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Abstract 
 

The thesis provides the first detailed study of the original {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ 

Westminster. In 1794, the Speaker of the House of Commons appropriated a large mansion which 

stood immediately adjacent to the Commons chamber. During 1802ς08 the house was extensively 

remodelled by James Wyatt. It remained the official residence of the Speaker until 1834, when the 

old Palace of Westminster was effectively destroyed by fire.  

This interdisciplinary thesis will explore the history of the house from both political and 

architectural perspectives. It will examine how successive Speakers used the house to support their 

political role, with particular emphasis on its vital part in their hospitality and sociability, both official 

and unofficial. It will also explain how successive Speakers used the increased prestige of their office 

ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜƳŜƴǘΦ Lǘ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ 

helped the Speaker to consolidate their position as the symbolic figurehead of the House of 

Commons. 

!ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜ ƻƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴτwhich was fully embraced 

by his patron, Speaker Abbotτto adopt a Gothic style for his alterations. It will consider the reasons 

for his choice, and the long-ǘŜǊƳ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǊƪΦ Lǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ 

relation to contemporary debates about architectural conservation, for which the Palace of 

²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŦƭŀǎƘǇƻƛƴǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǎ ŀ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ 

changing attitudes to architectural style and conservation in early nineteenth-century Britain. It 

ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜǎǘƛƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ palace, creating a 

ƴŜǿŦƻǳƴŘ ǎŜƴǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨǇǊƻǇŜǊΩ ǎǘȅƭŜ ōƻǘƘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ 

of buildings, and for Parliament as an institution. This newfound sensibility ultimately determined 

the design of the present Palace of Westminster. 
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ƴƻǊǘƘ ǿƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ  

Fig. 2.22: detail of Fig. 2.20 ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƭƻƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

centre and the State Dining Room to the left.  

Fig. 2.23: J. T. Smith, Foundation Plan of the Ancient Palace of Westminster (detail), dated 1807. 

Published in Antiquities of Westminster, facing p. 125. 

Fig. 2.24Υ ǎǇŜŎǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŦƭƻƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ мулуΣ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ CƛƎΦ мΦфΦ 

Known alterations made by Wyatt (discussed in the text) have been marked in red. The numbers 

(red text) relate to possible room names/uses discussed in the text. 

Fig. 2.25Υ !ŘŀƳ [ŜŜΣ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƛǊŎŀǎŜ ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

gallery leading to the Public Library, c. 1820s. Varnished watercolour on paper, 635 x 490mm. 

London: Museum of London, A15451. 

Fig. 2.26Υ !ŘŀƳ [ŜŜΣ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƛǊŎŀǎŜΣ ŎΦ мунлǎΦ 

Varnished watercolour on paper, 635 x 490mm. London: Museum of London, A15452. 

Fig. 2.27Υ !ŘŀƳ [ŜŜΣ ƭƻƴƎƛǘǳŘƛƴŀƭ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ όŘƛƎƛǘŀƭƭȅ 

enhanced), c. 1820s. Varnished watercolour on paper, 710 x 1260mm. London: Museum of London, 

A15455. 

Fig. 2.28: George Johann Scharf, Panorama of the Ruins of the Old Palace of Westminster, 1834. Oil 

on canvas, 805 x 1400mm. London: Parliamentary Art Collection (WOA 3793). 
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Fig. 2.29: Thomas Chawner and Henry Rhodes, Ground Story [sic] Offices of The House of Commons 

together with adjoining portions of The House of Lords and of other Public Buildings (detail), 1834. 

Ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. London: The National Archives (WORK 29/22). 

Fig. 2.30: Thomas Chawner and Henry Rhodes, Principal Story [sic] of the House of Commons and 

appurtenant Offices, also of The House of Lords and portions of its Offices, together with adjoining 

portions of other Public Buildings (detail), 1834. Ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. London: The 

National Archives (WORK 29/23). 

Fig. 2.31: Thomas Chawner and Henry Rhodes, Two Pair Story [sic] of The House of Commons 

Buildings including adjoining portions of those of The House of Lords and of other Public Buildings 

(detail), 1834. Ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. London: The National Archives (WORK 29/25). 

Fig. 2.32: John Russell and Charles Elliott, settee, 1807. Gilt wood and velvet, 995 x 1990 x 700mm. 

Windsor: Royal Collection (28729). Royal Collection Trust / © His Majesty King Charles III 2023. 

Fig. 2.33: John Russell and Charles Elliott, armchair, 1807. Gilded beech gilt bronze and velvet, 995 x 

670 x 610 mm. Windsor: Royal Collection (28728). Royal Collection Trust / © His Majesty King 

Charles III 2023. 

Fig. 2.34: Sir Thomas Lawrence, George III (1738ς1820), 1809. Oil on canvas, 1723 x 1162mm. 

Windsor: Royal Collection Trust, RCIN 402405. Royal Collection Trust / © His Majesty King Charles III 

2023. 

Fig. 2.35: S. J. Buck, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester 1757ς1829, Speaker, c. 1802ς29, date 

unknown. Watercolour on paper, 95 x 135mm. London: Parliamentary Art Collection, WOA 2393. 

Fig. 2.36: tƭŀƴ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ IŀƭƭΣ ¢ƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ƴƻǿ {ǘŀƴŘ, 

1827. Ink on paper, dimension unavailable. London: Westminster City Archives, Gardner Box 56, no. 

21. 

Fig. 2.37: ǘƘŜ /ǊƛƳǎƻƴ 5ǊŀǿƛƴƎ wƻƻƳΣ ώƴŜǿϐ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘŜŘ 

in 2023. © UK Parliament/Estates Archive. 

Fig. 3.1: Office of John Soane: Design for domed House of Lords with colonnade and with principal 

front facing the Thames: Perspective from the river with staffage (barge with sails, two rowing boats 

one with blue ensign), undated. Ink and coloured washes on paper, 568 mm x 1245 mm. London: Sir 

WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a όорύ мсκоκмсύ. 

Fig. 3.2: Office of John Soane: Designs for a House of Lords with House of Commons and Law Courts, 

drawn 1831 or after: Plan, a reduced alternative to 39, dated 1794 but watermarked 1831. Ink and 

coloured washes on paper, 464 x 588 mm. London: Sir John SoaƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a рмκоκосύ. 

Fig 3.3: Office of John Soane: Exterior perspective of the New Law Courts, the New Palace Yard 

façade with curved corners, from the north west looking south east, as part executed, December 

1826. Pencil and coloured washes on paper, 465 x 283 mm. London: SƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a 

53/8/20). 

Fig. 3.4: C. Burton after S. Russell: View of Westminster Hall, Law Courts &c. From the North West, 

1825. Coloured lithograph on paper, 432 x 235 mm. London: Parliamentary Art Collection (WOA 

1420). 

Fig. 3.5: T. Kearnan after P. Wyatt: Perspective View of the North and West Fronts of the Buildings 

Connected with the two Houses of Parliament and the Law Courts &c. Published in Col. F. W. Trench, 
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A Collection of Papers Relating to the Thames Quay: with Hints for Some Further Improvements in 

the Metropolis (London: Carpenter & Sons, 1827), plate VII. 

Fig. 3.6: I. Roffe after P. Wyatt: Perspective View of the North and East Fronts of the Buildings 

Connected with the two Houses of Parliament and Courts of Law. Published in Col. F. W. Trench, A 

Collection of Papers Relating to the Thames Quay: with Hints for Some Further Improvements in the 

Metropolis (London: Carpenter & Sons, 1827), plate VI. 

Fig. 3.7: Sir J. Soane: Plan of a Design for a New House of Commons (detail). Published in Report from 

ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ, HC 269, 1833. London: Parliamentary Archives, 

ARC/HCB. 

Fig. 3.8: Thomas Chawner and Henry Rhodes, General Ground Plan of Westminster Hall, the Houses 

of Lord and Commons and other Public Buildings situate between New Palace Yard on the North and 

Parliament Place on the South, (detail), 1834. Ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. London: The 

National Archives (WORK 29/21). 

Fig 3.9: John Rickman, plan of destruction by fire of the old Houses of Parliament, 1834. Ink on 

paper, dimensions unavailable. London: Parliamentary Archives, HL/PO/LB/1/2. 

Fig. 3.10: T. Kearnan after C. Barry, New Houses of Parliament: View of the Adopted Design as it 

Would Appear from the Surrey End of Westminster Bridge, c. 1835. Ink on paper, 175 x 286mm. New 

Haven: Yale Center for British Art, B1977.14.22642. 

Fig. 3.11Υ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΣ ώƴŜǿϐ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ όǎƻǳǘƘ ǿŀƭƪύΣ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘŜŘ ƛƴ 

2023. © UK Parliament/Estates Archive. 

 

For copyright reasons, Figs. 2.10, 2.19 and 2.36 have been redacted from the open-access version of 

this thesis. 
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!ŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜƳŜƴǘǎ 
 

CƛǊǎǘ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊŜƳƻǎǘΣ L ǿƛǎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŀƴƪ Ƴȅ ŦǳƴŘŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ !Ǌǘǎ ϧ IǳƳŀƴƛǝŜǎ wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ό!Iw/ύΣ 

ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ Ƴȅ 5ƻŎǘƻǊŀƭ ¢ǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ tŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΣ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ wƻǎŜ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ ƻŦ !Ǌǘǎ ϧ IǳƳŀƴƛǝŜǎ 

ό²wƻ/!IύΦ bŜŜŘƭŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǎŀȅΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŬƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ !ǎ ŀ ǎŜŎƻƴŘπȅŜŀǊ ŜƴǘǊŀƴǘ ǘƻ ²wƻ/!IΣ L ŀƳ ŀƭǎƻ ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŬƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ 

ōȅ ǘƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ !Ǌǘ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŬǊǎǘ ȅŜŀǊ ƻŦ Ƴȅ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎΦ L ƘƻǇŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴȅ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ 

ƧǳǎǝŬŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛǘƘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛƴǎǝǘǳǝƻƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

L ƻǿŜ ŀ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǝŀƭ ŘŜōǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇŜǊǘǎ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀŘǾƛǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ƳŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǘƘǊŜŜπŀƴŘπŀπƘŀƭŦ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ aƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅΣ L Ƴǳǎǘ ǘƘŀƴƪ Ƴȅ ǎǳǇŜǊǾƛǎƻǊΣ 

tǊƻŦΦ !ƴǘƘƻƴȅ DŜǊŀƎƘǘȅΣ ǿƘƻ Ƙŀǎ ƎǳƛŘŜŘ ƳŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀǝŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǎŘƻƳ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ǎ 

ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ Ƴȅ ¢ƘŜǎƛǎ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ tŀƴŜƭΣ 5Ǌ WƻƘƴ /ƻƻǇŜǊ ŀƴŘ 5Ǌ 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭǎƻ 

ƻũŜǊŜŘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀōƭŜ ŀŘǾƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ L Ƴǳǎǘ ǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŀƴƪ [ƛȊ ŦƻǊ ǎǳǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜ ŎƻǇƛŜǎ ƻŦ 

ƘŜǊ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎŀǝƻƴǎΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ŎƻǇƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ 

ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ƘŜǊ ƻǿƴ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻ ŜȄŀƎƎŜǊŀǝƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘΣ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ƘŜǊ ƘŜƭǇΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǾŜǎ 

ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƴŘŜƳƛŎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ŀ ƘŀƭǘΦ 5Ǌ aŀǊƪ /ƻƭƭƛƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ 9ǎǘŀǘŜǎ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜŜƴ ƎŜƴŜǊƻǳǎ ǿƛǘƘ ōƻǘƘ ŀŘǾƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀŎǝŎŀƭ ƘŜƭǇΣ 

ǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǝƴƎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻƊΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ L 

ŀƳ ŀƭǎƻ ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ L ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǘ 

{ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘŜŀƳΣ ǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ tǊƻŦΦ ¢ƛƳ !ȅŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ 5Ǌ 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ .ƛƎƎǎΦ L Ƴǳǎǘ ŀƭǎƻ 

ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎ Ƴȅ ǘƘŀƴƪǎ ǘƻ Ƴȅ ŦŜƭƭƻǿ ǇƻǎǘƎǊŀŘǳŀǘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊΣ YƛǊǎǘȅ ²ǊƛƎƘǘΣ ǿƘƻ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ Ƴŀƴȅ 

ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ƘŜǊ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ   

L ŀƳ Ŝǉǳŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŘŜōǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘŀǊŘπǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ǎǘŀũ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛōǊŀǊƛŜǎ L ƘŀǾŜ 

ǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ¢ƘŜ bŀǝƻƴŀƭ !ǊŎƘƛǾŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ .ǊƛǝǎƘ [ƛōǊŀǊȅΣ ¢ƘŜ 

tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ !ǊŎƘƛǾŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ 5ŜǾƻƴ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ /ŜƴǘǊŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ DƭƻǳŎŜǎǘŜǊǎƘƛǊŜ !ǊŎƘƛǾŜǎΦ L ŀƳ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ 

ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ǎǘŀũ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¦Y tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ Ƴȅ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŜƴǉǳƛǊƛŜǎΣ 

ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ Yŀǘȅ .ŀǊǊŜǧΣ /ƛŀǊŀ /ƻǎǘŜƭƭƻΣ [ƛƭȅ IƻǎƪƛƴƎΣ aŀǊȅπWŀƴŜ ¢ǎŀƴƎ ŀƴŘ aŜƭŀƴƛŜ ¦ƴǿƛƴΦ {ǳŜ tŀƭƳŜǊ 

ŀƴŘ CǊŀƴŎŜǎ {ŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜŜƴ ǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƘŜƭǇŦǳƭ ƛƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǝƴƎ 

ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ǿŀǎǘ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǝƻƴ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎǎ ŦǊƻƳ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƻŶŎŜΦ 

L Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪ ǘƘŜ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǝǾŜ ǎǘŀũ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ²wƻ/!IΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ 

ŘŜŀƭǘ ǎƻ ƪƛƴŘƭȅ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǝŜƴǘƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ Ƴȅ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ŜƴǉǳƛǊƛŜǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǘƘǊŜŜπŀƴŘπŀπƘŀƭŦ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ 

{ǘŜǇƘŀƴƛŜ YƛƴƎΣ Wƻ aŀƭǘōȅΣ /ƭŀǊŜ aŜŀŘƭȅΣ ŀƴŘ !ƴŘǊŜǿ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƳŜƴǝƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘΦ 
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hƴ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ L ƻǿŜ ŀƴ ŜƴƻǊƳƻǳǎ ŘŜōǘ ǘƻ ŀƭƭ Ƴȅ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜƳƻǝƻƴŀƭ 

ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀŎǝŎŀƭ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŦŀǊ ǘƻƻ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ǘƻ ƴŀƳŜ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭƭȅΣ ōǳǘ L ŀƳ ƎŜƴǳƛƴŜƭȅ ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ǘƻ 

ǘƘŜƳ ŀƭƭΦ LŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴȅōƻŘȅ L ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴŀŘǾŜǊǘŜƴǘƭȅ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪŜŘΣ L ƻũŜǊ Ƴȅ ǎƛƴŎŜǊŜ ŀǇƻƭƻƎƛŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ L Ŏŀƴ 

ŀǎǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƘŀǘ L ŀƳ ǎƛƴŎŜǊŜƭȅ ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘŜƭǇΦ 

!ōƻǾŜ ŀƭƭΣ L Ƴǳǎǘ ǘƘŀƴƪ Ƴȅ ǇŀǊŜƴǘǎΥ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴŜǾŜǊ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ǳƴŦŀƛƭƛƴƎ ƭƻǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ L ŘŜŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƳΦ   
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Introduction 
 

Monday 20th [June, 1814]. Χ ¦Ǉƻƴ Ƴȅ ǊŜǘǳǊƴτI found the Emperor and Grand Duchess in 

the Gallery of my houseτthe Emperor took me by the hand and made fine speeches. 

Wilberforce took his coffee with usτwhilst we dined below upon the preparations made for 

the Royal Visitors.1 

It is a remarkably understated diary entry. Most people would be astonished if they came 

home from work to find the Tsar of Russia on their landing; still more so if one of the most famous 

MPs of the day then dropped by for a cup of coffee. Yet for Charles Abbot MP, Speaker of the House 

of Commons 1802ς17, episodes like this wereτquite literallyτŀƭƭ ƛƴ ŀ ŘŀȅΩǎ ǿƻǊƪΦ In June 1814, the 

Allied sovereigns had gathered in London to celebrateτprematurely, as it turned outτthe end of 

the Napoleonic wars.2 It was probably no surprise to Abbot that some of these royal visitorsτTsar 

Alexander I (r. 1801ς25), his sister the Grand Duchess Catherine Pavlovna (1788ς1819), and King 

Frederick William III of Prussia (r. 1797ς40)τdecided to visit the House of Commons and witness the 

spectacle of a parliamentary debate.3 ²ƘŜƴ ƻƴŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ƭƛǘŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƴŜȄǘ 

door to the Commons, it becomes less surprising that Abbot found the Tsar waiting for him when he 

ŎŀƳŜ ƘƻƳŜΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǘŜǊǎŜ ŘƛŀǊȅ ŜƴǘǊȅ Ŧŀƛƭǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǾŜȅ Ƨǳǎǘ Ƙƻǿ ƳƻƳŜƴǘƻǳǎ ǘƘƛs 

meeting must have been for him on a personal level. Unlike so many of his political contemporaries, 

Abbot was not a scion of an aristocratic family: he was the son of an obscure clergyman and a 

ŘǊŀǇŜǊΩǎ ŘŀǳƎƘǘŜǊΦ Lǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘƛƴƎ ŀ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀt his was a rags-to-riches story: he had 

had a respectable education at Westminster School and Christ Church, Oxford, before being called to 

the Bar at the Middle Temple.4 This achievement was followed by a lucrative legal career.5 

Nevertheless, it must be remembered that Britain had a rigid class hierarchy in the long eighteenth 

century; even relatively wealthy middle-class individuals often found social advancement difficult.6 If 

Abbot, during his boyhood, had seriously imagined that he would one day be shaking hands with 

emperors, then he would have been an unusually ambitiousτand optimisticτlittle boy. His meeting 

 
1 London: The National Archives (TNA) PRO 30/9/35, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: papers, Journal, with 
interpolated correspondence etc., 1811ς15, f. 378. 
2 E. A. Smith, George IV (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1999), pp. 148ς53. 
3 PRO 30/9/35, f. 378.Unless otherwise stated, the birth and death dates of all individuals referred to in this 
thesis (and the regnal dates of monarchs) have been taken from the Oxford Dictionary of National Biography 
(hereafter ODNB), https://www-oxforddnb-com; or, for foreign nationals, the Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
https://www.britannica.com/. [Both accessed 05/09/2023.] 
4 C. Wilkinson, άAbbot, Charles, first Baron Colchesterέ, ODNB (2008), https://doi-
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3 [accessed 05/10/2022]. 
5 Ibid, n. p.  
6 wΦ tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǊŜǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ CΦ CŜǊƴández-Armesto (ed.), England in the 
Eighteenth Century (London: The Folio Society, 1998), p. 52. 

https://www-oxforddnb-com/
https://www.britannica.com/
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3
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with Alexander I was made possible by virtue of the office he held. The Speakership gave Abbot a 

position of political importance and social prestige, in which meetings with royalty were not merely 

possible, but expected. Moreover, the office of Speaker afforded Abbot a fitting venue in which to 

Ƙƻǎǘ ǎǳŎƘ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎΦ ¢ǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ, !ōōƻǘΩǎ predecessor as Speaker, Henry 

Addington (in office 1794ς1801), had appropriated a large mansion immediately adjacent to the 

House of Commons. This gave the Speaker an official residence for the first time, and successive 

Speakers continued to live in this house until the old Palace of Westminster was ravaged by fire in 

October 1834.  

Besides Alexander and Catherine, many other royals and nobles crossed the threshold of the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŦƻǊǘȅ-year period. Yet the house was not just a venue for grand state 

occasions: it was also a family home and a place for entertaining close friends. Hence, the visit of 

William Wilberforce (1759ς1833), veteran MP and abolitionist leader, seemed no more remarkable 

to Abbot than that of the Tsar. Indeed, Wilberforce was a near-neighbour of the Abbots, having 

leased a house in Old Palace Yard; and, since he was famously hospitable to fellow MPs, Abbot 

would surely have had no hesitation in returning the favour.7 Indeed, Addington had also played 

Ƙƻǎǘ ǘƻ ²ƛƭōŜǊŦƻǊŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мтфлǎΦ8  

Abbot was a meticulous record-keeper. His diaries contain an extraordinary daily record of 

ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ǿƘƻ ǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ ƻǊ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ƻƴ ƘƛƳ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƻǊ ƻƴ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΣ 

throughout most of his fifteen-year tenure. Understandably, these diary entries are usually brief, 

often recording no more than the name of the caller; but the Tsar merited a more descriptive entry. 

Nevertheless, on this occasion Abbot provides no description of the building in which their 

encounter took place. By 1814, he ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘǿŜƭǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ; it had 

thus become an everyday sight, requiring no special comment. However, twenty-first-century 

readers might not have the contextual knowledge of the old Palace of Westminster which Abbot 

ǘƻƻƪ ŦƻǊ ƎǊŀƴǘŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ DŀƭƭŜǊȅ ƻŦ Ƴȅ ƘƻǳǎŜέ ǿŀǎΣ ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ 

ǳǇǇŜǊ ǎǘƻǊŜȅ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΣ ŀƴ ŜȄǉǳƛǎƛǘŜ example of Perpendicular Gothic architecture 

dating back to the reign of Henry VIII. Indeed, one contemporary antiquaryτJohn Carter (1748ς

1819), who will figure prominently in this thesisτŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŀǎ άthe most beautiful 

 
7 A. Wright and P. Smith, Parliament Past and Present: A Popular and Picturesque Account of a Thousand Years 
in the Palace of Westminster, the Home of the Mother of Parliaments, vol. 1 (London: Hutchinson & Co., c. 
1902), pp. 69ς70. 
8 R.I. Wilberforce and S. Wilberforce, The Life of William Wilberforce, vol. 2 (London: Seeley, Burnside and 
Seeley, 1838), p. 140. Abbot mentions in his dairy (PRO 30/9/35, f. 378) that a debate on the slave trade had 
originally been scheduled for that day, but was cancelled due to Lord Castlereagh being ill.  
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specimen of Gothic architecture which this country has to boast ofέΦ9 Even more remarkable is the 

fact thatτdespite the ravages of the 1834 fire, and the sweeping rebuilding programme that 

followedτǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜΦ IŜƳƳŜŘ ƛƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ IŀƭƭΣ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ IŀƭƭΣ ŀƴŘ 

the new House of Commons buildings, they are invisible from outside the palace; and, since they 

have never been opened to the general public, most visitors to Westminster remain unaware of 

their presence. In recent decades they have been used as offices, but in the late 2010s they were 

cleared to facilitate restoration works (Fig. I.1).10 Unfortunately, the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic 

disrupted this work; it is not yet clear when it will be completed, nor what use the cloisters will 

eventually be put to. 

 
9 J. Carter, Specimens of the Ancient Sculpture and Painting, vol. 2 (London: J. Carter, 1780), pp. 28ς29. 
10 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά¢ƘŜ άGothic SlumέΥ atǎ ŀƴŘ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ мрпуςнлмуέΣ 
Parliamentary History 41:2 (2022), pp. 279ς302. 
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Fig. I.1Υ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ όƭƻǿŜǊ ǿŜǎǘ ǿŀƭƪύΣ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘŜŘ ƛƴ нл21. © 

UK Parliament/Estates Archive. 
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¢ƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŦŀƛǊƭȅ ōŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƧŜǿŜƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƻǿƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ōǳǘ 

they were not its only remarkable feature. The house also incorporated part of the medieval 

ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΦ CƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ wŜŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǳǇǇŜr storey of the chapel had 

ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƴǾŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ŘŜōŀǘƛƴƎ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ-level undercroft 

was subsequently Ǉǳǘ ǘƻ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ǳǎŜǎ ōǳǘΣ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ ƘƻǳǎŜΣ 

its eastern end served as his State Dining Room. Indeed, it may have been in this space that the 

άǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ǾƛǎƛǘƻǊǎέ ǿŜǊŜ ƭŀƛŘ ƻǳǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ ǾƛǎƛǘΦ [ƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΣ ǘƘƛǎ 

undercroft survives: it was restored in the nineteenth century as a chapel for both Houses of 

Parliament (Fig. I.2).11 

 

TƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀƴ ŀǎǎŜƳōƭŀƎŜ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎΥ ƛǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ 

more modern elements. In 1802, Abbot instigated a major reconstruction of the entire house, which 

saw much of its existing fabric pulled down and replaced. The architect in charge of this project was 

James Wyatt (1746ς1813). Today, his name might not be immediately familiar, except to specialists 

in Georgian architecture; but to Abbot and his contemporaries, he would have needed no 

introduction. Wyatt was undoubtedly the most fashionable and sought-after architect of late 

 
11 9Φ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ άSt Mary Undercroft, 1548ςмутлΥ άŀ Řǳƭƭ ǎƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŜŎŎƭŜǎƛŀǎǘƛŎŀƭ ƭǳƳōŜǊ-ǊƻƻƳέΚέ 
(forthcoming). 

