASTER
*Miss JACINTHE BupDicou
*RicHARD BuURGESs, Esq.
I. M. BurcoynE, Esq.
RuUSSELL BURLINGHAM, Esq.
*A. L J. Buans, Esq.
Mrs. ANNE BuxTon
*MRs. James BuxTon
*THE HoN. JuLian F. ByNc

*THE EaRL CapoGan, M.C,
*R. A. W. Caing, Esq,
*Mgs. HucH CaMPBELL
Miss Jupy CAMPBELL
MRs. E. CAMPBELL JONES
*R. P. CARR, Esq,
SAMUEL CARR, Esq.
*MRs. DONALD CARTER
Mgs, Joun Canter, O.B.E.
*BryaN CanvalHo, Esqg., M.B.E.
*Mnrs. BRYAN CARVALHO
*THe Rev. J. C. Carvosso
Joun Casson, Esq.
Mns. JoHN CassoN
CaPrT. M. K. CAVENAGH-MAINWARING,

D.S.0., R.N,
Victor CaveNDisH-BENTINCK, Esq., C. M G.

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

OBE M.C.

LADY CHALFONT
1. O. CHANCE, Esq., C.B.E.
THEe R1. HoN. PaUL CHANNON, M.P.
K. CharaLaMBOUS, Esq.
*THE Lorp CHELwoOD, M.C., D.L.
PETER W. CHEZE-BROWN Esq.
*Mes. R. A. CHISHOLM
*THE CHURCH COMMISSIONERS
R. D. CLARKE, Esq., F.LA.
*R. 5. CLARKE, Esq.
*Miss Epite M. Ciay, F.S.A.
Dr. C. ErLisoN-CLIFFE
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Dr. PEacy CLIFFE
*Mgs. R. 5. CLiFTON
*THE RT. HoN. LorD CLITHEROE, P.C.
MRs. Jacques COCHEME
*E. CocksHuTrT, Esq., C.ExG.,
AM.L.Mech.E.
Miss Ipa CoLE
*MRrs, J. B, CoLe
Mgs. P. CoLss
W. N. Cotres, Esg,
Mgrs. M. COLMORE
*THE LADY CONESFORD
MRs. EGERTON COOPER
Joun Corpet-SINGLETON, Esg.
MRs. JOHN CORBET-SINGLETON
*Mgs. P. J. Cowin
*Dr. Davip Cralg
*MicHAEL CRAI0-COOPER, Esq., T.D.
MRs. A, J. CREWDsON
*Lapy CROFTON
*THeoDORE CROMBIE, ESq.
Crosey HaLL LTD.
MRS, CATHERINE CURRAN

MBRs. F. Dacoc

R. A. DanIELL, Esq.

JEFFERY DANIELS, ESQ.

loN DANNREUTHER, EsSq.

MRs. |. DANNREUTHER
*Miss ESTHER DARLINGTON
*Mns. MADELINE DAUBENY
*MRS. OLGA DAVENPORT
*ALBAN DAvies, Esq.

*Miss G. M. Davies

W. E. Dawg, Esq.
*Mnas. A. H. B, Dawson

PETER M. DawsoN, Esq.
*Davip Day, Esq.

MRs, LAURA KATHLEEN Day
*Da. Joan S. DEANS
*RoniN DE BEAUMONT, Esq.

R. G. pe FEREMBRE, Esq,, F.R.5.A.
*THe Viscount DE L'Iste, V.C,, P.C,
*Mrs. EDwARD DENNY
*DonNaLp D. DERRICK, Esq.

Miss JOAN DERRIMAN

THE DowAgER DUCHESS OF DEVONSHIRE,

G.C.V.0.,C.B.E.
*CHristorHER Dicxman, Esq.
*MRs. DoroTHY Dix
*Georce Doery, C.B.E., Q.C.
*G. M. DorMaN, Esq.

MRs. JANE DORRELL
*Mns. C. T. D'OvLy

MRs. P. DRYSDALE
*Eric DUODALE, Esq.

Mas. Eric DUGDALE
*THE LADY DUNBOYNE
*Mrs. B. M. Duncan
Mgs. S. M. Dunrop




JEREMY LTD.

255, KING’S ROAD, CHELSEA, LONDON, S.W.3
Telephone: 01-352 0644, 3127, 3128

&
- 3 ; = L ™
e S : S = i

English: last quarter of the 18th century. A very fine
quality George IIl period tambour-fronted cabinet in
Sfigured and faded mahogany.