Fig. I.2: the Chapel of St Mary Undercroft, Westminster. © UK Parliament/Estates Archive. 
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eighteenth-century Britain, and the personal favourite of King George III (r. 1760ς1820).12 In 1796, 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ status was cemented by his appointment to the highly-prestigious office of surveyor-general 

and comptroller ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ works.13 Previous surveyor-generals had included such architectural 

titans as Inigo Jones (1573ς1652; in office 1615ς43) and Sir Christopher Wren (1632ς1723; in office 

1669ς1718).14 Iƴ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ appointment recognised his status ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

!ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎŘƻƳέΦ15 tŜǊƘŀǇǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ ƎƛŦǘ ǿŀǎ Ƙƛǎ ǎǘȅƭƛǎǘƛŎ ǾŜǊǎŀǘƛƭƛǘȅΦ IŜ ōŜƎŀƴ Ƙƛǎ 

career as a neoclassicist, and proved himself equally capable of imitating both the highly-decorative 

Adam style, and the more restrained manner of Sir William Chambers (1723ς96; surveyor-general 

and comptroller 1782ς96).16 However, in his later years Wyatt became increasingly interested in 

Gothic architecture, and it was this style which he adopted for his work at Westminster.17 The 

significance of this choice will be one of the major themes of this thesis. Given the historical and 

architectural interest of its fabric, and its connection to such an illustrious architect as Wyatt, it is 

doubly surprising that the old {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ ŀƭƭ ōǳǘ ǳƴƪƴƻǿƴ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ŀ ǘƛƴȅ ƘŀƴŘŦǳƭ ƻŦ 

political and architectural historians. This thesis will attempt to tell the story of this house and, more 

importantly, to demonstrate its significance within wider histories of politics and architecture in late 

eighteenth- and early nineteenth-century Britain.  

Literature review 
 

¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǎƛǘǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŀǾŜ 

all been comparatively neglected by historians. Firstly, there is the Speakership itself. Arguably, 

tƘƛƭƛǇ [ŀǳƴŘȅΩǎ The Office of Speaker (1964) is, to date, the only attempt at a comprehensive history 

of the office, as opposed to the individual office-holders.18 WŀƳŜǎ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘŜǊ aŀƴƴƛƴƎΩǎ The Lives of 

the Speakers of the House of Commons όмурлύ ŀƴŘ !ǊǘƘǳǊ LǊǿƛƴ 5ŀǎŜƴǘΩǎ The Speakers of the House 

of Commons (1911) have a principally biographical focus.19 9ŘǿŀǊŘ [ǳƳƳƛǎΩǎ ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƛǊ 

(1900) is a lightweight work, essentially anecdotal rather than historical.20 There has been more 

interest in the Speaker in relation to House of Commons procedure: contemporary manuals of 

 
12 J. M. Robinson, James Wyatt: Architect to George III (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2012), pp. 37, 247. 
13 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ±ƻƭΦ ±LΥ мтунς1851 (London: HMSO, 1973), p.47. 
14 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ Vol. III: 1485ς1660 (Part I) (London: HMSO, 1975), p. 406; 
and Vol. V: 1660ς1782 (London: HMSO, 1976), p. 469. 
15 Robinson, James Wyatt, p. 257. 
16 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 39ς43; Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, p. 673. 
17 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 219ς47. 
18 P. Laundy, The Office of Speaker (London: Cassell, 1964). 
19 J. A. Manning, The Lives of the Speakers of the House of Commons (London: E. Churton, 1850); A. I. Dasent, 
The Speakers of the House of Commons (London: John Lane The Bodley Head, 1911). 
20 E. Lummis, ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƛǊ (London: T. Fisher Unwin, 1900). 
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ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŜΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ WƻƘƴ IŀǘǎŜƭƭΩǎ Precedents of the Proceedings in the House of Commons (1785) 

and the first edition of Erskine May (1844) contain many valuable insights. Edward tƻǊǊƛǘǘΩǎ The 

Unreformed House of Commons (1903) considers the Speakership in the context of the wider history 

of the House of Commons up to 1834.21 tŜǘŜǊ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΩǎ The House of Commons in the Eighteenth 

Century (1971) gives a much more up-to-date analysis of the Speakership from a procedural and 

political-historical point of view; yet, curiously, it largely neglects Addington and his successors.22 In 

2010, the journal Parliamentary History published a special issue entitled Speakers and the 

Speakership.23 This provided some useful case studies, but again, it largely neglected the specific 

SpeakersτAddington, Mitford, Abbot and Manners-Suttonτwith whom this thesis is principally 

concerned. In 2013 Matthew Laban published Mr Speaker: the Office and the Individuals since 1945. 

As its title suggests, this book focuses primarily on the recent history of the role, but it provides a 

useful overview of the present-day duties and expectations of the office.24 Nevertheless, all these 

works have largely failed to address the {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘǳǘƛŜǎ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƛǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ 

except in regard to very recent decades. In particular, there has been little discussion of the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻǾŜǊǎƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǎǘŀŦŦΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǎǘƻǊŀƭ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ 

associated with this. Moreover, none of these works has addressed the social history of the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ŘŜǇǘƘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƎŀǇǎ ƛƴ ƻǳǊ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 

functions, particularly his levées and parliamentary dinners. Even less attention has been paid to 

successive {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎΩ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴǎΦ  

The latter problem is compounded by the notable shortage of biographies for the Speakers 

of our time period. This thesis is primarily concerned with four Speakers: in addition to Addington 

and Abbot, these are Sir John Mitford (in office 1801ς02) and Charles Manners-Sutton (in office 

1817-35). A three-volume Life and Correspondence of Addington was published by his son-in-law, 

George Pellew, in 1847.25 This was followed by an edited ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōōƻǘΩǎ Diary and 

Correspondence, published by his eldest son in 1861.26 Since then, the only stand-alone biography to 

ŀǇǇŜŀǊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ tƘƛƭƛǇ ½ƛŜƎƭŜǊΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ Addington (published 1965).27 The Oxford Dictionary of 

 
21 E. Porritt, The Unreformed House of Commons (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1903), pp. 445ς88. 
22 P. D. G. Thomas, The House of Commons in the Eighteenth Century (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1971). 
23 tΦ {ŜǿŀǊŘ όŜŘΦύΣ άSpeakers and the Speakership: Presiding Officers and the Management of Business from 
the Middle Ages to the 21st Centuryέ, special issue Parliamentary History 29:1 (2010). 
24 M. Laban, Mr Speaker: the Office and the Individuals Since 1945 (London: Biteback Publishing, 2013). 
25 G. Pellew, The Life and Correspondence of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmouth, 3 vols. (London: John 
Murray, 1847). 
26 Charles Abbot, 2nd Baron Colchester (ed.), The Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot, Lord Colchester, 
Speaker of the House of Commons 1802ς1817, 3 vols. (London: John Murray, 1861). 
27 P. Ziegler, Addington: A Life of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmouth (London: Collins, 1965). 
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National Biography provides entries for all four Speakers, but these are relatively brief.28 The 

relevant volumes of the History of Parliament provide detailed entries for all four individuals, but 

their focus is principally on their activities within the House of Commons, rather than their personal 

lives.29  

Fortunately, there is a substantial body of eighteenth-century social history which can 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜΦ !ǎ ƘƛƴǘŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜΣ ƻƴŜ ǘƻǇƛŎ this thesis will 

explore ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇƭƻƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƛŘ ǘƻ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƳƻōƛƭƛǘȅΦ wƻȅ tƻǊǘŜǊΩǎ English Society 

in the Eighteenth Century όмфунύ ŀǊƎǳŀōƭȅ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŜŀǊŜǎǘ ŜȄǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 

hierarchy, and the barriers to social mobility, in this era.30 tŜƴŜƭƻǇŜ /ƻǊŦƛŜƭŘΩǎ Power and the 

Professions in Britain (1995) provides a case study of the social status of lawyers in the long 

eighteenth century; this is relevant because all the Speakers of this era began their careers in the 

legal profession.31 IŀƴƴŀƘ DǊŜƛƎΩǎ The Beau Monde: Fashionable Society in Georgian London (2013) 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƎƻƻŘ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ DŜƻǊƎƛŀƴ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŜƭƛǘŜΥ ƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ 

precisely the social group that middle-class Speakers like Addington and Abbot were attempting to 

break into.32 To date, however, the role of politics in social mobility during the long eighteenth 

century has received relatively little attention. This thesis therefore presents the office of Speaker 

during the late Georgian era as a case study.  

Another relatively neglected aspect ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ is their administrative 

responsibilities within the House of Commons. Some work has been done on the administrative and 

housekeeping staff of the Houses of Parliament during the period of this thesis, including Orlo 

 
28 Individual articles are as follows: J. E. Cookson, άAddington, Henry, first Viscount Sidmouth (1757ς1844)έ 
(2009), https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/150; D. S. Greer, άMitford, John Freeman-, first 
Baron Redesdale (1748ς1830)έ (2008), https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/18857; 
Wilkinson, άAbbot, Charlesέ όƻǇΦ ŎƛǘΦύΤ W. M. Jacob, άSutton, Charles Manners- (1755ς1828)έ (2006), 
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/17964. [All accessed 29/09/2022.] 
29 The most important entries are those from the 1790ς1820 volume, as follows: άADDINGTON, Henry (1757ς
1844), of Woodley, nr. Reading, Berks. and White Lodge, Richmond Park, Surr.έ, 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/addington-henry-1757-1844;  
ΨaL¢Chw5Σ WƻƘƴ όмтпуςмуолύΣ ƻŦ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴϥǎ LƴƴΣ aŘȄΦ ŀƴŘ .ŀǘǎŦƻǊŘ tŀǊƪΣ DƭƻǎΦΩΣ 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830; άABBOT, 
Charles (1757ς1829), of Kidbrook, Suss.έ, https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-
1820/member/abbot-charles-1757-1829; άMANNERS SUTTON, Charles (1780ς1845), of Lincoln's Inn, Mdx.έ, 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/manners-sutton-charles-1780-1845. 
CƻǊ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŜŀǊƭȅ ŎŀǊŜŜǊ ǎŜŜ Ƙƛǎ ŜƴǘǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мтрпς90 volume: 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/addington-henry-1757-1844. For 
Charles Manners-{ǳǘǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŎŀǊŜŜǊ ǎŜŜ Ƙƛǎ ŜƴǘǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мунлς32 volume: 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1820-1832/member/manners-sutton-charles-1780-1845. 
[All accessed 29/09/2022.] 
30 tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǇǇΦ пфv93. 
31 P. Corfield, Power and the Professions in Britain (London: Routledge, 1995), pp. 70v94. 
32 H. Greig, The Beau Monde: Fashionable Society in Georgian London (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013). 

https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/150
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/18857
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/17964
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/addington-henry-1757-1844
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/abbot-charles-1757-1829
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/abbot-charles-1757-1829
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/manners-sutton-charles-1780-1845
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/addington-henry-1757-1844
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1820-1832/member/manners-sutton-charles-1780-1845
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²ƛƭƭƛŀƳǎΩǎ ōƻƻƪ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŜǊƛŎŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ όмфрпύ ŀƴŘ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ŀƛƴǘȅΩǎ 

article on the serjeant-at-aǊƳǎΩ ǎǘŀŦŦ όнллсύΦ33 IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

officialsτwhether formal working relationships, or informal social onesτremain largely unexplored.  

Turning to the architectural side of this thesis, there is already a large body of work covering 

the old Palace of Westminster. Above all there is the magisterial IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ edited 

by Howard Colvin and published between 1963 and 1982. Volume six (1782ς1851), co-authored with 

J. Mordaunt Crook and M. H. Port, is the most relevant to this thesis.34 Other general sources for the 

ƻƭŘ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ hǊƭƻ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳǎΩǎ ƳƻƴƻƎǊŀǇƘ The Topography of the Old House of Commons (1953); 

the introductory surveys to the relevant volumes of the History of ParliamentΤ ŀƴŘ aŀǊƪ /ƻƭƭƛƴǎΩǎ 

article for the Journal of the British Archaeological Association.35. However, some aspects of the old 

tŀƭŀŎŜ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘƻǊƻǳƎƘƭȅ ǘƘŀƴ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ Ƙŀǎ 

ōŜŜƴ ǾŜǊȅ ǘƘƻǊƻǳƎƘƭȅ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘ ǘƘŀƴƪǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ό¦Y 

Parliament/University of York). This work still awaits publication at the time of submitting this thesis, 

but the author has had access to advance copies of the most relevant essays, particularly Elizabeth 

IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǇŜƭ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊŜ-Reformation 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ CƻƭƭŜƎŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ōȅ 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ .ƛƎƎǎΩǎ ōƻƻƪΦ36 YƛǊǎǘȅ ²ǊƛƎƘǘΩǎ ƻƴƎƻƛƴƎ 

tƘ5 ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Řƛǎǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŜƎŜ 

until their appropriation by the Speaker in 1794; she has already published some information 

through the Virtual St Stephens blog.37 These works provide many useful details about some of the 

ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƳŀŘŜ ǳǇ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΤ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ remains scope for a more 

detailed history of the house as an entity. To date, there have been very few works devoted 

ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ {ǳŎƘ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ŀǎ ƛǎ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΣ 

post-1834 house rather than its Georgian predecessor. Arthur Oswald described ǘƘŜ ΨƴŜǿΩ ƘƻǳǎŜ in 

 
33 O. C. Williams, The Clerical Organisation of the House of Commons, 1661ς1854 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 
1954); J. C. {ŀƛƴǘȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǳōƻǊŘƛƴŀǘŜ {ǘŀŦŦ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŜǊƧŜŀƴǘ ŀǘ !ǊƳǎΣ мсслςмурлέΣ Parliamentary History 25:3 
(2006). 
34 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ VI (op. cit.). For the old Palace of Westminster see pp. 496ς537. 
35 O. C. Williams, The Topography of the Old House of Commons (unpublished monograph, 1953); M. Collins, 
άThe Topography of the Old Palace of Westminster, 1510ς1834έΣ ƛƴ ²Φ wƻŘǿŜƭƭ ŀƴŘ ¢Φ ¢ŀǘǘƻƴ-Brown (eds.), 
Westminster Part II: The Art, Architecture and Archaeology of the Royal Palace (London: Routledge, 2016), pp. 
210ς44. The most relevant volumes of the History of Parliament are 1790ς1820 by R. G. Thorne 
(https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surveys1790-1820, 1986); and 1820ς32 by D. 
G. Fisher (https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surveys-1820-1832, 2009). [Both 
accessed 06/10/2022.] 
36 E. Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΥ ! wƻȅŀƭ /ƘŀǇŜƭ ŀƴŘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ YƛƴƎǎƘƛǇΣ мопуς1548 (Woodbridge: 
Boydell Press, 2020). 
37 K. Wright, St Stephen's College and the Palace of Westminster, 1554ς1698: Politics, Patronage and Space 
(PhD thesis, University of York, forthcoming). For the VSS blog see https://www.virtualststephens.org.uk/blog 
[accessed 19/10/2022]. 

https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surveys-1790-1820
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surveys-1820-1832
https://www.virtualststephens.org.uk/blog
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an article for Country Life in 1951.38 This was followed by Alexandra ²ŜŘƎǿƻƻŘΩǎ official guidebook, 

which appeared in 1994.39 Colvin provided a very brief history of the old house in the YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪs; 

ǿƘƛƭŜ ƛǘǎ ǳƭǘƛƳŀǘŜ ŦŀǘŜ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛƴ /ŀǊƻƭƛƴŜ {ƘŜƴǘƻƴΩǎ ƳƛŎǊƻ-history of the 1834 fire.40 Christine 

RidingΩǎ ŀƴŘ WŀŎǉǳŜƭƛƴŜ wƛŘƛƴƎΩǎ The Houses of Parliament: History, Art, Architecture (2000) includes 

a brief overview of both the old and new houses.41 Other recent works have honed in on particular 

aspects of the old house. In 2003, Hugh Roberts wrote an article on the Gothic furniture Wyatt 

designed for the house (discussed in Chapter Two).42 Then in 2019, Stephen Daniels published his 

ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴ IǳƳǇƘǊŜȅ wŜǇǘƻƴΩǎ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀǊŘŜƴΦ43 These works have made 

useful contributions to our knowledge of the house, but there is still a clear need for a 

comprehensive history. 

Several architects worked at the Palace of Westminster over the years, and most of them 

have been well-ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘ ōȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΦ /ŀǊƻƭƛƴŜ {ƘŜƴǘƻƴΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ 

palace (2016) explores the respective contributions of Sir Charles Barry (1795ς1860) and A. W. N. 

Pugin (1812ς52).44 The latter has also benefitted from an excellent biography by Rosemary Hill.45 Sir 

John Soane was involved in numerous projects during the last years of the old palace; these will be 

discussed in Chapters Two ŀƴŘ ¢ƘǊŜŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ {Ŝŀƴ {ŀǿȅŜǊΩǎ tƘ5 ǘƘŜǎƛǎ όмфффύ Ƙŀǎ 

comprehensively examined {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ; the present work will not 

attempt to duplicate this.46 Instead, this thesis will focus principally on James Wyatt, whose career 

was long neglected by historians. To date, WƻƘƴ aŀǊǘƛƴ wƻōƛƴǎƻƴΩǎ ƳƻƴƻƎǊŀǇƘ όнлмнύ is undoubtedly 

the most detailed ŀƴŘ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪ.47 Prior to this, Wyatt had 

benefitted from only a single stand-alone biography, published by Anthony Dale in 1956.48 Neither of 

 
38 !Φ hǎǿŀƭŘΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊέΣ Country Life, 30 November 1951, pp. 1796ς99. 
39 A. Wedgwood, DǳƛŘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ (London: HMSO, 1994). 
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Press, 2012). It ǿŀǎ {ƘŜƴǘƻƴ ǿƘƻ ŘǳōōŜŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀ άǇŀƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ tŀƭŀŎŜέ όǇǇΦ мруς59). 
41 /Φ wƛŘƛƴƎΣ 5Φ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ /Φ DŀǊƛōŀƭŘƛΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜέΣ ƛƴ /Φ Riding and J. Riding (eds.), The Houses of 
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42 IΦ wƻōŜǊǘǎΣ άJŀƳŜǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ CǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊέΣ Furniture History 39 (2003), pp. 99ς
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43 {Φ 5ŀƴƛŜƭǎΣ άCǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀǊŘŜƴΥ wŜǇǘƻƴΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴǎ ƻƴ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊέΣ The London Gardener 23 (2019), 
pp. 74ς85. 
44 C. Shenton, aǊ .ŀǊǊȅΩǎ ²ŀǊ (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016). 
45 R. Hill, DƻŘΩǎ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘΥ tǳƎƛƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ wƻƳŀƴǘƛŎ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ (London: Allen Lane, 2007). 
46 S. Sawyer, Soane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity, 1789ς1834 (PhD thesis, Columbia 
University, 1999). {ŜŜ ŀƭǎƻ {ŀǿȅŜǊΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ƻƴ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΥ ά{ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜϥǎ {ȅƳōƻƭƛŎ 
²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΥ ¢ƘŜ !ǇƻǘƘŜƻǎƛǎ ƻŦ DŜƻǊƎŜ L±έΣ Architectural History 39 (1996), pp. 54ςтсΤ ŀƴŘ ά5Ŝƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 
National Grandeur: Reflections on the Intersection of Architecture and History at the Palace of Westminster, 
1789ςмуопέΣ Transactions of the Royal Historical Society 13 (2003), pp. 237ς50. 
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ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǘ ƭŜƴƎǘƘΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜȅ ōǊƛŜŦƭȅ ŎƻǾŜǊ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

works at the Palace of Westminster.49 The earlier historiography of ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ architecture is discussed 

ƛƴ wƻōƛƴǎƻƴΩǎ Introduction, and need only be briefly summarised here.50 Suffice to say that Victorian 

and early twentieth-century historiansτǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǘ ŀƭƭτgenerally 

adopted a dismissive or derogatory attitude.51 To some extent this prejudice against Wyatt reflected 

wider attitudes to the Gothic architecture of the Georgian era. Victorian historians tended to judge 

the quality of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century Gothic buildings according to their archaeological 

accuracy.52 /ƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅΣ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǿƻǊƪ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ Ŧŀƛƴǘ ǇǊŀƛǎŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜ 

level of archaeological accuracy demanded by later, Victorian Gothic Revivalists.53 As an example of 

ǘƘƛǎ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ 9ŀǎǘƭŀƪŜΩǎ History of the Gothic Revival paid Ashridge, Hertfordshire (²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

last major country house; built 1808ςмпύΣ ŀ ōŀŎƪƘŀƴŘŜŘ ŎƻƳǇƭƛƳŜƴǘ ōȅ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ άŘŜǎƛƎƴ 

ŜȄƘƛōƛǘǎ ƴƻ ƻōǘǊǳǎƛǾŜ ŦŀǳƭǘǎέΦ54  Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ мфулǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŀŎŎǳǊŀŎȅ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ 

was reassessed in a series of articles by John Frew.55 In his ǾƛŜǿΣ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

άƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎέ ǘƻ bŜǿ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ hȄŦƻǊŘ όмтууς94), indicated that Wyatt was capable of a 

ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ƻŦ άŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅέ ǘƘŀƴ previous critics had been prepared to credit.56 In recent years, 

Peter Lindfield and Matthew Reeve have continued this line of argument, citing Lee Priory, Kentτ

designed by Wyatt for Thomas Barrett in the early 1780sτas an advance on the level of accuracy 

achieved by Walpole at Strawberry Hill.57 Nevertheless, Victorian prejudices against Wyatt have 

continued to filter through to more recent assessments. Historical judgements of his work tend to be 

dismissive at best and derogatory at worst. For exampleΣ !ƴŘǊŜŀ CǊŜŘŜǊƛŎƪǎŜƴ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ tǳƎƛƴΩǎ 

approach to Gothic in the design of the new Palace of Westminster ǿŀǎ άƳƻǊŜ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎέ ǘƘŀƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

had beenτthus implying ǘƘŀǘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ άǎŜǊƛƻǳǎέΦ58 Sawyer described ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ άŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŘŜōŀŎƭŜέΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ {ƘŜƴǘƻƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ Ƙƛǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ 

[ƻǊŘǎ ŦŀœŀŘŜ ŀǎ άƎƛƳŎǊŀŎƪέ ŀƴŘ άŎƘŜŀǇ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǎǘȅέΦ59 (Even Robinson made no attempt to defend this 

 
49 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 273ς74; Dale, James Wyatt, pp. 119ς25. 
50 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. ixςx. 
51 Ibid, pp. ixςx. 
52 M. Hall (ed.), Gothic Architecture and its Meanings, 1550ς1830 (London: The Georgian Group, 2002), pp. 9ς
15. 
53 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. ixςx; Hall, Gothic Architecture and its Meanings, p. 7ς10.  
54 C. L. Eastlake, A History of the Gothic Revival (Leicester: Leicester University Press, 1970), p. 75.  
55 J. M. Frew, ά{ƻƳŜ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ WŀƳŜǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ {ǘȅƭŜ мтфлςмтфтέΣ Journal of the Society of 
Architectural Historians 41:2 (1982), pp. 144ςпфΤ ŀƴŘ WΦ aΦ CǊŜǿΣ άDƻǘƘƛŎ ƛƴ ¢ǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴΥ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŀƴŘ .ŜǊƴŀǎŎƻƴƛ 
at New College Chapel, Oxford, 1788ςфпέΣ The Burlington Magazine 126 (1984), 678+683+685ς89. 
56 CǊŜǿΣ άDƻǘƘƛŎ ƛƴ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴέ ǇǇΦ суоΣ суфΦ 
57 aΦ aΦ wŜŜǾŜ ŀƴŘ tΦ bΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ άά! /ƘƛƭŘ ƻŦ {ǘǊŀǿōŜǊǊȅέΥ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎ .ŀǊǊŜǘǘ ŀƴŘ [ŜŜ tǊƛƻǊȅΣ YŜƴǘέΣ The 
Burlington Magazine 157 (2015), pp. 836ς42. 
58 !Φ CǊŜŘŜǊƛŎƪǎŜƴΣ ϦtŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘΩǎ DŜƴǳƛǎ [ƻŎƛΥ ¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ tƭŀŎŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ муоп CƛǊŜέΣ ƛƴ wƛŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ wƛŘƛƴƎ 
(eds.), The Houses of Parliament, p. 104 
59 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, p. 274; Shenton, The Day Parliament Burned Down, p. 13. 