May we take this opportunity of drawing the
attention of the readers of this Annual Report to the
fact that we are always interested in the offer of any
fine quality 18th-century furniture of which they

may wish to dispose.
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Mgs. pt Roy pE BLicquy
*T. V. 5. DURRANT, EsQ
V. E. H. Dvkes, Esq.

MRs. MarIaN EAMES
*MarcoT EaTES, M.B.E.
*Guy EpMiston, Esq.
*Miss P. M. EGERTON
*JouN EnrmaN, Esqg., F.B.A., F.5.A,,
F.R.Hist.S.
Miss M. A, ELLiotT
James ELus, Esg., A.R.I.LB.A.
*Mms. JaMEs ELLIS
MRs, T. K. ELMSLEY
*Davipb ENDERS, Esq.
Lt. CoL. R. M. ENGEL
*Painr Encrisk, Esg.
S. 5. Eustace, Esq.
*Dr A. A. Evans, M A, D,H.L., F.C.P.
Miss EpitH Evans
C. Eviritr, Esq.

*MRs. [AN FAIRBAIRN
*STUART FAIRE, Esq.
Lorp FARNHAM
LLADY FARNHAM
Miss ANN FEATHERSTONE
J. W. Figg, Esq.
MRs. TiNa FINCH
*CAPT. E. J. FINNEGAN
Miss U. M. FISHER
*Miss H. M. FitzHUGH
Mgs. Joan L. FITZWILLIAMS
*W. W. FLEXKER, EsqQ.
*Mrs. W. W, FLEXNER
*Maron Hamisu Forees, M.B.E., M.C,
Miss K. Forees-Duniopr, B.A.HoONS.
Lapy Forp
*Mrs. C. Forpe
*THE LaDY FORRES
*A. D. Francis, Esq., C.B.E., M.V.O.
S. R. Fraser, Esq. M.Exg, C.Eng, F.ILE.E.
*lan W, Frazer, Esq., F.C.A.
MR3s. PRIsCILLA FRAZER
*MRs. P. A. FREMANTLE
*K. R. 5. FRENncH, Esg.
* JEFFREY Frost, E5Q.
JONATHAN FRYER, EsQ.
*Miss E. A. FURLONG

Mns. EILEEN GAIRDNER
*THE HoN. MRs. Mary GASCOIGNE
Miss EiLy GAYFORD
*MRs. Patricia C. GELLEY
J. A. GERE, Esq,
*Lapy Gi1BSON
*A. D. F. GiLBERT, Esq.
*Mgs. A. D.F. GiLeerTt
*REAR-ADMIRAL THE EARL OF GLASGOW,
C.B.,D.5.0.
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*THE COUNTESS OF GLASGOW
*Miss M. C. Grascow, C.B.E.
*B. K. GLAZEBROOK, EsqQ.
*A.M. D C. GLEN, Esq.
*Joun GLEN, Esq.
*Dr. ALaN GLyn, E.R.D., M.P.
J. F. Gonug, Esq.
Mgs. J. F. Gome
*Miss EL1ZABETH GODFREY
Mgrs. Isoper M. T. Gotrz
*R. W. GoLrLanck, Esq.
* AuereY GouaH, Esg,, T.D.
Miss Nancy Gow, M.B.E,
*Dr. EuizaseTh F. GRAHAM KERR,
F.R.C.G.P., M.A., M.B,, B.Cuin.
*HernsERT GRAHAM, EsQ.
*N. J. GRANTHAM, Esq.
Vice-AbpMIRAL SIR Jouw Gray, K.B.E., C.B.
Dr. Raymonp GREENE, M.A,., D.M,,

F.R.C.P.

*Miss MARGARET GREENTREE
*H. St. L. GRENFELL, Esq., O.B.E., M.C.
*R, P, GuenreLL, Esq

Tawe GRIFFITH, EsqQ.
*A, G. Grmwabg, Esq., F.5.A,
*Mns. H, 8, H, GuINnEss

Joun GuLLick, Esq,

Mrs. Joun GuLLick
*CounciiLor MurieL GuMBEL, 1.P.
*Miss Joyce GurTerincg, C.B.E.