24 
 

ŦŀœŀŘŜΣ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ άŀŎƘƛŜǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŀǘ ƻŦ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŎƘŜŀǇ ǿƘƛƭŜ ŎƻǎǘƛƴƎ ŀ ƳƛƴǘέΦ60) Whilst the 

criticisms ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ rebuilding project, and the constructional quality of his new 

buildings, are probably not unjustifiedτas will be discussed in Chapter Twoτit does not necessarily 

follow that Wyatt put no thought into his initial designs for them. This thesis makes a serious 

ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊƭȅƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǾƛǎƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ 

acknowledging that this vision may not have been perfectly executed.  

 The Georgian phase of the Gothic Revival was neglected by historians for many years. 

Georgian Gothic had been discussed in various works dealing with the Gothic Revival as a whole; 

/ƘǊƛǎ .ǊƻƻƪǎΩs The Gothic Revival (1999) remains probably the best recent overview.61 Michael J. 

[ŜǿƛǎΩǎ нллн ōƻƻƪ ƛǎ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ƛƴ ǎŎƻǇŜΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊΦ62 However, the last two decades have 

witnessed a significant increase in scholarly interest; many new works have appeared dealing 

specifically with Georgian Gothic architecture and furniture. hŦ ǘƘŜǎŜΣ tŜǘŜǊ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΩǎ Georgian 

Gothic: Medievalist Architecture, Furniture and Interiors, 1730ς1840 (2016) is probably the best 

general history of the subject. The more recent Cambridge History of the Gothic covers the long 

eighteenth century in its first volume, but its focus is primarily literary and cultural rather than 

architectural.63 Perhaps the most important contribution to the re-evaluation of Georgian Gothic 

ŎŀƳŜ ŦǊƻƳ aƛŎƘŀŜƭ IŀƭƭΩǎ ŜŘƛǘŜŘ ǾƻƭǳƳŜΣ Gothic Architecture and its Meanings 1550ς1830 (2002). 

Hall challenged the continuing tendency of historians to judge Gothic buildings according to their 

archaeological accuracy, a bias unconsciously inherited from Victorian Gothic Revivalists like 

Eastlake.64 As noted above, Frew had already attempted to defend Wyatt against charges of 

archaeological inaccuracy; but Hall was now challenging the underlying assumptions which had 

prompted those criticisms in the first place.65 He argued that the archaeological inaccuracies of 

Georgian Gothic buildings might not, in fact, be errors, but deliberate choices, made in a conscious 

effort to adapt the style to suit the needs of the eighteenth- and early nineteenth-century world. 

This argument has been taken up by subsequent historians, notably Christopher Webster in his 

recent work on Georgian churches.66 However, there has still not been any serious attempt to apply 

 
60 Robinson, James Wyatt, p. 273. 
61 C. Brooks, The Gothic Revival (London: Phaidon, 1999). 
62 M. J. Lewis, The Gothic Revival (London: Thames & Hudson, 2002). 
63 A. Wright and D. Townshend (eds.), The Cambridge History of the Gothic, vol. I: Gothic in the Long Eighteenth 
Century (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2020), p. 18. 
64 M. Hall (ed.), Gothic Architecture and its Meanings, 1550ς1830 (London: The Georgian Group, 2002), pp. 11ς
14. 
65 Frew, ά{ƻƳŜ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ WŀƳŜǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ {ǘȅƭŜέ όƻǇΦ ŎƛǘΦύΤ CǊŜǿΣ άDƻǘƘƛŎ ƛƴ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ мтууςфпέ 
(op. cit.). 
66 /Φ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊΣ ά[ŀǘŜ DŜƻǊƎƛŀƴ /ƘǳǊŎƘŜǎΥ άAbsolutely Wretchedέ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊƛǳƳǇƘ ƻŦ wŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tǊŀƎƳŀǘƛǎƳΚέΣ 
Architectural History 60 (2017), pp. 147ς181. 
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this analysis to ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ 

more surprising because the choice of Gothic for the new palace in the 1830s has been the subject 

of considerable discussion among historians: it has been analysed in books and articles by W. J. 

Rorabaugh, M. H. Port and Caroline Shenton.67 Sawyer addresses the stylistic debates surrounding 

the old pŀƭŀŎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ƛǘǎ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎΣ ōǳǘ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ Classical schemes rather 

ǘƘŀƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ ƳŀǎǘŜǊǇƭŀƴΦ68 ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǎŎƘŜƳŜ 

which considers his ideas on their own terms, rather than as a counterpoint to Soane. Moreover, 

ǘƘŜǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ȅŜǘ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴȅ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƛƴǇǳǘΣ ōƻǘƘ ŀǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŎƭƛŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ǎŎƘŜƳŜǎΦ  

At the turn of the nineteenth century, debates about the Gothic style were inextricably 

linked to disputes about architectural conservation. Indeed, contemporary antiquariesτparticularly 

Carter and John Thomas Smith (1766ς1833)τprovide important contemporary descriptions of the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŀǊƛŜǎ ƻƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ69 In turn, these antiquaries 

ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŜƴǉǳƛǊȅΦ wƻǎŜƳŀǊȅ {ǿŜŜǘΩǎ Antiquaries (2004) and 

wƻǎŜƳŀǊȅ IƛƭƭΩǎ ¢ƛƳŜΩǎ ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎ (2020) provide excellent overviews of the history of antiquarianism in 

Britain.70 /ǊƻƻƪΩǎ John Carter and the Mind of the Gothic Revival (1995) provides a short biography of 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŎƘƛŜŦ ŀƴǘŀƎƻƴƛǎǘΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ IƛƭƭΩǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ άtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ [ƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄέ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻƴ 

antiquarian activities at Westminster.71 However, existing histories of antiquarianism are usually 

ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŜǎΩ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜΣ ŀƴŘ Wyatt is invariably framed in a negative manner 

because he made controversial alterations to several important medieval buildings. His enlargement 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ όмуллς01), and his restorations of 

Salisbury and Durham cathedrals (1787ς93 and 1795ς1805 respectively) have proved particularly 
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68 CƻǊ {ŀǿȅŜǊΩǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǇƘƛƭƻǎƻǇƘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜǎ ǘƻ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǎŜŜ Soane at 
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and columns in the DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ aŀƎŀȊƛƴŜΤ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ 
Ƙƛǎ άPursuits of Architectural Innovationέ columns, Nos. XXV (70:1 (1800), pp. 129ς31), XXVI (70:2 (1800), pp. 
723ς25), CX (77:2, 1807, pp. 623ς24) and CXI (77:2 (1807), pp. 733ς35). 
70 R. Sweet, Antiquaries: The Discovery of the Past in Eighteenth-Century Britain (London: Bloomsbury, 2004); 
R. Hill, ¢ƛƳŜΩǎ ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎΥ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !ƎŜ ƻŦ wƻƳŀƴǘƛŎƛǎƳ (London: Penguin, 2020). 
71 J. Mordaunt Crook, John Carter and the Mind of the Gothic Revival (London: W. S. Maney, 1995); Rosemary 
IƛƭƭΣ άάtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ ƭƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄέΥ ǘƘŜ !ƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŀƴ LƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ мтфлς
муотέΣ Architectural History 59 (2016), pp. 253ς279. 
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contentious.72 Lǘ ƛǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ƴŀƴȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 

ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎΣ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ǘƘŜ ǿŀƭƭ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΤ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ Ŝǉǳŀƭƭȅ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ 

actions attracted heated criticism from some of his contemporaries, particularly Carter.73 ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

controversial restorations have given rise to the oft-repeated epithet of Ψ²ȅŀǘǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜǊΩ.74 It is 

beyond the scope of this thesis to give a full history of this moniker, but it certainly reflects the 

language Carter, and later Pugin, used to describe Wyatt. CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ŀōƻǳǘ 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ άǘƘŜ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜǊǎΩ ǇŀǊǘέ.75 (The plural should be noted, however: this 

indicates that Carter saw Wyatt as merely one among many architects and patrons who took a 

similar approach to historic building restoration in this era.) Similarly, Pugin described Wyatt as 

άdestructiveέ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ 1841 book The True Principles of Pointed or Christian Architecture.76 The 

ΨŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜǊΩ ŜǇƛǘƘŜǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ used by several historians in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, 

and it even appears in the Encyclopaedia Britannica.77 By perpetuating this label, historians have, 

ŀǊƎǳŀōƭȅΣ ƛƳǇƭƛŎƛǘƭȅ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ pejorative characterisation of Wyatt and his architectural 

practice. {ƛƳƛƭŀǊƭȅΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ ǿŀƭƭ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎǎ ǿŀǎ 

undoubtedly regrettable, historians have tended to ŜƳōƻŘȅ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŀƴǘƛǇŀǘƘȅ ǘƻ ²ȅŀǘǘ ƛƴ 

their own writings. The destruction of the {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ǿŀƭƭ paintings has often been framed as an 

act of revenge motivated by malice against Carter and the Society of Antiquaries (particularly in 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ōƭŀŎƪōŀƭƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅύΦ78 Maurice Hastings writes that 

άLǘ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ŀǎ ƛŦ Ƙƛǎ ǿƘƻƭŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ Ǉǳǘ ǘƘŜ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ !ƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ WƻƘƴ /ŀǊǘŜǊ ǘƻ 

ǘƘŜ ǘƻǊǘǳǊŜέΦ79 Iƴ άtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ [ƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄέΣ  Iƛƭƭ claims ǘƘŀǘ ά²ȅŀǘǘ ǘƻƻƪ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ 

ǊŜǾŜƴƎŜ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ƘǳƳƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŜǎέΦ80 Crook also uses ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άǊŜǾŜƴƎŜέ ǿƘŜƴ 

describing this episode.81 Whilst the destruction of the paintings was certainly regrettable, none of 

these critics have ever explained how Wyatt could have fulfilled his briefτnamely, to enlarge the 

House of Commons within its existing shellτwithout destroying the paintings.82 In any case, 

 
72 Hill, ¢ƛƳŜΩǎ ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎΣ pp. 52ς55, 62ς63, 79ς81. 
73 For an overview of the antagonism between Carter and Wyatt see Crook, Carter and the Mind of the Gothic 
Revival, especially pp. 23ς40. 
74 See, for example, Hill, DƻŘΩǎ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘΣ p. 70; Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, p. 252; Crook, Carter and the 
Mind of the Gothic Revival, p. 23.  
75 WΦ /ŀǊǘŜǊ όǿǊƛǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ά!ƴ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘέύΣ ά¢ƘŜ tǳǊǎǳƛǘǎ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ LƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴέ bƻΦ /·LΣ DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ 
Magazine, 70:1 (1800), p.  734. 
76 A. W. N. Pugin, The True Principles of Pointed or Christian Architecture (London: John Weale, 1841), p. 62.  
77 See, for example, K. Clark, The Gothic Revival όbŜǿ ¸ƻǊƪΥ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ {ŎǊƛōƴŜǊΩǎ {ƻƴǎΣ мфнфύΣ ǇΦ млу; R. Hill, DƻŘΩǎ 
Architect, p. 69; Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, p. 252; Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
https://www.britannica.com/biography/James-Wyatt [accessed 06/10/2022].  
78 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 227ς29. 
79 Ibid, pp. 110ς14. 
80 IƛƭƭΣ άtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ [ƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄέΣ ǇΦ нслΦ 
81 Mordaunt Crook, John Carter and the Mind of the Gothic Revival, p. 37. 
82 See also pp. 125-26 of this thesis.  

https://www.britannica.com/biography/James-Wyatt
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Robinson has already made the point that it is unfair to single Wyatt ƻǳǘ ŦƻǊ ΨŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛǾŜΩ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎƛŜǎΦ 

!ǎ ƘŜ Ǉǳǘǎ ƛǘΣ ²ȅŀǘǘ ǿŀǎ άƴƻ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴƛǎǘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƘŀƴ DŜƻǊƎŜ DƛƭōŜǊǘ 

{Ŏƻǘǘ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀƴ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜǊǎέ.83 More importantly, the ΨrevengeΩ narrative clearly cannot 

ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΦ It would be futile to deny that Wyatt 

had some significant personality flaws, notably his chronic disorganisation which (as discussed in 

Chapter Two) certainly had an impact on his work at Westminster.84 Nevertheless, the perpetuation 

ƻŦ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ǇŀǊǘƛŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊŀƎŜ ŀƴ ƻǇŜƴ-minded 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƴŜǿ DƻǘƘƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

destructive actions, but it will place a greater emphasis on his creative vision and make a genuine 

effort to understand this on his own terms. 

!ǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǘȅƭƛǎǘƛŎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DƻǘƘƛŎ wŜǾƛǾŀƭΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀƭǎƻ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ 

viewed within the architectural and social context of the London town house. This is yet another 

subject which was, for many years, comparatively neglected. Sir JoƘƴ {ǳƳƳŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ Georgian London 

(first edition published 1945) traced the architectural evolution of the classic terraced town house, 

ŀƴŘ ǎƛǘǳŀǘŜŘ ƛǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ²Ŝǎǘ 9ƴŘΦ85 Dan Cruickshank and 

Neil Burton further developed this analysis in Life in the Georgian City (1990), which went some way 

to setting the London townhouse into its social context.86 Until recently there had been few case 

studies of individual houses, but the last few years have seen an upsurge in interest. Recent works 

ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ !ŘǊƛŀƴƻ !ȅƳƻƴƛƴƻΩǎ ƳƻƴƻƎǊŀǇƘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ мst Duke and Duchess of Northumberland, 

ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ bƻǊǘƘǳƳōŜǊƭŀƴŘ IƻǳǎŜ όнлнмύΤ ŀƴŘ aŀƴƻƭƻ DǳŜǊŎƛΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

Strand Palaces (also 2021).87 Most of these works, however, are concerned with a slightly earlier 

time period than this thesis, focusing primarily on the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries 

rather than the early nineteenth. There is also a recent edited volume by Susanna Avery-Quash and 

Kate Retford, The Georgian London Townhouse: Building, Collecting and Display (2019), which 

addresses the importance of townhouses as sites for display of artistic and other collections. 

However, the role of the townhouse in sociabilityτand particularly political sociabilityτremains 

relatively under-ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎΣ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ 

 
83 Robinson, James Wyatt, p. x. 
84 CƻǊ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŦŀƛƭƛƴƎǎ ǎŜŜ /ƻƭǾƛƴΣ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, pp. 49ς55; and Robinson, James 
Wyatt, pp. 303ς12.  
85 J. Summerson, Georgian London (London: Pleiades Books, 1945). This book went through several editions; 
the most recent, edited by Howard Colvin, was published in 2003 (New Haven, Yale University Press). The 
original version has been used in the preparation of this thesis.   
86 D. Cruickshank and N. Burton, Life in the Georgian City (London: Viking, 1990). 
87 A. Aymonino, Enlightened Eclecticism: The Grand Design of the 1st Duke and Duchess of Northumberland 
(London: Paul Mellon Centre, 2021); M. Guerci, [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ άGolden Mileέ: The Great Houses of the Strand, 
1550ς1650 (London: Paul Mellon Centre, 2021).  
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ways, atypical of London townhouse development. It was not a purpose-designed building, and it 

was unusualτat least among Georgian and later townhousesτin being remodelled in the Gothic, 

rather than the Classical, style. Moreover, it was obviously exceptional in being an official residence 

located within the precincts of the Palace of Westminster. As such, it requires a dedicated history 

which, whilst situating it within the wider context of townhouse development, also recognises its 

peculiarities.  

The Aims of this Thesis 
 

¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ƘŀǊƴŜǎǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

purposes. Successive Speakers consciously exploited the house to serve their own political and social 

agendas, and, where necessary, they modified it to better suit these requirements. This thesis will 

therefore adopt an interdisciplinary approach, considering both the political and the architectural 

history of the house, and exploring the connections between these themes. It must also be 

acknowledged that neither politicians nor architects operate in isolation from wider society. 

Therefore, it is inevitable that this thesis will touch on elements of social history, too.  

In political terms, this thesis will attempt to address two broad questions. Firstly, how did 

successive Speakers use the house to support their political duties? This analysis must not be 

confined to a narrow interpretation of such duties as being purely the management of debates in 

the House, or even the administrative aspects of ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜΦ ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀōƭŜ 

activitiesτwhether that be his official parliamentary dinners, his impromptu meeting with the Tsar, 

or even his informal cup of coffee with Wilberforceτmust be considered as an integral part of his 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊƻƭŜΦ !ŦǘŜǊ мтфпΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǾŜƴǳŜ ŦƻǊ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ǿƛƭƭ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿŀǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƭƭ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

political work. The ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ ƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘΥ Ƙƻǿ ŘƛŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ 

contribute to the evolution of the Speakership? Did the availability of this new facility prompt any 

changes to the duties the Speaker undertook, or to the way they were conducted? Just as 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅΥ ŘƛŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƴŜǿ ƘƻǳǎŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƳƻƴƎ ōƻǘƘ atǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎΣ 

about exactly what duties the Speaker should be performing, and how they should perform them? 

To use an anachronistic term: how did this prestigious official residence change the {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ public 

ƛƳŀƎŜΚ Lƴ ǘǳǊƴΣ Ƙƻǿ ǿŀǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎΩ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 

advancement; and what does this tell us about the link between politics and social mobility in late 

eighteenth- and early nineteenth-century Britain?  
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Lƴ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǘŜǊƳǎΣ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ reconstruction undoubtedly constitutes the most significant 

phase in the history of the old {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŀƴŘ ƎǊŀƴŘΣ 

and the Picturesque potential of its historic spaces had been recognised long before Addington 

moved in. Nevertheless, in 1794 the house lacked a consistent visual identity, and its architecture 

and decoration had not been specifically tied to the office of Speaker. ²ƛǘƘ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ōŀŎƪƛƴƎΣ Wyatt 

attempted to impose a coherent architectural vision on the house; his use of the Gothic style was 

the most obvious manifestation of thisΦ !ƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ 

question of style, for two reasons. Firstly, much has already been written about the choice of Gothic 

for the new Palace of Westminster: this poses an obvious question as to the extentτif anyτto 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ōȅ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ǿƻǊƪΦ {ŜŎƻƴŘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǘȅƭŜ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜŘ 

ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘƭȅ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ŘŜōŀǘŜǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΩǎ architectural future, even before 1834. 

²ƘȅΣ ǘƘŜƴΣ ŘƛŘ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŎƘƻƻǎŜ DƻǘƘƛŎ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ 

particular?88 What role did his patrons play in this choice, and what were their attitudes to the style? 

In turn, how did contemporary observersτwhether parliamentarians or the wider publicτreact to 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǘŜƭƭ ǳǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜǎ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǎǘȅƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

early nineteenth century? Did later architects at Westminsterτparticularly Soane and Barryτadopt 

ǘƘŜ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǎǘȅƭŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΣ ƻǊ ƛƴ ǎǇƛǘŜ ƻŦ ƘƛƳΚ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜŘ 

elements of historic fabric, it is also essential to consider the question of architectural conservation, 

and particularly the conservation of medieval Gothic buildings. Indeed, this is another subject which 

Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǳƴŀǾƻƛŘŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ the 

ŀŦƻǊŜƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ŀƴǘŀƎƻƴƛǎƳ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŀƴŘ /ŀǊǘŜǊΦ ²Ƙŀǘ Řƻ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ 

contemporary reactions to these, tell us about attitudes to architectural conservation at this time? 

Iƻǿ ŘƛŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜǎ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƛŦŜǎǇŀƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ Iƻǳǎe, particularly in the decades 

ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΚ  

It is important to clarify a few points regarding the overall scope of the present work. Firstly, 

this thesis is not a biographical work: it will investigate architectural and political issues that are 

bigger than any single individual. Nevertheless, it is inevitable that certain individuals will feature 

very prominently, particularly the four Speakers of this era. Speaker Abbot is the most prominent of 

ŀƭƭΥ ŦƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛƎŀǘƻǊ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ rebuilding project, and secondly, because he has 

left by far the most extensive collection of source materials, in the form of the Colchester Papers at 

ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ !ǊŎƘƛǾŜǎΦ Lǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǾŜǊŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǿƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ 

families in this thesis is somewhat uneven: this reflects both the significance of particular individuals 

 
88 As discussed in Chapter Two (pp. 124ς25), the available evidence clearly indicates that it was Wyatt, rather 
than Abbot, who initially made this choice, although Abbot fully embraced it once he became Speaker. 
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to the story of the house, and the availability of information relating to them. Ellen Manners-Sutton, 

in particular, features more prominently than Mrs Addington or Mrs Abbot. This is partly because 

her exploitation of the house for her own political and social ends was particularly interesting; but it 

ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ƘŜǊ ƛǎ ǊŜŀŘƛƭȅ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΣ ǘƘŀƴƪǎ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǘƻ 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ 

recent research.89 The family histories of these Speakers remain an under-researched topic, but the 

present work must be confined to the episodes that shed most light on the political and architectural 

history of the house. Finally, it must be emphasised that broad issues like architectural conservation 

and style cannot always be isolated ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΦ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ 

subject of this thesis, its history would not make sense if it were not situated within the wider 

context of the Palace of Westminster during the early nineteenth century. As such, it is necessary in 

places to discuss the many other building or rebuilding projects which took place during this era; 

ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŘŜǎƛƎƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ palace, both executed and unexecuted.  

The Structure of this Thesis 
 

This thesis adopts a thematic structure whilst also maintaining a broadly chronological narrative. The 

latter is necessary for the sake of coherence, since the ǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ Ƙŀǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ 

been told in any depth. Nevertheless, the history of the house was determined by the changing 

needs and priorities of its successive occupants: thus, each chapter will emphasise the particular 

political or architectural concerns which dominated each Speakership.  The three chapters of this 

thesis reflect the tenures of the three principal Speakers of this era: Addington, Abbot and Manners-

Sutton. ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŦƻŎǳǎΣ ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭƭȅ ƻƴ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

and social motives for acquiring an official residence. The second chapter, dealing with the Abbot-

Wyatt rebuilding project, has a more architectural focus: it will discuss the objectives of both client 

and architect in using Gothic architecture, and the specific devices they adopted to achieve these 

goals. The final chapter is also primarily architectural, but now concentrating on the reception of 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪΦ Lǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ-term legacy of his Westminster scheme, and the impact it 

had on public opinion regarding future developments at the palace. In the context of these debates, 

issues of architectural theory surrounding the choice of Gothicτparticularly the Vitruvian concept of 

propriety (or decorum)τcome to the fore. Finally, there is one thread which runs more or less 

evenly through the whole thesis: the ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛǘǎ ǳǎŜ ŦƻǊ 

official and unofficial entertaining, a practice which was common to all three Speakers.  