CHADWICK D' ISERE HaLL, Esq.
*W. R. C. HaLrin, Esq
*Masor E. D. HaLton
*R. O. Hancock, Esq.
*T. H. H. Haxcock, Esq., F.R.LLB.A.,
M. T.P.I,
Miss D. M. HaNnON
P. Hansen, EsqQ.
MRs. JuDiTH HANSER
M. R. HARDING, Esq.
*Jonn HaRRIs, Esq., F.5.A., Hon F.R.1.LB.A,
*MRs. Jou~N Harris, M.A., Pu.D.
RicHARD M. HaRnis, Esq.
JoHN HARRISON, EsQ.
S1R MICHAEL HARRISON, BART.
Miss MoLLIE HARRISON
MRS, EL1ZaBETH HAWKINS
NicHoLAs HAvDoN, Esq,
MRrs. NicHoLas Haybon
*E. L. Haves, Esq.
Mgs. E. L. Haves
W. S. HavnEs, Esq.
MRs. W. 5. HAYNES
*Miss ConstaNCE M. HAYWARD
*LaDy HEATH
*Mgrs. G. HELY-HUTCHINSON
*G. A. HEnLEY, Eso.
*Mazs. H. L, Q, HENRIQUES
Mns. M. A. HERRON



The construction and restoration works at the Pheasantry, Kings
Road are now complete and the letting of the various sections has
commenced.

The Developers are very pleased with the completed project and
thank those members of the Chelsea Society who assisted in design
and restoration matters during the course of construction,

Mgrs. P. H, HESELTINE
*P. D. J. HirrisLey-Cox, Esq.

*AntoNY HippisLEy-CoXE, Esq.

Miss S. H. Hiss
Feraus Honrs, Esq.
*Evior Hopckin, Esq.
*Mgs. ELtor HODGKIN
Mator [, §. Hobgson
*Tue Hon. Mgs. A, L. Hoobn
*FeLix Hore-NicHoLson, Esq.
Miss A. M. Hornby
*Miss MARGARET HORNBY
REvD. Davio HortoN
*Mgs. I. M. Howarp
Miss DAPHNE HOWESON
*Miss PRIMrOSE HOWESON
*D. R. Howison, Esq.
*Mns. EDwARD HUGHES
Mns, K. J. HUGHES
*Mrs. T. M. HUGHES
*NEen. HuGnEes-Onstow, Esq,
*Joun R, F. HumPhRry, Esq.
A. C, B, HuNTER, Esq.
*C. A. HUNTER, Esq.
*Mns, C. A. HUNTER
*RicHarD HUNTING, Esq.
*Mns. Bripger Huth
Miss PEcay E. HYNE

MRs. A. UNITY IRVINE
*COUNTESS OF IVEAGH

*Mis5 PAMELA JACDBSON

*Miss PEGGY JACOBSON
ManrTiN James EsQ,
CoNRAD JaMESON, Esq.

*)ames H, Kirkman, Esg.
Mrs, JEAN KLABER
RoBerT KLABER, Esq.

*Miss J. M. KNicHT
MRs. M. B, KonsTAM

*Huau Kratt, Esq.

*ALBERTO DE LACERDA, Esq.

1. D. LAFreaTy, Esq.

R. A. Lama, Esq.

MRs. R. A. Lamn

Miss M. M. C. LAMBERT

K. E. LANDER, Esq.

Mgs. K. E. LANDER

Miss M. M. LANDERS

MRs. J LARKEN

R. J. O, LasCELLES, Esq.

*W. A, J. LAWRENCE, Esq.
*MRs. W. A. J. LAWRENCE
*GEORGE LavTON, Esq.

LADY LEGGE-BOURKE

*Joun LEHMANN, Esq., C.B.E.
PauL M. LEHMANN, Esqg.
*Davipb Le LAy, Esq.

*Miss F, M, LENEY

*Dr. D. J. Lewis
*Mgrs. LesteEy LeEwis, F.S.A.
*Sin Davip Libperpate, K.C.B.
*THE LADY CAROLINE LINGARD
Davip Liovp, Esq.

Mrs, Davip LiovD
*G. LLoyp-RoBERTS, Esq.

*PREBENDARY HAROLD Loasey, M.A.

Mrs, HAROLD Loasay
*H. BriaN Locke, Esq.
*MRs. Long

Mges, CONRAD JAMESON
*MRS. ANNE JARDINE
*Mns. H. A. TREGARTHEN JENKIN *JosepH Losty, Esq.