 
89 M. Takayanagi and E. Hallam Smith, bŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ²ƻƳŜƴΥ ¢ƘŜ ¦ƴǘƻƭŘ {ǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘΩǎ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ ²ƻƳŜƴ 
(forthcoming). 
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J. T. Smith, in the introduction to his Antiquities of the City of Westminster (1807), laments 

ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀ άŎƻƳƳƻƴ Ŧŀǳƭǘέ ŀƳƻƴƎ ŀƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŜǎ άǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ !ƴǘƛǉǳƛǘȅ ŀƭƻƴŜ ŀǎ ŀ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ 

attention, and to bring forward objects which have neither beauty in themselves, nor adequate 

importance, to introduce new, or correct formeǊ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎέΦ90 This thesis aims to demonstrate that 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎΣ ƛƴŘŜŜŘΣ ƻŦ άŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜέ ǘƻ ƳŜǊƛǘ ŀ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ǎǘǳŘȅΦ Lǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ōƛƴŘǎ 

together an extraordinary range of people, events and ideas; and these stories can certainly help to 

άƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ƴŜǿΣ ƻǊ ŎƻǊǊŜŎǘ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ 

early nineteenth-century Britain.

 
90 Smith, Antiquities of Westminster, Preface (n. p.). 
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/ƘŀǇǘŜǊ мΥ ¢ƘŜ hǊƛƎƛƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ мтфпς1802 
 

In 1794, Speaker Henry Addington moved into a large townhouse immediately adjacent to the House 

of Commons. The first chapter of this thesis will attempt to answer the most basic questions about 

this house: why was it created in the first place? Who occupied it before Addington, and how did he 

gain possession of it? What did it look like, and how was it laid out? As will become apparent, the 

answers to these questions are not straightforward, and there are significant gaps in the available 

information. NeveǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀōǳƴŘŀƴǘƭȅ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƛƴƎǳƭŀǊ 

townhouse; and, by appropriating it, Addington was laying the foundationsτfiguratively speakingτ

of a significant political institution. This chapter will begin by contextualising the house within the 

wider landscape of the old Palace of Westminster. It will then consider the political context of 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ, and attempt to ascertain how he managed to appropriate the house in 

1794. Finally, it will make a detailed examination of the form and layout of the house at this period 

in its history, and the ways in which Addington made use of it during his tenure.  

¢ƘŜ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ 

The early history of the Palace of Westminster is well known, and need not be repeated here.91 The 

particular group of buildings which this thesis is concerned withτnamely, those which ultimately 

ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜτwere situated on the eastern side of the complex, between 

Westminster Hall and the River ¢ƘŀƳŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ƻǿŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǊƛƎƛƴǎ ǘƻ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ ŀ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǳǎ 

foundation which was based within the Palace during the late-medieval period, when Westminster 

ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŜƎŜ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ мопу ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎƻƭǾŜŘ ƛƴ мрпуΣ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ 

the religious changes of the Reformation.92 At its height, however, the College had been an 

important institution, so a sizeable group of buildings had been provided for it. The easiest way to 

make sense of them is to study a plan of the Palace drawn in 1793, just before the Speaker was first 

granted his official residence (Fig. 1.1). It was drawn by the office of John Soane (1753ς1837), who 

ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΩ clerk of wƻǊƪǎ ŦƻǊ {ǘ WŀƳŜǎΩǎΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ²ƘƛǘŜƘŀƭƭ ǎƛƴŎŜ мтфмΦ93 

 
91For a detailed history of the old Palace see W. Rodwell and T. Tatton-Brown (eds.), Westminster Part II: The 

Art, Architecture and Archaeology of the Royal Palace (Leeds: Maney Publishing, 2014). 
92 For a full history of the college, see E. Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΥ ! wƻȅŀƭ /ƘŀǇŜƭ ŀƴŘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ 

Kingship, 1348ς1548 (Woodbridge: Boydell, 2020). 
93 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ±ƻƭΦ ±LΥ мтунς1851 (London: HMSO, 1973), p. 674. 
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In this plan, the Thamesτthe eastern boundary of the Palaceτis to the top of the page; 

New Palace Yard is at the bottom left and Old Palace Yard at the bottom right. The very large 

building to the left of centre is Westminster Hall (built c. 1097); this was the earliest permanent 

building on the site, and the rest of the palace complex had grown up around it.  The centrepiece of 

ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ŎƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǿŀǎ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ όǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ōȅ мопуύΦ94 This sits 

just to the south-east of the Hall and at ninety degrees to it, pointing out towards the river. It was 

originally designed as a two-storey building, the main chapel being on the first floor, with a vaulted 

undercroftτknown today as St Mary Undercroftτat ground level. Following the dissolution of the 

CƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǇŜƭΩǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ǎǘƻǊŜȅ ǿŀǎ ƎǊŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ ǘƘǳǎ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

 
94 J. Hillson, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΥ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΣ 5ŜŎƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ tƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wŜƛƎƴǎ ƻŦ IŜƴǊȅ LLL 

and the three Edwards (1227ς1363) (PhD Thesis, University of York, 2015), pp. 152ς56. 

Fig 1.1: Office of John Soane: Survey of the Palace of Westminster with design for alterations 
overlaidΣ мтфо όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ пфнƳƳ Ȅ слоƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a 

37/1/21). 
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first permanent meeting-place.95 Lǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǳǎŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ǳƴǘƛƭ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ 

in 1834.  

To the north (left) of the chapel is an oddly-shaped building with an open courtyard at its 

centre, labelled άAuditor of the Exchequerέ. This, in fact, is the footprint of the large mansion which 

ǿŀǎ ǎƘƻǊǘƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀōŜƭ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƘŀŘΣ ŦƻǊ Ƴŀƴȅ 

years previously, been the official residence of the auditor of the Exchequer; their role will be 

examined ƛƴ ŘǳŜ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ψ!ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΩ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 

really a single building, but a combination of structures built up over many years. Its different parts 

are delineated in a more detailed ground-floor plan, also dated 1794 (Fig. 1.2). Although headed άJ. 

Soane Esqre.έ, the drawing has been signed at the bottom right by John Thomas Groves (c. 1761ς

1811), who replaced Soane as clerk of works at Westminster in June 1794.96 Like Soane, Groves 

ǿƻǳƭŘ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ  

 
95 !Φ IŀǿƪȅŀǊŘΣ άCǊƻƳ tŀƛƴǘŜŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ǘƻ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΥ ¢ƘŜ aŜŜǘƛƴƎ tƭŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ 

ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ǳƴǘƛƭ мслоέΣ Parliamentary History 21:1 (Feb 2002), pp. 77ς78. 
96 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, ǇΦ стпΦ CƻǊ ŀ Ŧǳƭƭ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ clerkship and the circumstances of his 

resignation, see S. E. Sawyer, Soane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity, 1789ς1834 (PhD 
thesis, Columbia University, 1999), pp. 128ς46. 
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Fig 1.2: John Soane/John T. Groves: Plan of the late Duke of Newcastle's house in the Exchequer ς 
since the Speaker's houseΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ пфнƳƳ Ȅ слоƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ 

(SM 37/1/28). 
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!ǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΦ .ȅ 

1793, so many alterations and additions had been made to their structure that their original outline 

ƛǎ ōŀǊŜƭȅ ŘƛǎŎŜǊƴƛōƭŜ ƻƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΤ ƘŜƴŎŜΣ ǊŜŘ ƭƛƴŜǎ have been digitally added to Fig. 1.2 to indicate 

their original extent. Construction of this two-storey quadrangle was begun c. 1514 (replacing an 

earlier set of cloisters), and was certainly complete by 1529.97 Its elaborate Perpendicular Gothic 

style, with fan-vaulting, echoed the Henry VII Chapel at nearby Westminster Abbey. Originally, the 

cloisters enclosed an open courtyard; a small, two-storey oratory projected into this space from the 

western range. By 1793, however, the courtyard had been roofed over (although only to a height of 

one storey, as discussed below). The enclosed space was filled with various rooms, the largest being 

a kitchen. To either side of the oratory, the projecting buttresses of Westminster Hall can also be 

discerned, their presence being indicated by unusually-thick sections of solid wall. The new buildings 

within the former courtyard have been awkwardly fitted around them.98 

Adjoining the cloisters on their northern and eastern fronts (at the bottom and left of the 

Soane/Groves plan) are two additional ranges of rooms. The construction dates of these wings are 

ƴƻǘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƻŎŎǳǇƛŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ±ƛŎŀǊǎΩ Iŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

had existed in the days of the College.99 It is possible that one of them might be the two-storey office 

block built for John Bingley, Remembrancer of the Exchequer, during 1611ς12.100 Alternatively, the 

house also underwent an extensive refurbishment during 1673ς74 at the behest of Sir Robert 

Howard (1626ς98), then auditor of the Exchequer (in office 1673ς98).101 Thus, one or both of these 

wings might date from that period. Squeezed in between the northern wing and Westminster Hall 

was a bell-tower, built during the reign of Edward III; note the thick wall which separates it from the 

other rooms on this front.102  

 
97 aΦ /ƻƭƭƛƴǎΣ ά¢ƘŜ ¢ƻǇƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ hƭŘ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ мрмлςмуопέΣ ƛƴ wƻŘǿŜƭƭ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀǘǘƻƴ-Brown, 

Westminster Part II, pp. 210ς11; Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ pp. 172ς77. 
98 The position of the buttresses is also marked on the Clarke plan (Fig. 1.10).  
99 E. Biggs, ¢ƘŜ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜ ŀƴŘ /ŀƴƻƴǎ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ мопуς1548, Vol. 1 (PhD thesis, University of 

York, 2016), p. 74; E. Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ pp. 22, 80ς83. 
100 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ±ƻƭΦ L±Σ мпур-1660 (Part II) (London: HMSO, 1982), p. 

199; TNA E 351/3246, Exchequer: Pipe Office: Declared Accounts, Works and Buildings: Surveyors and 
Paymasters: A. Kerwyn (n. p). The author is ƎǊŀǘŜŦǳƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘŜŀƳ ŦƻǊ ǎǳǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ him 
ǿƛǘƘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴ bŜŀƭΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9 351 documents. 
101 TNA WORK 5/25, Office of Works, Accounts: Ordinary and Extraordinary, 1675ς76, ff. 374ς387. These 

ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ƳŀƪŜ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ άǎŜǾŜǊŀƭƭ ώǎƛŎϐ ƴŜǿ ǊƻƻƳǎ ŦƻǊ {ώƛϐǊ wƻōώŜǊϐǘ IƻǿŀǊŘέ ǿŜǊŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ 
are vague as to exactly how many, or where they were located. CƻǊ IƻǿŀǊŘΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ǎŜŜ WΦ tΦ ±ŀƴŘŜǊ 
aƻǘǘŜƴΣ άIƻǿŀǊŘΣ {ƛǊ wƻōŜǊǘ ό1626ς98ύέΣ ODNB (2011), https://doi-
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/13935 [accessed 05/09/2023].  
102 Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ p. 87. 

https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/13935
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/13935
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!ǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ƛǎ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƳŀǊƪŜŘ άƎǊƻǘǘƻ ǊƻƻƳέΦ ¢ƘƛǎΣ ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ƛǎ 

the eastern end of the CƘŀǇŜƭΩǎ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴƴŜȄŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

!ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƛƴ мссм-62.103 By the 1790s, two of the western bays had been 

appropriated to house a heating boiler for the House of Commons above.104 The final, westernmost 

bay hadτtogether with the southern end of the western range of the cloistersτbeen used to create 

a corridor linking Westminster Hall to Old Palace Yard.105 Part of this passage can be seen at the 

right-hand edge of the Soane/Groves plan. At the northern end of the passage, a doorway has been 

knocked through from the former cloister into Westminster Hall. The bricked-up remains of this 

doorway were rediscovered in 2018, hidden behind twentieth-century panelling.106 Finally, the plan 

also shows a few small rooms squeezed into the spaces between the cloisters and the undercroft, 

punctuated by the buttresses of the chapel. These infill structures were later additions which did not 

form part of the original college buildƛƴƎǎΦ !ōƻǾŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ²ƛǘƘŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ wƻƻƳ 

(discussed below), and offices for various House of Commons officials.107  

wŜǘǳǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƻ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ǇƭŀƴΣ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ another courtyard 

ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ŎƻǳǊǘΦ hƴ ƛǘǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǎƛŘŜ ƭŀȅ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΥ ƻƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛǘ ƛǎ 

marked for its then-occupant, Lord Bayham, one of the tellers of the Exchequer.  The buildings on 

ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΣ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŦǊƻƳ bŜǿ tŀƭŀŎŜ ¸ŀǊŘΣ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Exchequer of Receipt.108 After the dissolution of {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ollege, the Exchequer eventually took 

over most of the surviving college buildings. In the years that followed, the cloister and adjoining 

buildings were divided up to create convenient residences for the senior officials of the Receipt, 

namely the auditor and tellers. By about 1612, the cloister and its adjoining wings had been 

consolidated into a single, large house for the auditor.109 Three of the tellers moved elsewhere, 

ƭŜŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊǘƘ ǘƻ ƻŎŎǳǇȅ ǘƘŜ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΦ  

 
103 9Φ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά{ǘ aŀǊȅ ¦ƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘΣ мрпуςмутлΥ άŀ Řǳƭƭ ǎƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŜŎŎƭŜǎƛŀǎǘƛŎŀƭ ƭǳƳōŜǊ-ǊƻƻƳέΚέ 

(forthcoming). 
104 9Φ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά±ŜƴǘƛƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ IŜŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎΣ мтлмςмуопέΣ Parliamentary History 38:1 

(2019), p. 81. 
105 IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά{ǘ aŀǊȅ ¦ƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘέΣ ŦƻǊǘƘŎƻƳƛƴƎΦ 
106 B. ²ƘŜŜƭŜǊΣ ά{ŜŎǊŜǘ ŘƻƻǊǿŀȅ ƛƴ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ƭŜŀŘǎ ǘƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǘǊŜŀǎǳǊŜ ǘǊƻǾŜέΣ ../ News, 2020, 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-51630630 [accessed 10/04/2020]. This doorway may have been 
ōƭƻŎƪŜŘ ƻŦŦ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΣ ŀǎ ƛƴ муло !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ mentions ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ άǘƻ ƻǇŜƴ ŀ ŘƻƻǊέ 
from the western cloister into Westminster Hall (TNA PRO 30/9/33: Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester, 
Papers: Journal, with interpolated correspondence, etc, f. 222). 
107 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ±ƻƭΦ ±Υ мсслς1782 (London: HMSO, 1976), pp. 406ς09. 
108 Biggs, {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻƭƭŜƎŜΣ pp. 5ς7, 37. 
109 9Φ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά¢ƘŜ άDƻǘƘƛŎ {ƭǳƳέΥ atǎ ŀƴŘ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ мрпуςнлмтέΣ 

Parliamentary History 41:2 (2022), p. 281. 
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Official Residences at Westminster 

To twenty-first-century eyes, it might seem odd that there should be private houses located within 

the Palace of Westminster; even more so that they should be allocated to relatively obscure officials 

like the auditor and tellers. Yet there were, in fact, several parliamentary officials who had 

accommodation in or near the palace at this time. Understandably, some lodgings were allocated to 

ƘƻǳǎŜƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ǿƘƻ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ Ψƻƴ ŎŀƭƭΩΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ housekeeper of the House of 

Commons.110 However, some senior parliamentary or government officials also enjoyed official 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ŀǎ ŀ ǇŜǊƪ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƧƻōΣ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ƻƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΦ !ƳƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ /ƭŜǊƪ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ HƻǳǎŜΣ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΦ It 

had been built at the request of Jeremiah Dyson, then the incumbent clerk, in 1759ς60; from 1768 it 

was occupied by John Hatsell.111 At the southern margin of the palace the plan shows a building 

ƭŀōŜƭƭŜŘ άaǊΦ 5ŜƭŀǾŀƭΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘΣ ŀǘ ŦƛǊǎǘΣ ŀƴ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜΣ ōǳǘ ŀ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΥ 

it had been built c. 1772 by Edward Hussey Delaval, who had leased the plot from the crown.112 

However, in 1816 it was appropriated for the use of Black Rod, the Crown official responsible for 

controlling access to, and order within, the House of Lords.113 There were also some official houses 

that lay just beyond the modern boundaries of the pŀƭŀŎŜΦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ Henry 

Cowper, clerk assistant to the House of Lords, on the west side of Old Palace Yard.114 Later, in 1800ς

03, the clerk of the journals also gained an official residence at 1 Abingdon Street, on the southern 

corner of Old Palace Yard.115  

To date, there has been no sustained historical analysis of the process by which official 

houses were allocated at Westminsterτif, indeed, there was a system. Surviving records suggest 

that the Treasury had responsibility for allocating houses at Westminster; at any rate, a memorial to 

the Treasury board appears to have been the usual method of application. It was by this process that 

Dyson successfully applied for his official house in 1759ς60; the serjeant-at-arms deployed the same 

tactic in 1794, as discussed below.116 Whilst the surviving evidence is limited, it is conceivable that 

the influence and forcefulness of individual office holders may have been more important in 

 
110 O. C. Williams, The Topography of the Old House of Commons (unpublished monograph, 1953), p. 8; Hallam 

{ƳƛǘƘΣ ά±ŜƴǘƛƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎέΣ ǇΦ ттΤ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ όSM), 51/6/5, 51/6/6 and 51/6/15. 
111 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5Σ ǇΦ плуΤ ¢Φ /ƻƻǇŜǊ ŀƴŘ /Φ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ άIŀǘǎŜƭƭΣ WƻƘƴέΣ ODNB, 2004, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/12602 [accessed 30/03/2020]. 
112 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά¢ƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ .ǊƛŘƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ vǳŜŜƴΩǎ .ǊƛŘƎŜΣ ммуфςнлнмέΣ London Topographical 
Record 32 (2021), pp. 18ς20. 
113 Ibid, pp. 18ς20. 
114 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, pp. 524-2рΤ WΦ /Φ {ŀƛƴǘȅΣ ά/ƻǿǇŜǊΣ IŜƴǊȅέΣ ODNB, 2004, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/6505 [accessed 09/04/2020]. 
115 Williams, Topography of the Old House of Commons, p. 20. 
116 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, p. 408. See also p. 56 of this thesis. 
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determining the allocation of official houses than any objective assessment of need. Certainly, the 

auditor and tellers were able to retain their official houses long after their practical need for them 

had declined. .ȅ ŀōƻǳǘ мтллΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ ǊƻƭŜǎ ƘŀŘ ŘŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǎƛƴŜŎǳǊŜǎΣ ŀ 

ǎȅƳǇǘƻƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άhƭŘ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέ ǿƘƛŎƘ historians have long recognised as a pervasive feature of 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ eighteenth-century political system.117  By the mid-eighteenth century, the practical 

functions of the Exchequer had largely been superseded by the Bank of England; yet this was not 

reflected by any reorganisation of the Exchequer itself.118 Before the 1780s there was no political will 

to abolish or reform sinecure offices; on the contrary, most politicians of this era simply wanted to 

obtain such posts for themselves.119 Lƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ Ƴǳǎǘ surely have 

ōŜŜƴ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ΨǇŜǊƪΩΦ Certainly, the large sums of money expended on the house by 

successive auditorsτǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ǘŀȄǇŀȅŜǊǎΩ ƳƻƴŜȅΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴτsuggest that they wanted 

the house to project wealth, status and influence. The aforementioned refurbishment by Sir Robert 

Howard cost £2,500 (almost £400,000 at 2019 prices).120 Robert Walpole, Baron Walpole and 2nd Earl 

of Orford (1701ς51; auditor 1739ς51) used the house to show off his collection of antique Roman 

sculpture and Van Dyck paintings.121  

 
117 ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άhƭŘ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ ŀōǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǇŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΣ ǎƛƴŜŎǳǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

emoluments, originated with early nineteenth-century radicals like William Cobbett. W. D. Rubinstein dates 
the emergence of this phenomenon to the early eighteenth century. SŜŜ wǳōƛƴǎǘŜƛƴΣ ά¢ƘŜ 9ƴŘ ƻŦ ϦhƭŘ 
Corruption" in Britain 1780ςмуслέΣ Past and Present 101 (1983), pp. 55ςусΤ ŀƴŘ tΦ IŀǊƭƛƴƎΣ άwŜǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ άhƭŘ 

/ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέέΣ Past & Present 147 (1995), pp. 127ς158. 
118 J. E. D. Binney, British Public Finance and Administration 1774ς92 (London: Oxford University Press, 1958), 

pp. 5, 222, 229, 258ς59, 269. 
119 wΦ tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǊŜǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ CΦ CŜǊƴłƴŘŜȊ-Armesto (ed.), England in 

the Eighteenth Century (London: The Folio Society, 1998), pp. 58ς59. 
120 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, pp. 412ς13. Throughout the text, historic prices will be accompanied by 

approximate twenty-first century values. TƘŜǎŜ ŦƛƎǳǊŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ .ŀƴƪ ƻŦ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ 
inflation calculator (https://www.bankofengland.co.uk/monetary-policy/inflation/inflation-calculator 
[accessed 30/03/2023]). As R. D. Hume explains, determining the present-day equivalency of historic currency 
values is highly problematic, for several reasons (see ά¢ƘŜ ±ŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ aƻƴŜȅ ƛƴ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ-Century England: 
Incomes, Prices, Buying PowerτŀƴŘ {ƻƳŜ tǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ /ǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎέΣ Huntington Library Quarterly 77:4 
(2014), pp. 379ς80). Nevertheless, even a very approximate conversion may help to give the reader a sense of 
ǘƘŜ ŜƴƻǊƳƻǳǎ ǎǳƳǎ ƻŦ ƳƻƴŜȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŜǊŜ ŜȄǇŜƴŘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŜǊŀΦ 5ǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
economic disruption of the COVID-19 pandemic and the Russian invasion of Ukraine, 2019 values have been 
taken as the benchmark.  
121 W. S. Lewis (ed.), ¢ƘŜ ¸ŀƭŜ 9Řƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IƻǊŀŎŜ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ /ƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1937ς83), vol. 17, pp. 299ς300; and vol. 18, p. 249. The author thanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for this 
information. The 2nd Earl of Orford should not be confused with his father, Sir Robert Walpole, 1st Earl of 
Orford (1725ς42), who is generally acknowledged as .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ de facto prime minister.  
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No evidence has been found to suggest that any Speaker attempted to obtain an official 

residence before 1794. By the early eighteenth century, however, the Speaker had managed to gain 

the use of two small spaces within the palace: these were marked on a 1718 plan by William Benson, 

of which a later copy survives (Fig. 1.3). ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ άWithdrawing Roomέ όƳŀǊƪŜŘ мл ƻƴ .ŜƴǎƻƴΩǎ 

plan) was a small room inserted between the two easternmost buttresses on the north side of St 

{ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ όǇŀǊǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŦƛƭƭƛƴƎ the space between the chapel and the cloisters).122 It was intended 

principally as a space for the Speaker to retire to when the House was in Committee; it was certainly 

in use by 1692.123 By 1718 there was also a ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊέ, which comprised a pair of rooms 

constructed above the upper storey of the cloisters at their south-western corner (marked 6 on 

 
122 Office of Works, Plan of the Palace of Westminster, copied from the original by William Benson c. 1718, 
мтфо όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ǳƴŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a отκмκнрύΦ 
123 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, p. 406; E. Porritt, The Unreformed House of Commons: Parliamentary 

Representation Before 1832 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1903), p. 476; Williams, Topography of 
the Old House of Commons, pp. 7ς8. 

Fig. 1.3: Office of Works, Plan of the Palace of Westminster, copied from the original by William 
.Ŝƴǎƻƴ ŎΦ мтмуΣ мтфо όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ǳƴŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ 

Museum (SM 37/1/25). 
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.ŜƴǎƻƴΩǎ ǇƭŀƴύΦ124 [ƛǘǘƭŜ ƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊΤ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛǎ 

needed to establish exactly how these rooms came to be associated with the office of Speaker. 

However, the existing literature suggests that these rooms were intended principally for the Speaker 

to conduct business, rather than as private spaces. It is known for certain that, from the 1690s 

ƻƴǿŀǊŘǎΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜǎ; Wren 

was asked to create a doorway and passage so that it could be accessed directly from the gallery of 

the House.125 The chamber certainly did not constitute a fully-equipped dwelling-place, though 

/ƻƭǾƛƴ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ άƳŀȅ ƻƴ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴ ƘŀǾŜ ŜŀǘŜƴ ƻǊ ǎƭŜǇǘέ ǘƘŜǊŜΦ126 At any rate, the 

ƎǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƎŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŎǳǎǘƻŘȅ ƻŦ ŀ ƳǳŎƘ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ palace than 

he had ever previously enjoyed. The remainder of this thesis will demonstrate how successive 

Speakers exploited this space to enhance both their personal stature, and the political stature of 

their office. First, however, it is worthwhile to briefly consider why the long-standing connection 

between the cloister house and the auditor of the Exchequer came to an end.  