*Tue Lorp JessEL, C.B.E. *MRs. JosePH LOsSEY

LADY JOHNSTON *James N. Lotery, Esq.

Miss Jo JONES *DR. PATRICK LOVETT
*P, L. JosepH, Esq. Davip M. Lovisonb, Esg.

*Miss L. LuMLEY

*Tue CoUNTESS OF LoncrForp, C.B.E.
*THE VERY REV. CANON JOHN L. LONGSTAFF

MRs. JOSEPHINE KAMM

o~ Dr. H. E. M. Kay *E. C. Macabau, Esq.
L]

C. H. PEARCE AND SONS (Contractors) LIMITED s oA KEgLNG oML Ho MACCOLL et
Parklainds, Stoke Gifford, *H. Kﬁh}gn. Esq. . *MRs. A. R.Ji-l. %cmm\m
Brist *Miss M. KENNEDY-BELL *Miss I. M. MacDonaLp
T l§ (())2%86]92369(521[-1 Tue WorsHIPFUL THE MAYOR OF MRs. N. MACDONALD

cli KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA  *JAMES MACNAIR, Esq.

*His HorNounr Jupgg M. 1. P. MacNaR
Louts KEnTNER, Esq., C.B.E. Mas. M. J. P. MacNar

*Miss A. M. Keyser, M.B.E., A.R.R.C, *R. ALISTAIR MCALPINE, Esq.
Miss B. O. Kigx *Couiy 1. McIntyri, Esq.

*ALLan R. KING, Esq. 1. B. W. McDonewL, Esq.

*Miss F. B, King *Mas. C. S, McNuLty
Dr. F. L. KING-LEWIS *Miss B. 1. M. Macraw

*THE LorD KINNAIRD Mnrs. W, MAITLAND

Miss N. KENT TAYLOR




PROPERTY
PROPERTY

It all comes down to
expertise and sound advice.

Contact us first for a fast and efficient sale, purchase or
letting of Residential or Commercial property.
Known and respected throughout the professionsince 1878.

WILLET T

7 Lower Sloane Street, London SW1 01-730 3435

it

*GEORGE MaLcowmM, Esq., C.B.E.,

M.A.OxoN.

Miss MARGARET MARCHANT, M.B.E.
Mns. Basi. MARSDEN-SMEDLEY
LUKE MARSDEN-SMEDLEY, E5Q.
*Mrs. M. H. MarTIN

Miss N. A, MaRTIN

*Miss M. G. Massy, M.B.E.
*Ricuarp Fraxncis MauRrice, Esq.
MRS. ANDREAS MAYOR

Mrs. P. Mayor

*Miss Iris MEDLICOTT

*SIR JoHN MEGAW

*LaDY MEGAW

“THE Hon. MRs. PHiLiP MELDON
Proressor V. L. MENAGE
*PeTeER B. MEYER, Esq.

*Mgs. L. H. N. MiDDLETON

THE LADY MILNER OF LEEDS
Mrs, E. MItCHELL

Mnrs. M. C. MITCHELL

Einar MiLLer, Esg.

MRs. ALICE MILLER

Miss P. D. J. MoLroy

*MRs. JANE C. MooRrEe

D. T. MorgaN, Esq.

Miss M. B. MoRGaN

Q. MorGay EDWARDS, Esq., M.A.
Mrs. Q. MorGAN EDWARDS

P. 5. Moricg, Esq.

*A. G. Morns, Esq.

*MRs. A. G. Mogrris

Mgrs. F. MorRisoNn

*1. W. F. MorToN, Esg.

*Mnrs. J. W. F. MorToN, A.R.LLB.A.
*MaRrY Laby MosTYN

*THE Lorn MoyNsE

*Miss J. L. MURCHISON

LADY NAPIER

Con. G. E. M. NavLor

Mgrs. JANE NayLoR

*BerNARD NEvILL, Esq., F.R.S.A,, F.S.LA.
*Miss J. F. NEwWCOMBE

*MRs. E. NEwTON

*GeorGE H. J. NicHowsox, Esq.

Joun MNicHowson, Esq., D.F.C., LL.B.
Mgrs. JounN NICHOLSON

*Cupr. THE Rt. Hon. SIR ALLAN NOBLE,

K.CM.G., D.5.0., D.5.C,, R.N.

*THE MARQUESS oF Noamansy, M.B.E,
*THE MARCHIONESS OF NORMANBY
THE LAY NUGENT

Miss L. K. O'BrieN
Mgs. E. V. W, OKELL
P. V. A. OLbaKk, Esq.
MRs, W. M., OLDAK
MRs. RaLPH OLIPHANT
L. O’"MEAGHER, Esq.
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*MRs. CUTHBERT ORDE
Miss CeciLia O'RorkE

MRs. DULSIE PARKER
SIR PETER PARKER, M. V.0
LADY PARKER

*W. PARKER, Esq,

*Mgr5s. MARIORIE PARR
ALLEN PATERSON, Esq.
MRs. A-M. PATERsSON

*MRs. 1an C. PATERSON

*Mgs. J. D. Paton
K. F. R. PEARSON, Esq,
MRs. R. R. PELHAM BURN

*THE REV. C. PEMBERTOR

*Miss D. W. PETTIGREW
L1.-CoL. P. B. PEYMAN
Dr. 1. C. PHELPs
Mgs. . C, PHELPS
Jonn Purers, Esq.

*PRERENDARY F. A, PlacHaup, M.A., B.D.

*LADY PICKTHORN

*D. H. PteeR, Esq., D.L.

*MRs. CECIL PLAYFORD

*E. M. PrazzoTTA, Esq.
T. A. G. Pococxk, Esq.
Mgrs. T. A. G. Pocock
GREVILLE PokE, Esq,
MRrs. GREVILLE POKE

*Miss N. S, POMFRET

*THE LORD PORCHESTER
AnTHONY Post, Esq.
Mzs. ANTHONY PosT

*R. H. A. PowELL, Esq.

*Miss A, PowELL EDWARDs
Mgs. K. M. PrestoN

*Mgs. E. PULFORD

*Mmrs. DeENIS PURCELL

MRs. V. QuUIN

Miss M. P, REEKIE
F. V., Rees, Esq,
Mmrs, A, B, REEVE
A. 1. RerroLp, Esq.
Miss HiLpa REID
WiLtiam Reip, Esq., F.5.A., F.M.A,
*Miss Mary E. T. REMNANT
L1.-Cot. JoHN D. N. RETALLACK
Miss V. W. RICE-PYLE
SIR JamEes RicHarbs, C.B.E., A.R.[.LB.A.
MRs. M. A. RICHARDS
*R. P. G. RICHARDsS, Esq.
MRs. A. RIDLER
*Davib RiDLEY, Esq.
*MRs. DaviD RIDLEY
*LapY RioBY
J. Simon Ricae, Esq.
MRs. NEVILLE ROBINSON
RoBERT RoBINSON, EsqQ.




BEFORE ORDERING YOUR NEW LOUNGE SUITE
CONSULT

TULLEYS of CHELSEA

THE SPECIALISTS

WHERE, FROM A HUGE VARIETY OF SHAPES, SIZES

AND STYLES YOU CAN SELECT EXACTLY WHAT YOU

REQUIRE TO BE TIGHT OR LOOSE COVERED IN ANY
MATERIAL YOU CARE TO CHOOSE.

WRITE OR TELEPHONE FOR FREE ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE

TULLEYS (CHELSEA) LIMITED
289/297 FULHAM ROAD, LONDON, SW10

Telephone: 01-352 1078

Before Buying, Selling or Letting Property,
get in touch with

Iris Medlicott ssc, arics, MmiH,

Housing Counsellor

Expert advice on Selling, Buying, Letting and every
facet of House Purchase, Planning, Designing,
Conversion and Management.

19 Royal Avenue, London, SW3
Telephone: 01-730 5564/8307
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MRs. ROBERT RoBINSON
Miss PATIENCE ROPES
InNES RosE, Esg.
Mus. KATHARINE M. Ross
PeTER Ross, Esq.
Mes. PETER Ross