 After .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŘŜŦŜŀǘ in the American War of Independence (1775ς83), a group of reforming 

atǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άwƻŎƪƛƴƎƘŀƳ ²ƘƛƎǎέ ōŜƎŀƴ ŀ ŎƻƴŎŜǊǘŜŘ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴτspearheaded by Edmund 

BurkeτŦƻǊ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŦƻǊƳέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎΦ127 Their 

precise motives for these reforms are a matter of debate, but they certainly resulted in the abolition 

of numerous sinecure offices in the royal household.128 To this extent, the reforms can be seen as an 

ŜŀǊƭȅ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǘŀŎƪƭŜ άhƭŘ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέΦ ¢ƘŜ 9ȄŎƘŜǉǳŜǊτand particularly the Receiptτwas an 

obvious target for the reformers. In a 1783 Parliamentary committee William Pulteney (1729ς1805), 

ǘƘŜƴ at ŦƻǊ {ƘǊŜǿǎōǳǊȅΣ ƻǇŜƴƭȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŀǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǎ ǘƻ ōŜ άŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ 

ǎƛƴŜŎǳǊŜǎέΦ129 The ǊŜŦƻǊƳŜǊǎΩ efforts culminated in the Receipt of the Exchequer Act 1783: this 

ŀōƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ άǳƴƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅέ ǊƻƭŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ, but stopped short of abolishing the 

ŀǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ ƻǊ ǘŜƭƭŜǊǎΩ Ǉƻǎǘǎ.130 It did, however, curb the emoluments associated with these posts, 

 
124 SM 37/1/25, n. p. 
125 Williams, Topography of the Old House of Commons, pp. 7ς8. These new committee rooms largely 

superseded the earlier committee room above the Inner Lobby of the House, which then became the Smoking 
Room. 
126 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, p. 406. 
127 R. Bourke, Empire and Revolution: The Political Life of Edmund Burke (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 

2015) pp. 421ς22. 
128 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, pp. 1ς4; Binney, Public Finance and Administration, pp. 270ς72. 
129 Hansard, Parliamentary History vol. 23, pp. 1063ςсрΤ aΦ aΦ 5ǊǳƳƳƻƴŘΣ άPULTENEY, William (1729ς1805), 

of Westerhall, DumfriesΦέΣ History of Parliament Online (1964), 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/pulteney-william-1729-1805 
[accessed 17/08/2023]. The offices of auditor and tellers of the Exchequer remained in existence until finally 
abolished in 1834 (Sainty, Officers of the Exchequer pp. 203ς04, 209).  
130 Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 1783, 23 Geo. 3 cap. 82. 

https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/pulteney-william-1729-1805
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including their official houses. Rather than force the officers to surrender their houses immediately, 

the Act declared that they would ǊŜǾŜǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /Ǌƻǿƴ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ άŘŜŀǘƘΣ ǎǳǊǊŜƴŘŜǊΣ ŦƻǊŦŜƛǘǳǊŜ ƻǊ 

ǊŜƳƻǾŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǊǎέΦ131 This provision was no doubt an expedient means to deter vested 

interests from opposing reform; however, the downside was that it served to slow the pace of 

change. It was not until 22 February 1794 that the incumbent auditor, Henry Pelham-Clinton, 7th Earl 

of Lincoln and 2nd Duke of Newcastle-under-Lyne (1720ς94; in office 1751ς94), died.132 Almost 

exactly a month later, on 21 March, the chancellor of the Exchequer presented the House of 

Commons with a message from the King, which was duly read out by the Speaker: 

His Majesty thinks proper to acquaint the House of Commons, That His Majesty has given 

directions, that the House , lately occupied by the Auditor of the Exchequer [Χ] shall be 

appropriated for the use of the Speaker of the House of Commons for the time being.133 

It is clear, then, why the house was removed from the auditor. To understand why it was now given 

to the Speaker, it is necessary ǘƻ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ during the 

eighteenth century. 

The Speakership in the Eighteenth Century  

As explained in the Introduction, the historical development of the Speakership has been 

comparatively neglected by historians. As such, it is difficult to determine how lucrative the role was 

during the eighteenth century, or how much prestige it carried. However, it has been firmly 

established that the Speakership was not politically neutral and non-partisan in the way that it is 

today. The present convention is that the Speaker should sever all party ties and refrain from 

expressing any political opinion.134 However, by the standards of the British constitution this is a 

relatively recent innovation. After about 1680 the Speaker was no longer chosen directly by the 

Court; but rather than evolving into a truly independent role, the Speaker instead became embroiled 

in the emerging party system.135 One early eighteenth-century Speaker, Sir Spencer Compton (later 

1st Earl of Wilmington; c. 1674ς1743), even went on to become prime minister; he had maintained 

 
131 Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 1783 (n. p.). 
132 Sainty, Officers of the Exchequer, p. 209. 
133 Journal of the House of Commons vol. 49, 1794 (London: House of Commons, 1803). 
134 Laban, Mr Speaker, pp. 3ς4. 
135 {Φ YΦ wƻōŜǊǘǎΣ ά¢ƘŜ wŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ !ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ 

мспл ǘƻ мсслέΣ Parliamentary History 29:1 (2010), p. 78; Laundy, Office of Speaker, pp. 232ς41, 244ς45; 
Porritt, The Unreformed House of Commons, pp. 437ς43Τ tΦ {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !ƎŜ ƻŦ tŀǊǘȅΣ мстнς
мтмрέΣ Parliamentary History 29:1 (2010), p. 100. 
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his allegiance to the Whig party throughout his Speakership.136 Several historians have argued that 

political neutrality facilitates the dignity and deference afforded to the Speaker: by standing above 

the political fray, they are able to retain the respect of all parties in the House.137 It is beyond the 

scope of this thesis to assess this claim in detail but, if true, it would suggest that the Speakers of the 

early eighteenth century did not enjoy the same level of dignity they do today.  

Arthur Onslow, the άGreat Speakerέ (1691ς1768; in office 1728ς61), has traditionally been 

cited as the model for the totally neutral and non-partisan Speakership of today.138 It is true that 

hƴǎƭƻǿ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜŘ ΨƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜΩΣ in the sense of not having to rely on ministerial support for his re-

election, but he certainly did not maintain total political neutrality: he often aired his opinions in 

committee, even on controversial topics.139 Nor was he truly independent of the ministry in a 

financial sense. He famously resigned the lucrative office of Treasurer of the Navy in 1742 in order to 

counter claims of political influence; but he did not repay the significant emoluments he had 

accumulated from this post over the previous eight years.140 His successors generally did not accept 

offices under the Crown, but they had to resort to unsatisfactory expedients in order to fund the 

expenses of the role. Sir John Cust (1718ς70; in office 1761ς70) supported himself from private 

means.141 Sir Fletcher Norton (1716ς89; in office 1770ς80) and Charles Wolfran Cornwall (1735ς89; 

in office 1780ς89) were able to retain legal sinecures which they had held before appointment to 

the Chair.142 However, William Wyndham Grenville (later 1st Baron Grenville; 1759ς1834) continued 

to hold the Government post of Paymaster-General of the Forces, as well as seats on the Board of 

 
136 !Φ !Φ IŀƴƘŀƳΣ ά/ƻƳǇǘƻƴΣ {ǇŜƴŎŜǊΣ ŜŀǊƭ ƻŦ ²ƛƭƳƛƴƎǘƻƴ όŎΦ мстпςмтпоύέΣ ODNB (2010), 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/6036 [accessed 08/12/2022]. 
137 P. Laundy, The Office of Speaker (London: Cassell, 1964), pp. 7ς8. 
138 A. I. Dasent, The Speakers of the House of Commons (London: The Bodley Head, 1911), p. 259; Porritt, 

Unreformed House of Commons, p. 454; Laundy, Office of Speaker, pp. 261ς62; M. Laban, Mr. Speaker: the 
Office and the Individuals since 1945 (London: Biteback Publishing, 2013), p. ix. 
139 P. D. G. Thomas, The House of Commons in the Eighteenth Century (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1971), pp. 
299ς306. 
140 Dasent, Speakers of the House of Commons, p. 258; Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 264; Porritt, The 

Unreformed House of Commons, pp. 437, 449ς50; C. E. Vulliamy, The Onslow Family: 1528ς1874 (London: 
Chapman & Hall, 1953), p. 110. 
141 {ƛǊ [Φ bŀƳƛŜǊΣ ά/¦{¢Σ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴΣ оǊŘ .ǘΦ όмтмуςтлύΣ ƻŦ .ŜƭǘƻƴΣ [ƛƴŎǎΦέΣ History of Parliament Online (1964), 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/cust-sir-john-1718-70 [accessed 
27/11/2022]. 
142 WΦ .ǊƻƻƪŜΣ άbhw¢hbΣ CƭŜǘŎƘŜǊ όмтмсςуфύΣ ƻŦ DǊŀƴǘƭŜȅΣ ¸ƻǊƪǎΦ ŀƴŘ ²ƻƴŜǊǎƘΣ {ǳǊǊΦέΣ History of Parliament 

Online (1964), https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/norton-fletcher-1716-
89; J. BrookeΣ ά/hwb²![[Σ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ ²ƻƭŦǊŀƴ όмторςуфύΣ ƻŦ .ŀǊǘƻƴ tǊƛƻǊǎΣ ƴǊΦ ²ƛƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΣ IŀƴǘǎΦέΣ History of 
Parliament Online (1964), https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/cornwall-
charles-wolfran-1735-89. [Both accessed 27/11/2022.] See also Thomas, House of Commons, pp. 288ς89. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/6036
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/cust-sir-john-1718-70
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/norton-fletcher-1716-89
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/norton-fletcher-1716-89
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/cornwall-charles-wolfran-1735-89
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/cornwall-charles-wolfran-1735-89
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Control and Board of Trade, throughout his brief Speakership (JanuaryςJune 1789).143 In most 

respects the Speakership was relatively accessible to middle-class professionalsτespecially those 

with legal trainingτbut the lack of a regular salary remained a barrier.   

For those who could obtain the office, however, the benefits lasted a lifetimeτand beyond. 

From the middle of the century, it became customary to grant a generous pension to a retiring 

Speaker; and by 1800, the grant of a peerage was also becoming routine. Onslow was the first 

Speaker to be awarded a retiring pension: he received an annuity of £3,000 not only for his lifetime, 

but also that of his son.144 In later years, the younger Onslow attracted some criticism from Radical 

commentators for accepting this pension.145 However, {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ hƴǎƭƻǿΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ 

in the context of eighteenth-century British society, in which the offices and emoluments of the 

state were often jealously guarded by aristocratic families.146 In these circumstances, it is 

understandable that Onslow seized this opportunity to give his descendants the best possible life 

chances. It is difficult to pinpoint exactly when thŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊŜǘƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ǇŜŜǊŀƎŜ became an 

established tradition. Thomas argues that it began with a deathbed promise to Speaker Cust in 1770, 

that his son would be granted a peerage in the next round of peerage creations, which was duly 

honoured in 1776.147 IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀ ŎǳǊǎƻǊȅ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /ǳǎǘΩǎ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƻǊǎ ƳŀƪŜǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ 

that this practice did not immediately become established as a custom. Norton was not ennobled 

until two years after his retirement; even then, his peerage was not granted in direct recognition of 

his services as Speaker (although, as Thomas points out, this was not widely known at the time).148 

Cornwall died in office, and had no children, so no peerage was created for him.149 Grenville initially 

remained in the Commons after his brief Speakership; he was only ennobled in November 1790 so 

that he could become Leader of the House of Lords, at ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ behest.150 Addington 

also remained in the Commons for several years following the end of his Speakership: he finally 

accepted a viscountcy in 1805.151 Thus, Sir John Mitford (or Lord Redesdale, as he became) was 

actually the first Speaker to be ennobled immediately upon leaving the Chair. Nevertheless, in a later 

 
143 aΦ aΦ 5ǊǳƳƳƻƴŘΣ άDǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ ²ȅƴŘƘŀƳ όмтрфςмуопύέΣ History of Parliament Online (1964), 

https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/grenville-william-wyndham-1759-
1834 [accessed 27/11/2022]. 
144 Thomas, House of Commons, p. 354. 
145 wǳōƛƴǎǘŜƛƴΣ άhƭŘ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέΣ ǇΦ стΦ 
146 tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǇǇΦ руς60. 
147 ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΣ ά/ǳǎǘέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
148 [ŀǳƴŘȅΣ άbƻǊǘƻƴέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦΤ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΣ House of Commons, pp. 325ς26. 
149 ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά/ƻǊƴǿŀƭƭέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
150 tΦ WΦ WǳǇǇΣ άDǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ ²ȅƴŘƘŀƳΣ .ŀǊƻƴ DǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜΣ мтрфςмуопέΣ ODNB (2009), https://doi -

org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/11501 [accessed 25/10/2014]. 
151 WΦ 9Φ /ƻƻƪǎƻƴΣ ά!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ IŜƴǊȅΣ ŦƛǊǎǘ ±ƛǎŎƻǳƴǘ {ƛŘƳƻǳǘƘΣ мтртςмуппέΣ ODNB (2009) https://doi -

org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/150 [accessed 25/10/2022]. 
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memorandum Mitford claimed that, during their negotiations over his appointment in 1801, 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƘŀŘ ŀǎǎǳǊŜŘ ƘƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ άƭŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ tŜŜǊŀƎŜέΦ152 Perhaps Addington, realising 

ǘƘŀǘ aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀ ΨǎǿŜŜǘŜƴŜǊΩΣ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛǘ ŜȄǇŜŘƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊŜǘƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ǇŜŜǊŀƎŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ Řǳōƛƻǳǎ ǇǊŜŎŜŘŜƴǘǎΦ 

tǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƘŀǾŜ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪŜŘ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ƳŜƳƻǊŀƴŘǳƳ, but it is extremely 

important in demonstrating the importance Addington and Mitford attached to the retirement 

peerage. Mitford was reluctant to accept the Speakership, and Addington explicitly used the peerage 

ŀǎ ŀ ōŀǊƎŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŎƘƛǇΦ IŜ ŀǇǇŜŀƭŜŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƻ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǾŀƴƛǘȅΣ ōǳǘ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ Řǳǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŦƻǊ 

Ƙƛǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΥ άŀƭǘƘƻΩ L ƘŀŘ ƴƻ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΣ ȅŜǘΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƪŜ ƻŦ Ƴȅ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊ ϧ Ƙƛǎ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ [Χ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŜǊŀƎŜϐ 

might properly be ŀƴ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ǿƛǘƘ ƳŜέΦ153 For a middle-class lawyer like Mitford, dynastic 

considerations were ǳƴŘƻǳōǘŜŘƭȅ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƛƴŎŜƴǘƛǾŜΦ !ǎ tƻǊǘŜǊ Ǉǳǘ ƛǘΣ άǇŜŜǊŀƎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 

ƻƴŜ ǘƘƛƴƎ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ǎŀƭŜ ƛƴ DŜƻǊƎƛŀƴ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘέ.154 aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ƭŜƎŀƭ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƭǳŎǊŀǘƛǾŜΣ 

but no amount of wealth could, in itself, buy him entry into the closed circle of the British 

aristocracy.155 The importance Mitford attached to his peerage clearly supports the view that social 

advancement was a major objective for the Speakers of the late-eighteenth and early-nineteenth 

centuries. 

Again, existing histories of the Speakership offer no clear judgement as to how much 

prestige the Speaker enjoyed in the eyes of wider society before the eighteenth century. However, it 

is clear that, by the middle of that century, some visible aspects of ceremony had begun to accrue 

around the office. Nowadays, one of the most famous rituals associated with the Speaker is the daily 

ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ Processionέ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŀȅΩǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΦ156 It is not 

clear when this first became a daily ritual, but recent research by Kathrin Strauss shows that, as early 

as the 15th century, it was customary for the Speaker to process to the Commons behind the mace 

after his initial appointment by the monarch.157 ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ costumeτnamely, black-

and-gold robes and a full-bottomed wigτwas also well-established by the late eighteenth 

 
152 Gloucester Archives (GA) D2002/3/1/11: Memorandum on his acceptance of Speakership of the Commons, 

1802, ff. 4ς5.  
153 GA D2002/3/1/11, ff. 4ς5. In the event, Mitford later had a son of his own, who eventually inherited his 

peerage.   
154 tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǇΦ рнΦ 
155 5Φ {Φ DǊŜŜǊΣ άaƛǘŦƻǊŘΣ WƻƘƴ CǊŜŜƳŀƴ-έ, first Baron Redesdale (1748ςмуолύέΣ ODNB (2008), 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/18857 [accessed 08/12/2020]. 
156 Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 10ς11. 
157 YΦ {ǘǊŀǳǎǎΣ ά¢ƘŜ /ŜǊŜƳƻƴƛŀƭ aŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ DǊŜŀǘ aŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ /ƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

16th and Early 17th /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ Parliamentary History 41:3 (2022), p. 400. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/18857
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century.158 Admittedly, this outfit was never unique to the Speakership: successive chancellors of the 

Exchequer wore similar robes until the 1850s, and certain senior judges continue to wear them to 

this day.159 Nevertheless, the robes and wig have come to be strongly associated with the 

Speakership.160  As early as the 1640s, Speaker Lenthall was depicted wearing his robes in two 

portraits.161 Surviving portraits of Onslow, Cust, Norton and Cornwall show all of them wearing both 

gown and wig.162 The fact that successive Speakers chose to be portrayed in their official costume 

implies that it was widely-recognised and strongly associated with the office. This, in turn, indicates 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ŜƴƧƻȅŜŘ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƭƻƴƎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ Another very visible accessory of the Speakership is the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ {ǘŀǘŜ /ƻŀŎƘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎΣ ōǳǘ ǎƻƳŜ 

of its painted panels have been attributed to G. B. Cipriani, which would date them to the period 

1755ς85.163 The iconography of these panelsτwhich depict allegorical figures representing 

Eloquence, Discretion, Loyalty and Learningτseems very apt for the office of Speaker.164 Therefore, 

ƛǘ ƛǎ ǉǳƛǘŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻŀŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ hƴǎƭƻǿΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ  

Previous historians of the Speakership have also failed to establish exactly how and when 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜŘΦ wƛŘƛƴƎΣ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ DŀǊƛōŀƭŘƛ suggest that they 

may have begun as early as the late seventeenth century.165 Vulliamy claims that Onslow hosted 

dinners and levées at his own townhouse, Fauconberg House, Soho Square, but sadly he provides 

few details of these events.166 IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛƴ мттл {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ bƻǊǘƻƴΩǎ {ǳƴŘŀȅ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

 
158 5ǳǊƛƴƎ WƻƘƴ .ŜǊŎƻǿΩǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ όнллфς19), a simplified form of dress was adopted for everyday use, but 
the traditional black-and-gold gown is still worn on ceremonial occasions. The wearing of wigs was abandoned 
ŀŦǘŜǊ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ .ƻƻǘƘǊƻȅŘΩǎ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ мффн. (Laban, Mr Speaker, pp. 177, 274ς76.) 
159 άwƻōŜέΣ National Trust Collections, https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/429167Τ άIƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ 

/ƻǳǊǘ 5ǊŜǎǎέΣ website of the Courts and Tribunals Judiciary, https://www.judiciary.uk/about-the-
judiciary/history-of-the-judiciary-in-england-and-wales/history/. [Both accessed 21/11/2022.].  
160 Lummis, ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƛǊΣ pp. 6ς7; Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 10 
161 Attributed to E. Bower, Speaker William Lenthall (1591ς1662), and His Family, c. 1643ς45, oil on canvas, 

2705 x 2440mm, London: Parliamentary Art Collection (PAC), WOA 4187; Attributed to H. Paert, William 
Lenthall Esqre., Speaker 1640ς60 (1591ς1662), 18th century, oil on canvas, 940 x 1219mm, PAC, WOA 2712. 
162 Sir J. Thornhill and W. Hogarth, Speaker Arthur Onslow calling upon Sir Robert Walpole to Speak in the 

House of Commons, oil on canvas, 991 x 9270mm, Guildford: National Trust (Clandon Park), 1441463; Sir J 
Reynolds, The Hon. Sir John Cust, 3rd Bt of Pinchbeck and 6th Bt of Humby (1718ς1770) in Speaker's Robes, 
1767ς68, oil on canvas, 3390 x 2520mm, Grantham: National Trust (Belton House), NT 436062; W. Beechey, Sir 
Fletcher Norton (Speaker 1770ς80), Baron Grantley (1716ς89), date unknown, oil on canvas, 1118x1422mm, 
PAC, WOA 2705; T. Gainsborough, The Rt Hon. Charles Wolfran Cornwall (1785ς1786), date unknown, oil on 
canvas, 2280 x 1485mm, Melbourne: National Gallery of Victoria, 1204-5. 
163 !Φ ²ŜŘƎǿƻƻŘΣ ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƻŀŎƘΥ ! tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ tǳȊȊƭŜ ƻƴ CƻǳǊ ²ƘŜŜƭǎέΣ The House, 5 December 1994, p. 