*LaDY RowaN

*Davib Rowe, Esq,

*THE GovERNOR, THE RoyAL HosPITAL

*Cor. R. A, RUBENS
Mgs. R. A, RuBens

*Sir Percy RuGe
Miss AlLsa RUSSELL

*Dr. NokL RUSSELL
RonaLp B. RyatLt, Esq.
Miss M. A. RyaN

MRS, RALPH SADLEIR
Miss DIANA SALTER
Miss E, SaMPsON
THe Hon. Goprrey SAMUEL, C.B.E., M.A.
F.R.LB.A., AMT.P.
*Mgrs, A, C. E. SANDBERG
Davip SanpELL, Esq., F.R.C.S.
Mns. DAVID SANDELL
JoHN SanpoE, Esq.
*Miss DAPHNE SANGER
J. G. SANGER, Esq.
Mgrs, J. G. SANGER
*JouN A, SANKEY, Esq.
CH®ISTOPHER SCARLETT, Esg.
Denys S. M. Scot, Esq.
J. P. ScorT, Esq.
*NicHoLas ScorT, Eso.,, M.B.E., 1.P., M.P.
*Miss [sangL ScotT-ELLior
MRS. JAMES SCUDAMORE
*PETER R. SEDDON, EsqQ.
RicHARD SEWELL, Esq.
*Miss M. J. SEYmMouR
MRs. B. SHAHIN
MRS. ELIZABETH SHAW
MRs. P. J. SHERIDAN
*NED SHERRIN, EsqQ.
*Miss D. M. SHIPMAN
J. HArOLD SHuULLAW, Esq.
Mgs. J. HAROLD SHULLAW
J. L. Stmpson, Esq.
Mgs. J. L. Siupson
*L. A, SiupsoN, Esq.
*Mns, M. 1. Simpson
*B, I, Sus, Esq.
*THE REV. CHARLES SINNICKSON
*C. H. A. SKEY, Esq.
*Mss. MICHAEL SMILEY
Miss FREDA SMITH
*Mrs. lax SmuTH
*N. A. C, SmiTH, Esq.
Mpns, RAE SMITH
W, HaMmoND SMiTH, Esq.
Miss VERA M. SNELLING

71

*RayMoND W, SNOWDEN, EsqQ.
N. SoLoMon, Esq.
Mgs. N, SoLoMon
Joun SorreLL, Esq.
Mns. EVE SORRELL
*J. M. SouTHERN, Esq.
Mans. P, B, SPEAK
N. A. H. Stacey, Esq.
*Mgs. ROBERT STANHOPE-PALMER
*Miss A. STENFERT-KROESE
MICHAEL STEPHEN, Esq.
*Mgs. S, [, STEWART
Mns. GERALD STOCKLEY
*Frank H. StockweLL, Esg.
N. M. StoucHTON, Esq.
Mnrs. N. M. STOUGHTON
*Mns. [SOBEL STRACHEY
Miss CATHERINE H. STRAUSS
*], A. STREETER, Esq.
*T. pe B. H. StripE, Esq,
*THE Hon. J. D. STUART
*OLIVER STUTCHBURY, EsqQ.
*MRs. H. STUTCHBURY
*THE HON. MICHAEL SUMMERSKILL
Mns, JoCELYN SUNDIUS-SMITH
Briganier C. C. Swirt, O.B.E., M.C.
ANTHONY SYKES, Esq.

*Miss GERALDINE TALBOT
LADY KENYA TaTTON-BROWN
MRrs. ELwyN R. TAYLOR
A. GorpoN TayLoR, Esg.
Miss S. A. P. TeicurieLp, M.B.E.
Di. D. ], THOMAS
MRs. D. J. THOMAS
*MRs. GEORGE THOMAS
Major W. A, ThompsoN, R.A.
*THE Rev. C. E. LEIGHTON THOMSON
*C. I. H. THornHILL, Esq.
MRS. ANGELA TOLAINI
*Mgrs. H, TOLLEMACHE
Miss M., 1. ToisoN
Alr Commonore J. N, Tomes, C.B.E.
Mgs. J. N. ToMEs
Miss B, M, TowLE, M.B.E.
Miss MArRY TREABGOLD
*Dr. W. C, TURNER
Mgs. H. M. TYNDALL
ProressoR H. J. V. TYRRELL
Dr. S. M. TYRRELL

Miss VIVIENNE VEREKER
HoraTio VESTER, Esq.
MRs. VALENTINE VESTER

*SIR ANTHONY WaAGNER, K.C.V.O., D.L1TT.
Miss Miriam S, WALLACE, MLA,
MRs. A. WALTER

*Mes. L, WaLToN
MRs. JoaNNa WaARD