25. 
164 Ibid, p. 25. See also pp. 129ς30 of this thesis.  
165 /Φ wƛŘƛƴƎΣ 5Φ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ /Φ DŀǊƛōŀƭŘƛΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜέΣ ƛƴ /Φ wƛŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ WΦ wƛŘƛƴƎ όŜŘǎΦύΣ The Houses of 

Parliament: History, Art, Architecture (London: Merrell, 2000), pp. 197ς98. 
166 Vulliamy, Onslow Family, p. 127; Dasent, Speakers of the House of Commons, p. 256 

https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/429167
https://www.judiciary.uk/about-the-judiciary/history-of-the-judiciary-in-england-and-wales/history/
https://www.judiciary.uk/about-the-judiciary/history-of-the-judiciary-in-england-and-wales/history/
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advertised in the London Evening Post.167 This indicates that regular entertaining was now an 

ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘǳǘƛŜǎΣ ŀƭōŜƛǘ ƻƴŜ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǎŀƴŎǘƛƻƴŜŘ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ ōȅ ŎǳǎǘƻƳ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ 

by any formal instructions. The London Evening Post also mentions that William Murray, 1st Earl of 

Mansfield (1705ς93), the acting Speaker of the House of Lords, would hold a levée at the same time 

ŀǎ bƻǊǘƻƴΩǎ.168 όaŀƴǎŦƛŜƭŘ ǿŀǎ ǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛƭȅ ǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎΩ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘ ƻŦ lord 

chancellor was in commission.)169 This tends to confirm that these functions were officially 

recognised and co-ordinated parliamentary events, rather than purely private hospitality. Moreover, 

ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǇŜǊǉǳƛǎƛǘŜǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ άǘǿƻ ƘƻƎǎƘŜŀŘǎ ƻŦ ŎƭŀǊŜǘ 

ŀƴƴǳŀƭƭȅέΣ ƛƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ƻŦ ǎƛƭǾŜǊ ǇƭŀǘŜ όŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿύΦ170 The official provision 

of alcohol and tableware constituted a tacit acknowledgement that hospitality was an expected part 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŘǳǘƛŜǎΦ171 [ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ άŘƛƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜǾŜŜǎέ ƛƴ ƘŜǊ мтуф ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƻƴ 

the Speakership (discussed below).172 

Given that the office already had certain material trappings and regular social functions 

associated with it, it seems reasonable to conclude that the Speakership already carried a certain 

level of prestige by 1789. Nevertheless, existing biographies of the late eighteenth-century Speakers 

suggest that the political stature of the Chair at any given moment depended greatly on the 

character of the individual office-holder. Clearly, Onslow was held in great respect by his fellow 

parliamentarians; but his immediate successors were, arguably, somewhat undistinguished. Cust 

lacked procedural knowledge and struggled to maintain order in the House.173 Norton, though 

ŘŜŜƳŜŘ άǎƘǊŜǿŘ ŀƴŘ ŀōƭŜέ ōȅ [ŀǳƴŘȅΣ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άŎƻŀǊǎŜΣ ƎǊƻǎǎέ Ƴŀƴ ǿƘƻ ŘƛŘ 

nothing to bolster the dignity of the office.174 /ƻǊƴǿŀƭƭ Ƙŀǎ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ōŜŜƴ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ƻŦŦ ŀǎ άŘǊǳƴƪŜƴ 

ŀƴŘ ōƻǊŜŘέΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ Hunt and Wilkinson give a more generous assessment of his capabilities in the 

Chair.175 Nevertheless, the Speakership arguably reached a low ebb in 1789, when Grenville resigned 

 
167 London Evening Post, 17ς20 February 1770, p. 4. 
168 Ibid, p. 4. 
169 WΦ hƭŘƘŀƳΣ άaǳǊǊŀȅΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳΣ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜŀǊƭ ƻŦ aŀƴǎŦƛŜƭŘ όмтлрςмтфоύέΣ ODNB (2008), https://doi -
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/19655 [accessed 19/06/2023]. 
170 Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 284. See also pp. 78ς79 of this thesis. 
171 Thomas, The House of Commons, pp. 399ς400. 
172 Elliot-Murray-Kynynmound, Emma, Countess of Minto, Life and Letters of Sir Gilbert Elliot, First Earl of 
Minto, vol. 1 (London: Longmans, Green & Co., 1874), pp. 255ς56. 
173 Laundy, Office of Speaker, ǇΦ нтпΤ tΦ 5Φ DΦ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΣ ά/ǳǎǘΣ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴΣ ǘƘƛǊŘ ōŀǊƻƴŜǘ όмтмуςмттлύέΣ ODNB 

(2009), https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/6974 [accessed 25/10/2022]; Thomas, The House 
of Commons, p. 358. 
174 Dasent, Speakers of the House of Commons, p. 275ς78; Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 275; Sir W. McKay, 

άbƻǘƘƛƴƎ /ƻǳƭŘ 9ȄŎŜŜŘ ǘƘŜ .ŀŘƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ /ƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ 9ǾŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ .ŀŘ !ƎŜέΣ Parliamentary History 29:1 (2010), 
p. 130. 
175 Laundy, Office of Speaker, pp. 282ςуоΤ ²Φ Iǳƴǘ ŀƴŘ /Φ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά/ƻǊƴǿŀƭƭΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ ²ƻƭŦǊŀƴ όмторςмтуфέΣ 

ODNB (2004), https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/6335 [accessed 24/04/2023]. 

https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/19655
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/19655
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/6974
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after just five months, having been offered the more attractive post of Home Secretary.176 This was 

ǎŜŜƴ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛŜǎ ŀǎ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇΩǎ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ǎƛƴŎŜ hƴǎƭƻǿΩǎ ŘŀȅΦ177  

CǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ diminished stature can be found in a letter written by Lady 

Elliot, whose husband, Sir Gilbert Elliot (later 1st Earl of Minto; 1751ς1814), stood against Grenville 

ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇΦ {ƘŜ άƭŀǳƎƘŜŘ ƘŜŀǊǘƛƭȅέ ǿƘŜƴ ƘŜǊ ƘǳǎōŀƴŘ ǘƻƭŘ ƘŜǊ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀŎȅΥ 

I cannot compose my muscles when I think of you riding in the state-coach with your flowing wig 

[Χ] I am sure your constitution is by no means equal to the confinement, sedentary life, and 

Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘ ōƻǊŜΣ ƻŦ ōŜƛƴƎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΧ /ƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ Ƙƻǿ ǘƛǊŜŘ ȅƻǳ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻŦ ǎƛǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘŜŀǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ 

prosing in the House of Commons, and how much more so with all the great dinners and levees 

[sic]. What is the use of superior talents if you are to sit still and say nothing? [Χ] Be anything but 

Speaker [Χ]178 

[ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘΩǎ ŘƛǎǇŀǊŀƎƛƴƎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǊƻƭŜτ άǘƻ ǎƛǘ ǎǘƛƭƭ ŀƴŘ ǎŀȅ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎέτis unfair. 

Admittedly, eighteenth-century Speakers had less influence over the conduct of parliamentary 

business than their twenty-ŦƛǊǎǘ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƻǊǎΦ ό¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ 

augmented by major changes to the standing orders from the 1880s onwards.179) Nevertheless, 

Georgian Speakers could still influence the conduct of debates in subtle but significant ways. As 

¢ƘƻƳŀǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ƻǳǘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŜȄŜǊŎƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜΦ CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 

the Speaker would usually call on the relevant minister to open any debate; and at the end of the 

ŘŜōŀǘŜΣ ƘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ άƎƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ 

ǘƘǊƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ŦƻǊŎƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ ŘƛǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴέ.180 Eighteenth-century 

governments understood the value of a sympathetic Chair, and they were careful to nominate 

Speakers who they thought would remain loyal to them. Indeed, Grenville was nominated because 

Pitt deemed it particularly important to have a close ally in the Chair during the regency crisis of 

1789.181 bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ [ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘΩǎ ŦƭƛǇǇŀƴǘ ǊŜƳŀǊƪ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ŀƴ ŜƴŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Speakership. In the twenty-first century, Laban has argued that the Speakership is generally 

ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ άǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǊŜ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀȅŜǊǎ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ 

ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜŜέΦ182 [ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘΩǎ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŘƛŘ άƴƻǘƘƛƴƎέ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ǎƻƳŜ 

 
176 Dasent, Speakers of the House of Commons, pp. 286ς89. 
177 P. Ziegler, Addington: A Life of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmouth (London: Collins 1965), p. 59. 
178 Minto, Life and Letters of Sir Gilbert Elliot, vol. I, pp. 255-ς56. 
179 tΦ {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ ά¦ǊƎŜƴŎȅ aƻǘƛƻƴέΣ History of Parliament Project Blog (2019), 

https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/03/27/urgency-motions/ [accessed 27/10/2022]. 
180 Thomas, The House of Commons, p. 284. 
181 WǳǇǇΣ άDǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
182 Laban, Mr. Speaker, p. x. 
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observers held a similar attitude in the 1780s. Lady Elliot was, however, undoubtedly correct that 

the role required physical and mental stamina. This was an age when Commons speeches could last 

for hours; late-night sittings were frequent, and no Deputy Speakers were appointed.183 Indeed, the 

ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ /ǳǎǘΩǎ ǇǊŜƳŀǘǳǊŜ ŘŜŀǘƘΦ184 What is perhaps 

Ƴƻǎǘ ǎǘǊƛƪƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ [ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ ƛǎ ƘŜǊ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ǘǊŀǇǇƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ: the 

wig, gown and State Coach. Whereas twentieth-century commentators saw these as embodiments 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘƛƎƴƛǘȅΣ [ŀŘȅ 9ƭƭƛƻǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘΦ185 This may, 

in part, be the consequence of changing fashions. As previously noted, the origins of the State Coach 

are unknown, but stylistic evidence suggests it was probably built in the early eighteenth century; 

hence, it may have looked outdated by 1789.186 However, an old-fashioned appearance was not 

necessarily a drawback. By the time Laundy wrote his book in the мфслǎΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴǘƛǉǳŀǘŜŘ 

wig and costume were seen to enhance his dignity.187 They rooted the Speakership in tradition; and 

by then, tradition was seen to convey authority. Addington, and his successor Abbot, were probably 

the first Speakers to consciously exploit this idea. In Chapter Two, this thesis will demonstrate that 

WŀƳŜǎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎƛǎǘ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ мулн ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƭȅ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ 

this strategy.  

Whilst biographies of individual Speakers are available, to date there has been little attempt 

to analyse the social standing of the eighteenth-century Speakers as a group. This question must be 

considered within the wider context of the social composition of Parliament in the eighteenth 

century. Existing histories of Parliament indicate that, whilst it might be an exaggeration to say that 

aristocratic and noble families dominated the House of Commons in this era, they certainly had a 

disproportionate influence. In 1790, the total membership of the House of Commons was 558; this 

increased to 658 after the 1801 Union with Ireland.188 In the years to 1820, the Commons contained, 

on average, 170 Members who either held Irish peerages, or else were the sons of peers or 

peeresses.189 In other words, this was typically 25-30% of the total membership of the House. Yet 

even this is not the full picture: there were many other MPs who had a connection, either by blood 

 
183 tŀǳƭ {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ ά¢ƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎέΣ History of Parliament Project Blog (2014), 

https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2014/10/23/time-and-the-commons/, [accessed 24/04/2023]; 
Laundy, Office of Speaker, p. 121. 
184 ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΣ ά/ǳǎǘέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
185 Laundy, Office of Speaker, pp. 9ς10. 
186 London: Parliamentary Archives [PA}, !w/κ±!wκруΥ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ όмффоύΤ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ {ǘŀǘŜ /ƻŀŎƘέΣ 

National Trust Collections, http://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/272956.1 [accessed 
28/10/2022]. In his diaries, Abbot dated the coach to 1701 (TNA PRO 30/9/33, f. 16). 
187 Laundy, Office of Speaker, pp. 7ς12. 
188 wΦ DΦ ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ άLƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƻǊȅ {ǳǊǾŜȅΣ мтфлςмунлΣ LLLΥ ¢ƘŜ aŜƳōŜǊǎέΣ History of Parliament Online (1986), 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/survey/iii-members [accessed 08/12/2022]. 
189 Ibid, n. p. 
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or marriage, to a titled family. Some of the leading aristocratic dynasties were able to send multiple 

family members to the Commons. For example, between 1790 and 1820 the House hosted eight 

MPs named Spencerτthe family name of the Dukes of Marlborough.190 Moreover, Members with 

aristocratic connections were more likely to secure government office. Whilst the country gentry 

were well-represented in the Commons, they tended to be associated with the back-benches rather 

than the cabinet.191 The House was not totally inaccessible to self-made middle-class men: Thorne 

ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ άǿŜƭƭ ƻǾŜǊ мллέ ǎŜƭŦ-made Members in the Commons during the 1790ς

1820 period.192 This was certainly higher than in previous decades but, in relation to the overall size 

of the House, it remained a relatively low figure.  

It seems that, for these self-made men, the Speakership was a more easily-attainable 

position than a cabinet post. There was a long, albeit intermittent, tradition of appointing lawyers to 

the role.193 The law was considered a respectable profession both for aspiring middle-class men, and 

for the younger sons of the nobility.194 Porter notes that the lord cƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊǎƘƛǇ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ άŦŀǎǘ 

ǊƻǳǘŜέ ŦƻǊ ŀǎǇƛǊƛƴƎ ƭŀǿȅŜǊǎ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ŀ ǇŜŜǊŀƎŜΦ195 However, such senior legal posts were highly 

sought-after and were not easy to obtain.196 Thus, if a lawyer could enter the House of Commons, 

they must surely have realised that the Speakership was another role which they could aspire to. It 

was perhaps not a lucrative role; but, given the material trappings and social functions outlined 

above, it seems probable that it would have given them a measure of prestige and public 

recognition. At any rate, all the Speakers of the later eighteenth century hailed from relatively 

modest backgrounds, although some of them had advantageous family connections. Onslow was the 

son of an excise commissioner; but he was also the nephew of Sir Richard Onslow (later 1st Baron 

Onslow; 1654ς1717), a prominent parliamentarian who had himself served as Speaker from 1708ς

10.197 Sir John Cust was the son of a baronet; but his uncle, Sir John Brownlow (1690ς1754), had been 

 
190 ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά¢ƘŜ aŜƳōŜǊǎ ώмтфлςмунлϐέ, n. p. 
191 Porter, English Society in the Eighteenth Century, pp. 58ς60. 
192 ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά¢ƘŜ aŜƳōŜǊǎ ώмтфлςмунлϐέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
193 Laundy, Office of Speaker, ǇΦ фпΤ tΦ {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ άvǳŀƭƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇέΣ History of Parliament 

Project Blog (2019), https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/10/27/qualifications-for-the-
speakership/ [accessed 08/12/2022]. 
194 P. Corfield, Power and the Professions in Britain (London: Routledge, 1995), pp. 70ςтмΣ тпΤ tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ 

{ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǇǇΦ тоς74. 
195 Porter, English Society in the Eighteenth Century, p. 52. 
196 {ŜŜΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ǳƴǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘ ƻŦ aŀǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wƻƭƭǎΣ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǇΦ 
91 of this thesis. 
197 tΦ [ŀǳƴŘȅΣ άhƴǎƭƻǿΣ !ǊǘƘǳǊ όмсфмςмтсуύέΣ ODNB (2008), https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/20788; K. Ellis, 

άhƴǎƭƻǿΣ wƛŎƘŀǊŘΣ ŦƛǊǎǘ .ŀǊƻƴ hƴǎƭƻǿ όмсрпς1717), ODNB (2004), https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/20794. 
[Both accessed 08/12/2022.] 
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created Viscount Tyrconnel in 1718.198 [ƛǘǘƭŜ ƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀōƻǳǘ {ƛǊ CƭŜǘŎƘŜǊ bƻǊǘƻƴΩǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ōŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘΣ 

ōǳǘ /ƻǊƴǿŀƭƭΩǎ ǇŀǊŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻƳƳƻƴŜǊǎΦ199 All four of these men had trained as lawyers.  

Nevertheless, there were still certain barriers to middle-class men who aspired to the 

Speakership. The most obvious of these was the expenses associated with the role. Despite the 

ŀƴƴǳŀƭ ƎǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ ŎƭŀǊŜǘΣ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ŦƻƻŘ ŀƴŘ ŘǊƛƴƪ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘƛƴƴŜǊǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

enormous (as discussed below).200 ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŜƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ŎƻǎǘǳƳŜ ǿŀǎ ŜȄǇŜƴǎƛǾŜΣ ǘƻƻΦ Lǘ ǎŜŜƳǎ 

that the gown itself remained private property, being purchased by each Speaker from his 

predecessor: Addington sold it to Mitford for £100 at the conclusion of his Speakership.201 The 

length of the gown necessitated a trainbearer to accompany the Speaker when processing to and 

from the House of Commons. To date, there has been little historical study of this role, but it 

appears that Speakers in this era had to pay their trainbearers from their own pocket. Charles 

Manners-Sutton certainly did so, as he discusses this in an 1825 letter to Sir Robert Peel (1788ς

1850).202 The State Coach had to be purchased by each Speaker from his predecessor. Addington sold 

it to Mitford for £300; Mitford in turn sold it to Abbot for £1060 in 1802.203 !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ 

that the coach had been repaired in 1801τǇǊŜǎǳƳŀōƭȅ ŀǘ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ƻǿƴ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜτwhich may 

explain the increase in price. 

These expenses did not deter Henry Addington from standing for the Speakership in June 

мтуфΦ 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ Ƙƛǎ ǿƛŦŜΩǎ ŘƛǎŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭΣ {ƛǊ DƛƭōŜǊǘ 9ƭƭƛƻǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘƭȅ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ǘƻ ǎǘŀƴŘ 

for a second time; but, as the government candidate, Addington won a comfortable victory.204 It 

ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ǘƻ ōŜ ƴƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ŀǘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ōŜƘŜǎǘΤ ǘƘŜ prime minister had 

known him since their schooldays, and he wanted another ally to replace Grenville in the Chair.205 

Addington had previously been a rather quiet Member, and there was some initial scepticism when 

he was first nominated.206 Nevertheless, it seems that Addington soon realised the opportunities 

offered by his new role; and, over the next twelve years, he would make it his own.  

 
198 ¢ƘƻƳŀǎΣ ά/ǳǎǘέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
199 Iǳƴǘ ŀƴŘ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά/ƻǊƴǿŀƭƭέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
200 See p. 92 of this thesis. 
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Addington to Mitford, 3 May 1801. 
202 British Library (BL) Add. Ms. 40378, f. 127: Charles Manners-Sutton to Sir Robert Peel, 17 May 1825. 
203 GA, D2002/3/1/3: Letters personal and political, including letters from Pitt and Addington; Addington to 

Mitford, from Downing Street, 3 May 1801; TNA PRO 30/9/33, f. 16. 
204 Ziegler, Addington, pp. 57ς59. 
205 Ibid, pp. 57ς59. 
206 aΦ IΦ tƻǊǘΣ ά!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ IŜƴǊȅ όмтртςмуппύΣ ƻŦ aƻǊǘƛƳŜǊΣ .ǳŎƪǎΦέΣ History of Parliament Online (1964), 
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[accessed 08/12/2022]. 
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The Speakership of Henry Addington, 1789ς1801 

On the basis of existing scholarship, it seems clear that Addington wanted to enhance both his 

personal stature, and that of his family. His parents had originated from the minor gentry of 

Oxfordshire; but his father Anthony (1659ς1729), being a younger son, inherited no estate of his 

own.207 Instead, he built a successful practice as a physician; his clients included many wealthy and 

well-connected individuals, most notably the prime minister William Pitt, 1st Earl of Chatham (better 

known as Pitt the Elder; 1708ς78).208 By 1780, Anthony had saved enough money to buy a country 

ŜǎǘŀǘŜΣ ¦ǇƻǘǘŜǊȅΣ ƛƴ 5ŜǾƻƴΤ ǘƘƛǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǎŜŎǳǊŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴǘǊȅΦ209 It now 

fell to Henry, as his eldest son, to consolidate !ƴǘƘƻƴȅΩǎ achievements, and perhaps to climb the 

social ladder even further. Like many middle-class sons, Henry initially trained as a lawyer, being 

ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ .ŀǊ ŀǘ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴΩǎ Lƴƴ ƛƴ мтупΦ210 He entered Parliament in the same year with the 

ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ /ƘŀǘƘŀƳΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǎƻƴΣ William Pitt the Younger (1759ς1806), who had recently 

been appointed prime minister.211 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ-class origins were always treated with a degree of condescension by the 

Georgian political elites, and some of this snobbery has filtered through to subsequent historical 

assessments.212 His relatively brief spell as prime minister (1801ς04) has been overshadowed by the 

career of Pitt the Younger, who both preceded and succeeded him in that office. His subsequent 

tenure as Home Secretary, though longer lasting (1812ς22), has been heavily criticised because of 

his reactionary policies.213 Until the 1960s, historians tended to dismiss Addington as a 

άƳŜŘƛƻŎǊƛǘȅέτŀƭōŜƛǘΣ ŀǎ 5ŀǎŜƴǘ Ǉǳǘ ƛǘΣ ŀ άƎŜƴƛŀƭέ ƻƴŜΦ214 However, in more recent decades there has 

ōŜŜƴ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƛǊΦ215 Indeed, Ziegler declared 

ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ Ψέŀƴ ǳƴŎƻƳƳƻƴƭȅ ƎƻƻŘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊέΦ216 He argues that Addington had a naturally 

conciliatory nature, which made him better-suited to a role as a neutral arbiter rather than a 

partisan political office-holder. ¢ƘƛǎΣ ŎƻǳǇƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ άhis skill in drafting and in finding formulae 

ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΣ ƳŀŘŜ ƘƛƳ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀƭ ƳŜŘƛŀǘƻǊέΦ217 Moreover, since first 
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joining the Commons in 1784 he had assiduously studied parliamentary procedure.218 Following the 

undistinguished Speakerships of Cust, Norton, Cornwall and Grenville, Addington had all the 

necessary qualities to restore the prestige of the office. Addington initially stood for the Speakership 

ŀǘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ōŜƘŜǎǘΦ219 ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ Chair itself was expected to be impartial, 

there was no firmly-established expectation that he should sever his personal connections with his 

former parliamentary allies.220 LŦ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƛƴǎǘŀƭƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƛǊ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴŜŘ 

his personal relationship with Pitt: by the 1790s, the Speaker had become one of the prime 

mƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ closest confidants and advisors.221 In turn, AddingtonΩǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ tƛǘǘ ŜƴǎǳǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

he maintained a close relationship with the administration.222 Addington never lost the confidence 

of the Opposition, thanks partly to the context of the French Revolutionary Wars, which provided an 

excuse for him to work closely with the prime minister.223 Nevertheless, the exceptionally close 

relationship between Pitt and Addington would be unthinkable for any twenty-first-century Speaker.  

{ƻƳŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǎǘŜǇǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ǘƻ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

tenure. Most importantly, the Speaker was granted a fixed salary.224 It is not clear whether 

Addington himself took the initiative to revive this proposal. It is known that he was not granted an 

official sinecure when first elected, although the reasons for this are a matter of debate.225 At any 

rate, by 1790 there appears to have been a consensus in the Commons that the time was right to 

ƎǊŀƴǘ ŀ ǎŀƭŀǊȅΥ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ at CǊŜŘŜǊƛŎƪ aƻƴǘŀƎǳ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƛƻƴΣ tƛǘǘΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƳŀŘŜ 

clear that he was already aware of his intentions and supported them in principle.226 Thus, in March 

1790, the House voted a fixed salary of £6,000 for the Speaker (about £540,000 at 2019 prices).227  

This was not quite so generous as it might appear, for Addington was already receiving an income of 

about £2ςоΣллл ŀ ȅŜŀǊ ƛƴ ŦŜŜǎΤ Ƙƛǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎŀƭŀǊȅ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ΨǘƻǇǇŜŘ ǳǇΩ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŦŜŜǎ ǘƻ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƻŦ ϻсΣлллΦ228 

Lǘ ƘŀŘ ƭƻƴƎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ 

ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ŀ ǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ŜŀǊƭȅ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ 

 
218 /ƻƻƪǎƻƴΣ ά!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦΤ ½ƛŜƎƭŜǊΣ Addington, pp. 58ς59. 
219 Ziegler, Addington, pp. 56ς59. 
220 The relationship between Speaker and government during the eighteenth century is a complex subject, 
discussed at length by Thomas (The House of Commons, pp. 282ς330). Laundy argues that Manners-{ǳǘǘƻƴΩǎ 
ǳƴǎŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƛǊ ƛƴ муор Ŧƛƴŀƭƭȅ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ άƻƴŎŜ ŜƭŜŎǘŜŘΣ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎŜŀǎŜ ǘƻ 
ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴƴŜȄƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘȅέ όThe Office of Speaker, p. 304). 
221 Ziegler, Addington, pp. 31ς32, pp. 70ς71. 
222 Ibid, p. 60 
223 Ibid, p. 69. 
224 This was not a new idea: it had first been suggested by Onslow back in 1758 (Thomas, The House of 

Commons, pp. 289ς90). 
225 For different interpretations see Ziegler, Addington, p. 61; and Thomas, The House of Commons, p. 289. 
226Thomas, The House of Commons, pp. 290ς91. 
227 Ziegler, p. 72; Thomas, The House of Commons, pp. 289ς91. 
228 {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ άvǳŀƭƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
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in the role, that the measure passed so smoothly.229 Indeed, the original proposal was for only 

£5,000, but Addington was held in such affection that an amendment moved in the House for an 

extra £1,000 was passed overwhelmingly.230 Ironically, the transfer of the {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ Iouse in some 

ǿŀȅǎ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŀǊȅΦ {ǳǇǇƻǎŜŘƭȅΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǊŜŦǳǎŀƭ ǘƻ ŀŎŎŜǇǘ ŀ ǎƛƴŜŎǳǊŜ 

ŜƴǎǳǊŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ǊƻǿƴΤ ȅŜǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ 

emolument granted by the government. It could therefore ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ 

the house was a regressive move: a ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ǎȅƳōƻƭ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ Ŏƻǎȅ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ 

ŀƴŘ ŀ ǎƛƎƴ ǘƘŀǘ άhƭŘ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴέ ǿŀǎ ŀƭƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭΦ  However, no evidence has been found to 

ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛŜǎ ǾƻƛŎŜŘ ǎǳŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ. Besides, it would probably be 

ǳƴŘǳƭȅ ŎȅƴƛŎŀƭ ǘƻ ŀǎǎǳƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƳƻǘƛǾŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŀŎǉǳƛǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭΦ 

Addington already owned a London house and he could afford to live independently in the capital.231 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǎǘŀƪŜ ŀ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ōȅ 

prestige than money. Admittedly, Addington does not explicitly discuss the grant of the house in any 

of his surviving correspondence; as such, his precise motives for seeking an official residence can 

only be a matter for speculation. It is possible that he was influenced partly by the potential 

ǎǳƛǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŜƴǘŜǊǘŀƛƴƛƴƎΥ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŀƭƭΣ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƘŀŘ 

previously hosted large-ǎŎŀƭŜ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴΩǎ ƎǊŀƴŘ ǎƻƛǊée in 1756 (discussed 

below).232 For his part Pitt the Younger, as prime minister, took a pragmatic attitude to patronage. 

Despite his earlier ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŦƻǊƳέΣ ƘŜ ƪƴŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŀǘǊƻƴŀƎŜ ǿŀǎ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŀǎ ŀ 

means to maintain support among his fellow parliamentarians.233 He made no attempt to abolish the 

office of auditor ŀŦǘŜǊ bŜǿŎŀǎǘƭŜΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘ; instead, he granted it to another of his closest political 

allies, the former Speaker Lord Grenville.234 Grenville may have been rather disappointed to miss out 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ !Ŏǘ ƻŦ мтуоΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ 

been difficult to reverse. Pitt had little choice but to find somebody else to grant the house to. Again, 

his precise motives for choosing Addington can only be a matter for speculation, but their close 

 
229 Thomas, The House of Commons, pp. 288ς91. 
230 G. Pellew, The Life and Correspondence of the Rt. Hon. Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmouth vol. 1 

(London: John Murray, 1847), pp. 69ς70. 
231 ¦Ǉƻƴ Ƙƛǎ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊ-in-law, James Sutton, gave him a furnished house in Southampton 

Street (TNA PROB 11/1189/299: Will of Anthony Addington, Doctor of Physic of Reading, Berkshire, f. 112). 
Nevertheless, Pellew mentions that he took a house in Lower Brook Street at Christmas 1787 (Henry Addington 
IΣ ǇΦ рнύΦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ ƪŜǇǘ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ /ƭƛŦŦƻǊŘ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ !ƴǘƘƻƴȅΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘ ƛƴ мтфлΦ IŜ ǘƘŜƴ 
moved into this house after leaving Downing Street in 1804 (Pellew, Henry Addington 1, p. 3; GA 
D2002/3/1/17, John Freeman-Mitford, 1st Baron Redesdale: correspondence and professional papers, letter 
from Henry Addington to Lord Redesdale, 17 November 1804). Addington may well have supplemented his 
ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎŀƭŀǊȅ ōȅ ƭŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ǊŜǎƛŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ  
232 See pp. 73ς74 of this thesis. 
233 M. J. Turner: Pitt the Younger: A Life (London: Hambledon and London, 2003), pp. 91, 109, 126ς7. 
234 WǳǇǇΣ άDǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
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friendship must surely have been a factor. Nevertheless, it was made explicit from the outset that 

the house would be granted to the office of Speaker, rather than to Addington personally; so it is 

possible that Pitt had some conception of the potential value of the house to the Speakership 

ōŜȅƻƴŘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ235  

It has proved impossible to ascertain the exact process by which the prime minister secured 

ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΦ ¢ƘŜ мтуо 9ȄŎƘŜǉǳŜǊ !Ŏǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ōŜ άǾŜǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ Iƛǎ 

aŀƧŜǎǘȅέ ǳǇƻƴ bŜǿŎŀǎǘƭŜΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘΣ ōǳǘτas discussed aboveτin practice it seems to have been the 

Treasury, rather than the king or his household, who allocated official houses at Westminster.236 As 

noted above, the usual method of applicationτat least officiallyτwas to send a memorial to the 

Treasury board.  It is therefore puzzling that the Treasury minutes for 1793ς94 contain no record of 

ŀƴȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ237 Nevertheless, there can be no doubt that 

Pitt was ultimately responsible for the grant; he was, at this time, chancellor of the Exchequer as 

well as prime minister, and he therefore had personal control of Treasury patronage.238 The lack of 

records in the minute books suggest that Addington never made any official application for the 

house.  Indeed, it is conceivable that the initiative may have come from Pitt rather than Addington; 

this can only be a matter for speculation. Either way, it seems plausible that Pitt could have obtained 

verbal agreement from his fellow Treasury Lords, without leaving any paper trail. Turner argues that 

Pitt always preferred to approach individuals directly in order to get business done quickly, and that 

the French wars accentuated this tendency.239 At any rate, the Treasury Board must have made a 

decision on the matter and presented it to the King for his formal approval some time before 21 

aŀǊŎƘΣ ǿƘŜƴ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǊŜŀŘ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ǇǊƻŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΦ ²ƘŜƴ ƘŜ ŘƛŘ ǎƻΣ atǎ 

were presented with a fait accompli: they never actually had a chance to debate or vote on the 

ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻǾŜǎ ōŜȅƻƴŘ Řƻǳōǘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊƛǘȅ ŀƳƻƴƎ atǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜ 

ƛƴ ƎǊŀƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŎŀƳŜ ƴƻǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ ōǳǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ 

Nevertheless, the announcement provoked no dissent from the MPs present, who merely resolved 

that the Privy Council should present an address of thanks to the King.240 No doubt this was largely a 

reflection of the personal respect for Addington which existed on both sides of the House. However, 

it also suggests that, in this era, it was not generally considered problematic for a Speaker to 

maintain close personal relations with the government.  It is difficult to see how the transfer of the 

 
235 Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 1783, 23 Geo. 3 cap. 82. 
236 See pp. 38ς39 of this thesis. 
237 TNA T29/66, Treasury Board: minute books: Treasury: minute books, June 1793ςJune 1794 
238 Turner, Pitt the Younger, p. 93. 
239 Ibid, p. 195. 
240 Journal of the House of Commons vol. 49, 1794, p. 361. 
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!ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ŀƴ ŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ƴƻƴ-partisan Speakers. 

The lack of official records relating to the grant implies that Addington relied on informal, probably 

verbal, discussions with Pitt in order to secure the house. This, in turn, would mean that the transfer 

of the house resulted largely from !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ tƛǘǘ; and that friendship could only be 

maintained in an age before the Speaker was expected to sever all party ties. The irony is that the 

granǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ƻƴƭȅ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ƛƴ ŀƴ ŀƎŜ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Speakership had not fully evolved: and yet, as the remainder of this thesis will argue, the house 

ultimately helped the Speakership to evolve into the form we now know.  

¢ƘǳǎΣ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΤ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ house next door 

remained occupied (at least nominally) by the sinecurist teller of the Exchequer, John Jeffrys Pratt, 

Viscount Bayham (later 1st Marquess Camden; teller 1780ς1834).241 However, on 22 April the 

Treasury board received a memorial from Edward Coleman, the serjeant-at-arms. The serjeant 

wasτand still isτresponsible for keeping order within the Commons and its precincts, and 

therefore probably had as strong a claim as any other Commons officer to a residence on the 

premises. However, in another sign of the haphazard provision of official houses, the serjeant had 

never been granted such a residenceτeven though, as Coleman pointed out in his memorial, his 

dŜǇǳǘȅ ǿŀǎ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƘƻǳǎŜ άƴŜŀǊ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎέΦ242 /ƻƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ 

memorial appears to be a pro forma document; once again, the true motives behind his application 

can only be a matter for speculation. At any rate, on 31 May Charles Long wrote from the Treasury 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¢ŜƭƭŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ serjeant-at-

arms, with Bayham being paid compensation.243 

¢ƘŜ CŀōǊƛŎ ŀƴŘ [ŀȅƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ мтфпς1801 

In 1794, then, the Speaker and the serjeant-at-arms took possession of their new residences 

at Westminster. What, exactly, had they inherited? Sadly, very little information is available 

regarding the layout or furnishings of the Serjeant-at-!ǊƳǎΩ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΦ ¢ƘŜ {ƻŀƴŜ Ǉƭŀƴ 

(Fig. 1.1) shows the footprint of the building, but no detailed floor-plans have been traced. The 

eastern façaŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƻƳƛǘǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǊƛǾŜǊ-front elevation drawing (Fig. 1.4). 

Fortunately, there are several sources available which shed light on the fabric and layout of the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛtself. For the purposes of this thesis, the most important of these is the ground-

 
241 {Φ aΦ CŀǊǊŜƭƭΣ άtǊŀǘǘΣ WƻƘƴ WŜŦŦǊŜȅǎΣ ŦƛǊǎǘ aŀǊǉǳŜǎǎ /ŀƳŘŜƴ όмтрфς1840), ODNB (2008), 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/22705 [accessed 10/08/2020]. 
242 TNA WORK 6/22, Office of Works and Successors: Miscellanea, Memorials (1790ς96), f. 161. 
243 TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 161. 
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floor plan already noted (Fig. 1.2). There is also a series of records left by antiquarian researchers, 

ǿƘƻ ǿŜǊŜ ŘǊŀǿƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜτalong with the rest of the palaceτbecause of its medieval 

and Tudor architecture. As mentioned in the Introduction, John Carter was probably the most 

important of these researchers. His philosophy of architectural conservation, and his attitudes to 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ ¢ǿƻΦ CƻǊ ƴƻǿΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ 

he published two arǘƛŎƭŜǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ aŀƎŀȊƛƴŜΦ The first of 

these appeared in February 1800, but was apparently based principally on a site visit made in 

1791.244 It seems that this was not his first visit, however, as there is also a floor plan which he 

apparently made in 1788 (Fig. 1.8).245 Carter was a respected draughtsman, but there are several 

inconsistencies between his written accounts and the other available sources. His 1788 sketch plan 

also differs from the Soane/Groves plan made five years later. However, other antiquaries also made 

records of ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΩǎ ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΦ WΦ ¢Φ {ƳƛǘƘ ƳŀŘŜ ŀ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 

contribution with his book Architectural Antiquities of Westminster. This book was originally 

ǇǊƻƳǇǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ǿŀƭƭ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

destruction in 1800.246 Yet Smith was conscious of the increasing interest in medieval architecture at 

the time; hence, by the time the book was published in 1807 he had expanded its scope to include as 

much information as possible about the old palace.247 Thomas Pennant gives a brief description of 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ мтфм ōƻƻƪ Some Account of London, but this provides little information 

which cannot be found elsewhere.248 These antiquarian sources provide a great deal of information; 

but for the purposes of this thesis, their major limitation is that they are far more interested in the 

medieval fabric of the structures than their contemporary usage. Hence, they reveal very little about 

the interior decoration and furnishings of the house during the 1790s. This gap is partially filled by an 

inventory of the publicly-owned furniture within the buildings, prepared in October 1797.249 The list 

of rooms that it provides is clearly incomplete; this, in turn, indicates that not every room in the 

 
244 J. Carter (writing ŀǎ ά!ƴ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘέ), άThe Pursuits of Architectural Innovation, No. XXV: The Antient Palace 

of the Kings of England at Westminster, Continuedέ, DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ aŀƎŀȊƛƴŜΣ 70:1 (1800), pp.  129ς31; and 
ά¢ƘŜ tǳǊǎǳƛǘǎ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ LƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ bƻΦ ··±LΥ ¢ƘŜ !ƴǘƛŜƴǘ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ 
/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘέΣ DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ aŀƎŀȊƛƴŜΣ 70:2 (1800), pp.  722ς26. 
245 John Carter, Plan of the Remains of Old Palace at Westminster (detail), 1788. Pen, ink and wash on paper, 
dimensions unavailable. Poughkeepsie: Frances Lehman Loeb Art Center, Vassar College, 1864.2.2787. 
246 J. T. Smith: !ƴǘƛǉǳƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΤ ¢ƘŜ hƭŘ tŀƭŀŎŜΤ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭ όƴƻǿ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ 

Commons) &c. &c. (London: T. Bensley, 1807), pp. vi-xi. 
247 wƻǎŜƳŀǊȅ IƛƭƭΣ άάtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ ƭƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄέΥ ǘƘŜ !ƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŀƴ LƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ 

Westminster, 1790ςмуотέΣ Architectural History 59 (2016), pp. 261ς64. 
248 Thomas Pennant, Some Account of London, 5th Edition (London, 1813), pp. 126ς27. 
249 TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: 

Parliamentary, An Inventory of the Household furniture Belonging to the Public at the Right Hon[oura]ble the 
Speaker of the House of Commons [sic] in St Stephens [sic] Court New Palace Yard Westminster October 1797. 
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house contained publicly-owned furniture. Nevertheless, it provides some indication of the rooms in 

the upper storeys, which were not covered by the Soane/Groves plan.  

There are ǘǿƻ ƎƻƻŘ Ǿƛǎǳŀƭ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΩǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŦŀœŀŘŜ at this 

time. Being visible from the river and Westminster Bridge, this would have been the most prominent 

ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎΦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŀƴ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎΣ ŘŀǘŜŘ 

October 1794, which shows the east front of the house, along wiǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ Chapel 

ŀƴŘΣ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎΣ /ƭŜǊƪ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ House (Fig. 1.4). There is some doubt about 

whether this is a survey drawing of the house as it stood, or whether it includes proposed alterations 

by Soane. In particular, Sawyer suggests that the Serlian window shown at the east end may have 

ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ǳƴŜȄŜŎǳǘŜŘ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜτand possibly the adjoining 

Exchequer Officesτconform with the Stone Building on the other side of Westminster Hall.250 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ōƻƻƪ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ŀƴ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ Chapel apparently 

based on an earlier drawing by Paul Sandby (Fig. 1.5).251 ¢ƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ 

ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ŀƴŘΣ ƛƴ Ƴƻǎǘ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ƻŦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ 

major discrepancy is that Sandby depicts the small projecting bay in the foreground as a square 

block with windows only on the end wall, whereas Soane depicts a semi-octagonal end with small 

windows on each face. Given that the Soane/Groves ground plan of the house (Fig. 1.2) shows the 

same arrangement, it seems probable that this was a modification executed after SŀƴŘōȅΩǎ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎΦ  

 
250 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, p. 262, fn. 73. 
251 The original watercolour is now in the British Museum collection (1880,1113.1290). 
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Fig. 1.4: Office of John Soane, Survey drawing of the House of Commons and adjoining buildings, 
1794: Elevation of the east (River Thames) front as modified by Wren [sic] and outline plan. Ink on 

ǇŀǇŜǊΣ роΦу Ȅ сфΦнŎƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a рмκсκмфύ. 
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The eastern range of the house had a plain brick façade with a hipped roof, a style typical of 

late seventeenth- or eighteenth-century town houses.252 As noted above, this riverfront range may 

ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƴŜǿƭȅ ōǳƛƭǘΣ ƻǊ ƘŜŀǾƛƭȅ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭƭŜŘΣ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ {ƛǊ wƻōŜǊǘ IƻǿŀǊŘΩǎ ǳǇƎǊŀŘŜǎ ƻŦ мстоς74. 

However, stylistic analysis suggests that the façade may have been further altered after this date. 

The roof is partially obscured by a parapet and the window frames appear to be slightly recessed 

with a visible reveal of brickwork. Both these building practices had been prompted by the Building 

!Ŏǘ ƻŦ мтлтΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜ Ǌƛǎƪ ƻŦ ŦƛǊŜ ΨƧǳƳǇƛƴƎΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŦŀŎƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ 253 The 

illustration also shows that this tall blockτthree storeys plus an atticτwas high enough to 

completely obscure the two-storey cloister behind.  

 
252 J. Summerson, Georgian London (London: Pleiades Books, 1945), pp. 49ς53. 
253 Ibid, p. 52. 

Fig. 1.5: John T. Smith after Thomas Sandby, North East View of the House of Commons, 
reproduced in Smith, Antiquities of Westminster, facing p. 145. 
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!ǘ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ όǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ǊƛƎƘǘύ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ Serlian window and Classical 

pediment mark the end of the northern wing of the house. It was this northern wing that faced into 

{ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΦ As noted above, it ƻŎŎǳǇƛŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ±ƛŎŀǊǎΩ IŀƭƭΤ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƘŀŘ 

ƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ōŜŜƴ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜŘ ƻǊ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅ ŀƭǘŜǊŜŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ Řƛǎǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ 

College. OƴŜ ƻŦ WΦ ¢Φ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎǎ όŎΦ мултΤ CƛƎΦ мΦсύ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǿƻǊƪ ŎƻƳƳŜƴŎƛƴƎ ƻƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

alterations to the bell tower (discussed further below); this shows heavy quoins around the 

doorway, and a bulky, dentilled cornice, which gives this part of the building a slightly earlier 

ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŦŀœŀŘŜΦ /ŀǊǘŜǊ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ƛǘ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀǎ άŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ŦǊƻƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ 

ŀǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎέΦ254 This section of the house is apparently lower than the riverfront wingτonly two 

storeysτōǳǘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ƘƛƎƘ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ǘƻ ƻōǎŎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ 

it.255 ¢ƘŜ ǘǿƻ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ όǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ǊƛƎƘǘύ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿŜǊ ǿŜǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ άǎǘŀōƭŜǎΣ ŎƻŀŎƘ 

ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ϧŎΦέ256 {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ōƻƻƪ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōŜƭƭ ǘƻǿŜǊ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘΣ 

ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜƎŀƴ όCƛƎΦ мΦтύΦ /ŀǊǘŜǊ ǊŜƳŀǊƪǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǿƛƴŘƻǿǎ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊŀǇŜǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ 

ǘƻǿŜǊ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŜŘέΤ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǎƻǳǘƘ-east view suggests that the hipped roof and parapet 

may, indeed, have been 17th- or 18th-century additions, although the windows retain their Gothic 

character.257 {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƎƛǾŜ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

surrounding buildings, the former being easily distinguished by their ogee mouldings. Note also the 

prominent chimney stack which rises just north of the oratory; this was almost certainly connected 

to the kitchen range.258 

 

 
254 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±Σ ǇΦ мнфΦ 
255 The fact that it was only two storeys high suggests that it might have been the office block built for John 

Bingley in 1611-12. See Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 4, p. 299. 
256 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±Σ ǇΦ мнфΤ ǎŜŜ ŀƭǎƻ {ƻŀƴŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ Ǉƭŀƴ όCƛƎΦ м.1) and Carter sketch plan (Fig. 1.8).  
257 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±Σ ǇΦ мнфΦ 
258 See Clarke plan (Fig. 1.10) below, which clearly shows the position of this range just to the north-east of the 

former oratory (marked a).  
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Fig. 1.6: John T. Smith, bΦ9Φ ±ƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .Ŝƭƭ ¢ƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ reproduced in Smith, 
Antiquities of Westminster, facing p. 45. 

 



63 
 

 

 

The best way to understand the relationship of these façades to the internal layout of the 

house is to compare these perspective illustrations ǘƻ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŀǘ ŀōƻǳǘ 

ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǘƛƳŜΦ ¢ƘŜ {ƻŀƴŜκDǊƻǾŜǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƭƻƻǊ όCƛƎΦ мΦнύΣ ŀƴŘ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ǎƪŜǘŎƘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ мтуу 

(Fig. 1.8), have already been noted.259 As previously mentioned, there are several differences 

between the two plans, particularly in the layout of the north wing. The Soane/Groves plan is 

probably more reliable, because there are several inconsistencies between the Carter plan and other 

 
259 The author thanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for making him aware of this plan.  

Fig. 1.7: John T. Smith, N.E. View of the same Bell Tower, taken from the House of Commons, 
reproduced in Smith, Antiquities of Westminster, facing p. 45. 
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known sources. In particular, the small projecting bay on the east front is missing and the Grotto 

Room is shown to occupy three of the five bays of the undercroft. IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ƻǿƴ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƛƴ 

the DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ aŀƎŀȊƛƴŜ in 1807 makes clear that the Dining Room had only recently been 

ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ōŀȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘ άǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ ƭŜƴƎǘƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǘƛƴƎ-ǊƻƻƳέΦ260 This 

corresponds with the Soane/Groves plan (Fig. 1.2), in which the State Dining Room is shown to 

occupy only the two eastern bays of the undercroft, with a fireplace on the partition wall at the 

western end. 

 

 

Unfortunately, no plans of the second floor, or the attic, of the east wing have been 

discovered. However, there is a plan of the upper storey of the cloisters (Fig. 1.9) and adjoining 

 
260 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ /·LΣ ǇΦ торΦ 

Fig. 1.8: John Carter, Plan of the Remains of Old Palace at Westminster (detail), 1788. Pen, ink 

and wash on paper, dimensions unavailable. Poughkeepsie: Frances Lehman Loeb Art Center, 

Vassar College, 1864.2.2787. 
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ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΣ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎ ƛƴ άŀōƻǳǘ мулоέΦ261 This date seems dubious, 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǇƘŀǎŜ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƘŀŘ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ōŜƎǳƴ ƛƴ мулнΤ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ 

drawing does not reflect the changes he made. For example, it does not show the introduction of 

the staircase in the former belltower or the removal of the lath-and-plaster partitions from the west 

cloister.262 On the other hand, the projecting bay on the east front is drawn with a square, rather 

than a semi-octagonal, ŜƴŘΤ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ {ŀƴŘōȅΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎΣ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ǿƛǘƘ 

{ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ŦƭƻƻǊ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻǊ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴΦ Possibly this is an earlier plan which has been misdated; or perhaps 

an office draughtsman, unaware of recent alterations, simply copied an earlier drawing. 

Nevertheless, this is the most detailed source available for the layout of the first floor of the house 

ŀǘ ŀƴȅ ǘƛƳŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴΦ  

 
261 Office of Works: Plan of the house of the Speaker of the House of Commons, c. 1803. Ink on paper, 518 x 
оспƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a отκмκнт). 
262 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, p. 533; Smith, Antiquities, p. 29; TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o., Charles Abbot, 

1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary: Memoranda for Mr Wyatt, June 24 1802τ
{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ wŜǇŀƛǊǎΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
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The lack of detailed information for the first floor makes it difficult to assess the layout of 

the family rooms. However, the placement of the two Dining Parlours on the ground floor, close to 

Fig. 1.9: Office of Works: Plan of the house of the Speaker of the House of Commons, c. 1803. Ink 

ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ рму Ȅ оспƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a отκмκнтύΦ bǳƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǊŜŘ ǘŜȄǘ 

(added digitally) relate to possible room names/uses discussed in the text. 
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the service areas, was not unusual in the eighteenth century.263 Their placement in the eastern wing 

was probably intended to give them a view of the garden and the river. It is puzzling, however, that 

ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘǿƻ 5ƛƴƛƴƎ wƻƻƳǎ ŀǊŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άDǊƻǘǘƻ wƻƻƳέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ Ƴŀȅ 

indicate that the latter was not used as a Dining Room before the Speaker took over the house; 

ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ aǊǎ 5ŜƭŀƴȅΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ όŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿύ makes clear that it was used for social functions.264 

Between the dining rooms are two rooms described as waiting rooms. As discussed in Chapter Two, 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ²ŀƛǘƛƴƎ wƻƻƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ǳǇǇŜǊ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ǿŀǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

Library, which suggests that it was intended for the use of callers who were waiting to discuss 

business with the Speaker.265 On this basis, it is reasonable to assume that these two rooms fulfilled 

ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŎŀƭƭŜǊǎ ǿƛǎƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŀƪ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǳŘƛǘƻǊ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊΩǎ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

house. However, it is not clear why two rooms were necessary, nor why they were positioned 

adjacent to the dining rooms.  

The main entrance hall was in the centre of the north wing. To provide access to the dining 

roomsτand, via stairways, to the other family areasτthe eastern range of the cloisters, along with 

the eastern half ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ǊŀƴƎŜΣ ǿŜǊŜ ƭŜŦǘ ƛƴǘŀŎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ά[ƻƴƎ tŀǎǎŀƎŜέΦ Carter was 

delighted ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƭŜŦǘ άŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ŦǊŜŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƭƭ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ [Χ] uncontaminated by any 

modern ƛƴǘǊǳǎƛƻƴΣ ƻƴŜ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ŀƴǘƛŜƴǘ ǎǇƭŜƴŘƻǳǊέ.266 However, he was dismayed to find that 

ǘƘŜ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŦƛƭƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ άƳŜƴƛŀƭ ŀǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎέτin other words, 

service rooms. The layout of the service rooms was far from ideal, and reflects the difficulty of 

adapting the cloisters to serve a very different function from their intended purposes. The former 

courtyard had been roofed over to create space for a kitchen. This infill was only one storey in 

ƘŜƛƎƘǘΥ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōŜƭƭ ǘƻǿŜǊ όCƛƎΦ мΦсύ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ƳƻǳƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

upper cloister. Moreover, the surviving first-floor plan (Fig. 1.9) shows no additions within the 

quadrangle. It made sense to place the Scullery adjacent to the Kitchen if at all possible: this was 

achieved by converting the former lower oratory. In order to provide direct access, the end wall of 

this structure had been knocked through, destroying an important section of the historic fabric. 

Large chunks of the side walls were also cut away to provide space for storage and kitchen 

 
263 Mark Girouard, Life in the English Country House: A Social and Architectural History (London: Book Club 

Associate 1979), pp. 160ς61. 
264 Augusta Hall, Baroness Llanover (ed.), The Autobiography and Correspondence of Mary Granville, Mrs. 
Delaney, vol. III (London: Richard Bentley, 1861), pp. 416ς17. 
265 See pp. 172ς73 of this thesis. 
266 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±LΣ ǇΦ тннΦ 
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equipment.267 These alterations are clearly delineated in a 1798 plan by Charles Clarke, now in the 

Bodleian library (Fig. 1.10).268 

 

 

In most respects, this plan conforms to the earlier Soane/Groves plan. The principal difference is that 

the earlier plan appears to show round niches projecting from the north-eastern and south-eastern 

corners of the oratory in order to create two small alŎƻǾŜǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜŀǎ /ƭŀǊƪŜΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǎǘǊŀƛƎƘǘ 

ǿŀƭƭǎ ŀƪƛƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǇŜƭΦ ¢ƘŜ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ŀŎŎƻƳǇŀƴȅƛƴƎ /ƭŀǊƪŜΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΣ 

however, mentions that there were coppers positioned at these corners. It therefore seems 

 
267 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±L, p. 722. 
268 !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƳƛǎǘƛǘƭŜŘ ά/ƘŀǇŜƭ ƻŦ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŜǿέΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ Iŀƭƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

accompanying description prove conclusively ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ƭƻǿŜǊ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΦ 
The author thanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for drawing his attention to this plan.   

Fig. 1.10: Charles Clarke, Plan of the Chapel of Our Lady of the Pew [sic] with the adjoining 
cloister, 1798, ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. Oxford: Bodleian Library, Gough Drawings, 

a.2 no. 51. Reproduced under a Reproduced under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 licence. 
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probable that the alcoves marked on the Soane/Groves plan were built to accommodate these 

coppers, but that Clarke has omitted them in order to give a clearer delineation of the original, 

ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǇŜƭΦ !ǘ ŀƴȅ ǊŀǘŜΣ /ƭŀǊƪŜΩǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƳŀƪŜǎ clear that much of the historic 

mouldings and decoration had been removed in order to make way for these coppers. /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ 

ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ hǊŀǘƻǊȅ ŎƻǊǊƻōƻǊŀǘŜǎ /ƭŀǊƪŜΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘΥ 

The windows to the right and left give place to two coppers; of the two windows in 

continuation on each side, one makes way for an oven, and the other is decorated with a 

stone cistern placed against it. The rich compartments, filling up the divisions of the North 

and West sides, have been cut away for doors, shelves, the hanging-up of wicker bottles, 

skewers, and pudding-cloths. The West side is an entire blank, all the parts having been 

demolished.269 

These descriptions suggest that Scullery doubled-up as a Still Room: the coppers were probably used 

for jam-making. The space between the oratory and the northern buttress was roofed to create a 

charcoal store (illustrated in section on the Clarke plan); a coal store was located in the adjacent, 

centre section of the west cloister. To the south of the oratory, the southern range of the cloister 

had been extended ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ŀ /ƻƻƪΩǎ wƻƻƳ ŀƴŘ Larder.270  

¢ƘŜ ǎǘŜǿŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǳǎŜƪŜŜǇŜǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǊƻƻƳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ŝŀǎǘ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΣ 

ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎŀǊŘŜƴΦ271 ¢ƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ǎǳŶŎƛŜƴǘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ {ŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΩ IŀƭƭΣ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘπǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŎƻǊƴŜǊ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘΤ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǿŀƭƭǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΣ 

ƭŜŀǾƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƻƭǳƳƴ ŀǿƪǿŀǊŘƭȅ ǇƻǎƛǝƻƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻƳΦ272 ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊƻƻƳ ǇǊŜǎǳƳŀōƭȅ ƘŀŘ ǘƻ 

ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ŀ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭȅ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǝŀƭ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƪƴƻǿƴ Ƙƻǿ Ƴŀƴȅ ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ 

ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜŘΣ ōǳǘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ мулн ƳŜƳƻ ǘƻ ²ȅŀǧΣ !ōōƻǘ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘŜŘ ŀ Ƙŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΦ273 hƴ 

ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΩ Iŀƭƭ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ά²ŀǎƘ wƻƻƳέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ōŜƭƭπǘƻǿŜǊΦ274 ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊƻƻƳ 

ƻǇŜƴŜŘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƻƴ ǘƻ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƛŘǎ ǿƘŜƴ 

ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ǿŀǎƘƛƴƎ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ǘƻ ŘǊȅΦ  ¸Ŝǘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǊƻƻƳǎ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴΣ ǘƘŜ 

ŀƭǘŜǊŀǝƻƴǎ ƘŀŘ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ƘŀŘ ŀ ŘŀƳŀƎƛƴƎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŦŀōǊƛŎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎτǇŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜ 

ōǊǳǘŀƭ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǝƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛƴ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ 

ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǝƻƴƛǎǘ ŎǊƛǝŎƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǧΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ƻŀƴŜκDǊƻǾŜǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ 

 
269 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±LΣ ǇΦ тноΦ 
270 John Soane/John T. Groves: Plan of the late Duke of Newcastle's house in the Exchequerτsince the 
{ǇŜŀƪŜǊϥǎ ƘƻǳǎŜΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ пфнƳƳ Ȅ слоƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a отκмκнуύ. 
271 SM 37/1/28, n. p. 
272 Ibid, n. p. 
273 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o, n. p. See also pp. 133ς34 of this thesis. 
274 SM 37/1/28, n. p. 
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ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŜŎǝƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ǿŀƭƭǎ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƻǊǿŀȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƪƛǘŎƘŜƴύ ƘŀŘ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ōŜŜƴ 

ǊŜƳƻǾŜŘ ōȅ мтфпτƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ǘǿƻ ȅŜŀǊǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ²ȅŀǧ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅƻǊπƎŜƴŜǊŀƭΦ275 hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

ƘŀƴŘΣ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ мулл ŀǊǝŎƭŜ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ άƳǳŎƘ ŀƎƎǊŀǾŀǘŜŘέ ǎƛƴŎŜ Ƙƛǎ 

мтфм ǾƛǎƛǘΤ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƛƳǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǝƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀŘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ276 9ƛǘƘŜǊ ǿŀȅΣ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ мулн ƳŜƳƻ ǘƻ ²ȅŀǧΣ !ōōƻǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŬŎŀƭƭȅ ŀǎƪŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ 

ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜƪŜŜǇŜǊΩǎ wƻƻƳ ŎƭƻǎŜǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ YƛǘŎƘŜƴτƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŎǳƭƭŜǊȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ 

ƳƻǾŜŘ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜΦ277 ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōōƻǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ 

ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƳŜǊƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŘƛƎƴƛǘȅΦ ²ȅŀǧΩǎ 

ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎǊŜŀǝƴƎ ŀ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΦ 

In the absence of a labelled plan, it is all but impossible to ascertain the layout of the family 

ǊƻƻƳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŦƭƻƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΤ ƳƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ƴƻ Ǉƭŀƴ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ƛǎ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ 

ŦƭƻƻǊΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ мтфт ƛƴǾŜƴǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ can fill in some of the gaps. Carter, for 

example, mentions that  

we notice over them [the cloisters] a continued gallery [i.e., the upper cloister], the whole 

work remaining nearly in its first order. The interior of the gallery has undergone (excepting 

the windows) an entire modern change, [with] bare walls and a coved ceiling [Χ]278 

Presumably this space can be identified with ǘƘŜ ά[ƻƴƎ DŀƭƭŜǊȅέ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мтфт ƛƴǾŜƴǘƻǊȅΦ279 

/ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŦƭƻƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΦ 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΩ Ǉƭŀƴ όCƛƎΦ мΦфύ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŀƴƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳǇǇŜǊ 

cloister to be partitioned, whereas the northern and eastern ranges are intact. The northern range 

of the upper cloister was apparently filled by the Tapestry Room at this time (as discussed below), 

making the eastern range (numbered 5 on Fig. 1.9.) the more likely candidate for the Long Gallery.280 

Carter claimed that the upper oratory (numbered 4 on Fig. 1.9) ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ άŀ ǎƭŜŜǇƛƴƎ-room for 

ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎέΦ281 Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΩ ōŜŘǊƻƻƳǎ ƻƴ 

the first floor, adjoining the family rooms, so that they could easily be called during the night if 

required.282 This arrangement was particularly common for the principal bedroom, which might 

 
275 SM 37/1/28, n. p. 
276 Carter, άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ XXVI, p. 724. 
277 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o, n. p. 
278 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±LΣ ǇΦ тноΦ 
279 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
280 TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o., n. p. 
281 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ ··±LΣ ǇǇΦ тноς24. 
282 M. Waterson, ¢ƘŜ {ŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΩ Iŀƭƭ: A Domestic History of Erddig (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1982), p. 

98. 
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ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ .ŜŘ wƻƻƳέτmentioned in the 1797 inventoryτwas on this floor.283 The 

location of the latter can only be a matter for speculation, but seems reasonable to suppose that it 

would have been placed in the east wing so as to enjoy a view over the river. The small rooms in the 

ǿŜǎǘ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΣ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŀǘƻǊȅΣ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ά[ŀǘƘ ŀƴŘ tƭŀƛǎǘŜǊ ώǎƛŎϐ {ŜǊǾŀƴǘǎ .ŜŘ 

wƻƻƳǎέ adjoining the bell tower, which were mentioned in the 1802 memo from Abbot to Wyatt.284 

Several other rooms are mentioned in the 1797 inventory which must have been on the first, second 

or attic floors of the house. By definition, tƘŜ άaŀƛŘΩǎ DŀǊǊŜǘǘέ ώǎƛŎϐ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘƛŎΦ285 

¢ƘŜ άbǳǊǎŜǊȅέ Ƴŀȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǊŜΤ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŜǊŀ ǘƻ ōŜ 

accommodated at the top of the house.286 !ǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ǘƘŜ ά¢ŀǇŜǎǘǊȅ wƻƻƳέ ǿŀǎ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ 

ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŀōƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ {ǘŜǿŀǊŘΩǎ wƻƻƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ όƴǳƳōŜǊŜŘ о ƛƴ CƛƎΦ мΦфύΦ287 (It would later be 

moved, as discussed in Chapter Two.)288 To judge from the quality of the furnishingsτwhich 

included eight gilded tapestry armchairs and two matching sofas, a chandelier, two pier glasses and 

a fitted Wilton carpetτthe Tapestry Room was probably the principal drawing-room of the house.289  

!ƭǎƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜƴǘƻǊȅ ŀǊŜ ŀƴ ά!ƴǘƛ /ƘŀƳōŜǊέΣ ά[ƛōǊŀǊȅέΣ άhŎǘŀƎƻƴ wƻƻƳέΣ ά{ƛǘǘƛƴƎ wƻƻƳέ 

ŀƴŘ άbŜȄǘ wƻƻƳέΤ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǊǊŀƴƎŜŘΦ290 It seems that 

ǘƘŜ [ƛōǊŀǊȅ ǿŀǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƻǳǊǘΦ 

AōōƻǘΩǎ мулн ƳŜƳƻ ŦǊƻƳ !ōōƻǘ ǘƻ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŀǎƪǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ǘƻ άƳŀƪŜ ŀ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǇŀǎǎŀƎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ 

of Commons, by removing the Lath and Plaister [sic] Servants Bed Roomsτin a line from the present 

Square Tower at the end of the Libraryτǘƻ ǘƘŜ [ƻōōȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜέΦ291 The tower in question must 

have been the former bell tower. Since the western range of the cloisters was apparently occupied 

ōȅ ǎŜǊǾŀƴǘǎΩ ōŜŘǊƻƻƳǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǊƻƻƳ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ŀōǳǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿŜǊ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴƳƻǎǘ 

ǊƻƻƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ ƴƻǊǘƘ ǊŀƴƎŜ όƴǳƳōŜǊŜŘ н ƻƴ CƛƎΦ мΦфύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊƻƻƳ ƭŀǘŜǊ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ !ōōƻǘΩǎ 

Picture Gallery.292 ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴ муло ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ŦǊƻƳ WƻƘƴ wƛŎƪƳŀƴ ǘƻ !ōōƻǘǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ άǘƘŜ 

ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅέΤ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ǿŀǎ ƳƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ ƴŜǿ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 

 
283 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
284 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o., n. p. See also p. 133ς34 of this thesis. 
285 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
286 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p.; Girouard, Life in the English Country House, p. 286. 
287 !ōōƻǘΩǎ ƳŜƳƻ ǘƻ ²ȅŀǘǘΣ мулн όtwh олκфκмпΣ .ƻȄ оΣ LLΦ ϠΦпΦнΦ ƻύΥ ά{ǘŜǿŀǊŘΩǎ wƻƻƳτq[uere] under the 

¢ŀǇŜǎǘǊȅ wƻƻƳ ŀǎ ŀǘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘέΦ 
288 See p. 149 of this thesis. 
289 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
290 Ibid, n. p. 
291 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o., n. p. See also p. 133ς34 of this thesis. 
292 See J. T. Smith, Foundation Plan of the Ancient Palace of Westminster (detail), dated 1807. Published in 
Antiquities of Westminster, facing p. 125 (Fig. 2.23 of this thesis).  
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²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ Ǉƻǎǘ-1802 alterations.293 Both the ground- and first-floor plans show a large staircase at the 

junction of the east and north wings of the house (numbered 7 on Fig. 1.9). Presumably, this was the 

staircase used by the Speaker and his family. Later sources, written after Wyatt constructed his new 

staircase in the former belltower (see Chapter Two), refer to the άhƭŘ {ǘƻƴŜ {ǘŀƛǊŎŀǎŜέ ƻǊ ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

/ƻƳƳƻƴ {ǘŀƛǊŎŀǎŜέ; this might well be the staircase in question.294 There also appears to be an exit 

from the first floor of the bell-tower (numbered 1 on Fig. 1.9). This must have led directly into 

Westminster Hall; presumably, it was used when a temporary first-floor gallery was erected in the 

Hall on special occasions (as discussed below).295 

/ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ άōŀǊŜ ǿŀƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŎƻǾŜŘ ŎŜƛƭƛƴƎέ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ǘŀƴǘŀƭƛǎƛƴƎ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊ ŘŜŎƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜΦ Lǘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘΣ ŀǇŀǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƭƻƻǊ 

cloisters and undercroft, most of the house was furnished in a plain style with basic classical 

ǘǊƛƳƳƛƴƎǎΦ Lǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŀǊōȅ {ǘƻƴŜ [ƻōōȅΣ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ƛƴ /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ŎǊƻǎǎ-section of St. 

{ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩ ŎƘŀǇŜƭΣ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŘŜŎƻǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅ όCƛƎΦ мΦммύΦ bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ǘƘŜ DƻǘƘƛŎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

cloisters and undercroft remained inescapable. Long before the Speaker took over the house, 

successive auditors had already begun to exploit the dramatic scenic potential of these spaces in 

order to enliven their entertainments and impress their visitors. It may be significant that the 

aforementioned Robert Walpole, 2nd Earl of Orford, who held the office of auditor from 1739ς51, 

was the elder brother of Horace Walpole, creator Strawberry Hill, Twickenham, the famous mid-

eighteenth century Gothic villa.296 It was probably Robert ǿƘƻ ŎƻƴǾŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ άDǊƻǘǘƻ wƻƻƳέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

undercroft from a fuel store to a domestic apartment during the 1740s.297 /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŀ ά.ŀǘǘȅ [ŀƴƎƭŜȅŀƴέ ŦƛǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ.298 Langley first published his book of 

άƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘέ ǇǎŜǳŘƻ-Gothic designs in 1742, so the fireplace might well date from this era.299  

 
293 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. d5, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: 

Parliamentary: letter from John Rickman to Charles Abbott, Jan[uary] 29 1803. 
294 PA HC/LB/1/32, "Westminster Palace, St Stephen's Chapel and the House of Commons" [unpublished MS] 
by J. T. Smith, n. p.; PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, item II. §.4.2. q: progress of works questionnaire, dated 9 September 
1805. See also p. 155 of this thesis.  
295 See pp. 92ς93 of this thesis.  
296 Sainty, Officers of the Exchequer, p. 209. 
297 IŀƭƭŀƳ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ά{ǘ aŀǊȅ ¦ƴŘŜǊŎǊƻŦǘέΣ ŦƻǊǘƘŎƻƳƛƴƎΦ 
298 WΦ /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άThe Pursuits of Architectural Innovation No. CXIΥ wƻȅŀƭ tŀƭŀŎŜΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊέ, DŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ 
Magazine 77:2 (1807), p. 735 
299 tΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ ά{ŜǊƛƻǳǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ ŀƴŘ άŘƻƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ !ƴŎƛŜƴǘ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎέΥ .ŀǘǘȅ [ŀƴƎƭŜȅΩǎ Ancient Architecture and 

άtǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ DŜƻƳŜǘǊƛŎ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴǎέέ, Architectural History 57 (2014), pp. 141ς42. 

about:blank
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²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƻǊΣ ǘƘŜ aforementioned Earl of Lincoln (Duke of Newcastle from 1768), 

used his Gothic rooms to particularly good effect at a grand soirée in 1756. He even managed to 

exploit Westminster Hall itself, which he illuminated and used as an entranceway for guests arriving 

in sedan chairs. Horace Walpole himself attended, and was suitably impressed by the presentation 

of the cloisters: they had been specially lit using lamps placed inside Volterra (white alabaster) vases. 

IŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛǘ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǘǘƛŜǎǘ ǎƛƎƘǘ ƛƴ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘέΦ300 The bluestocking Mrs Delaney also gave a 

favourable account in one of her letters, though she must have been reporting second-hand 

information as she apparently did not attend the event herself. Her description of the lighting in the 

ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŀŎŎƻǊŘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ; and sƘŜ ŀƭǎƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ άŀ ŦƛƴŜ ƻƭŘ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǊƻƻƳέΣ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǘƘŜ 

undercroft, which she supposed must have once been part of a monastery.301 She drew a poetic 

ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻƳΩǎ ǎƻƭŜƳƴ Ǉŀǎǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ƎƭƛǘǘŜǊƛƴƎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΥ 

The employments of its inhabitants could not have been more different than their dressesτ

the woollen robe, the covered neck, the solemn veil, what a contrast to the enormous 

 
300 W. S. Lewis (ed.), ¢ƘŜ ¸ŀƭŜ 9Řƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IƻǊŀŎŜ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ /ƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ, vol. 37 (New Haven: Yale University 

Press, 1974), pp. 453ς54. 
301 Llanover, Mrs. Delany 3, p. 416. 

Fig. 1.11: WƻƘƴ /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ /Ǌƻǎǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
South end of Westminster Hall, reproduced in J. Topham, Some Account of the Collegiate Chapel 

ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎΣ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ Plate V. 
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hoops, gold and silver brocade, exposed necks and shoulders, and the numberless 

adornments for the head!302 

These accounts show that, even in the 1750s, Gothic architecture had the power to stir the 

imagination and evoke associations of the medieval past. Chapter Two will demonstrate how, during 

!ōōƻǘΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΣ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ were actively exploited to serve specific political agendas.  

wŜǇŀƛǊǎ ŀƴŘ !ƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ 5ǳǊƛƴƎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ¢ŜƴǳǊŜ 

There is considerable uncertainty as to the extent of repairs and alterations carried out during 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ hƴ нл WǳƴŜ мтфп /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ [ƻƴƎΣ WǳƴƛƻǊ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅΣ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

Office of Works, requesting an estimate for any repairs and alterations necessary to allow Addington 

to move in.303 Clearly, the Treasury expected that the Office of Works would take responsibility for 

the future ƳŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ǇŀƛŘ ŦƻǊ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries.304 Yet an 1802 memo by Groves claims 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜΩǎ ŎŀǊŜ ƛƴ мтулΦ305 By the 1790s, it seems that 

ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴǎǳǊŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴΦ Lƴ Wǳƭȅ мтфтΣ ŀǘ wƻǎŜΩǎ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ 

¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅ ōŜƭŀǘŜŘƭȅ ƛǎǎǳŜŘ ŀƴ ŜȄǇƭƛŎƛǘ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ άǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǊŜέ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ 

repairs to the houses.306 Nevertheless, Wyatt later claimed that he had not received this instruction, 

ǇǊƻƳǇǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǘŜǎǘȅ ŜȄŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ wƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘŜƭŀȅ ƛƴ ǇŀȅƛƴƎ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŘŜǎƳŜƴΩǎ ōƛƭƭǎΦ307  

¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴŦǳǎƛƻƴ Ƴŀȅ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǿƘȅ ŜȄǇŜƴŘƛǘǳǊŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘƭȅ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŜǊŀΦ Lƴ мтфтς1800, ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ 

ŜȄǇƭƛŎƛǘƭȅ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜΩǎ ŘŜōǘ ōƻƻƪǎΤ ƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ȅŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛǘΦ308 It is possible 

that expenses incurred in other years were subsumed under the broader heading of the Palace of 

Westminster. However, it must be remembered that not all of the money spent on ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŘǊŀǿƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜΩǎ ǳǎǳŀƭ ōǳŘƎŜǘΦ ¢ƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƴ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ 

the royal household, was funded through the Civil List; but in 1798 a special parliamentary grant of 

£2542 10s. 6dΦ ǿŀǎ ƳŀŘŜ ǘƻ ŎƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǊŜǇŀƛǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ 

 
302 Llanover, Mrs. Delany 3, pp. 416ς17. 
303 TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 162. 
304 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, pp. 412ς13. 
305 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. l, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: 

Parliamentary, {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ϧ ŦǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜΦ .ȅ ǿƘƻƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜǇŀƛǊŜŘ ƻǊ ǎǳǇǇƭƛŜŘΚ aŀǊŎƘ ом мулнΦ aƛƴǳǘŜ ōȅ 
Mr Groves, n. p. 
306 TNA: WORK 6/23, Office of Works and successors: Miscellanea, Memorials 1796ς1805, ff. 65ς66; and PRO 

30/9/14, II.§.4.2. hh. a., Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary: 
letter from Rose to Calvert, 11 July 1797. 
307 TNA: WORK 4/18, Office of Works, Minutes: 1793ς99, f. 255; and WORK 6/23, ff. 38, 42, 65ς66. 
308 TNA: WORK 5/107, Office of Works, Accounts: Debt Book, 1808ς20. 
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Serjeant-at-!ǊƳǎΩ IƻǳǎŜǎΦ309 This seems to have been a tacit admission by parliamentarians that the 

hŦŦƛŎŜΩǎ ōǳŘƎŜǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŜŜǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ǇǊŜǇŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƴŜǿ 

occupants. Surprisingly, it seems that the Serjeant-at-!ǊƳǎΩ House accounted for the greater part of 

ǘƘƛǎ ŜȄǇŜƴŘƛǘǳǊŜΦ /ƻƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ ƳŜƳƻǊƛŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ǳƴƻŎŎǳǇƛŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ōŜ άǇǳǘ ƛƴ ŀ ǇǊƻǇŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǇŀƛǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŜŘέ.310 On 13 June 1794 

Sir William Chambers, then surveyor-general, gave the Treasury an estimate of £1,985 for repairs 

and alterations, quite a substantial sum for a relatively small residence.311 

Lǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ŀ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǇŀƛǊΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ 

any major works being carried out during 1794. Nevertheless, Addington evidently decided that 

ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǳōƳƛǘǘŜŘ άŀ plan for rendering [the house] more 

ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅ ƛƴ !ǳƎǳǎǘ 1795.312 Unfortunately, the full details of this plan have not 

been traced. For some reason the Treasury did not respond until September the following year, 

when George Rose, the senior secretary to the Treasury, wrote to the Office of Works requesting άŀƴ 

Estimate of the Expence [sic] attending the execution of the said planέΦ313 Chambers had died five 

ƳƻƴǘƘǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊΣ ǎƻ wƻǎŜΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǿŀǎ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ surveyor-general, James Wyatt. ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƘŀŘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ōŜƎǳƴ ŀ ƳƻƴǘƘ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊΦ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ 

alterations made its stately progress through the Westminster bureaucracy, it seems that Addington 

pressed ahead with buying new furniture for the house. He evidently hoped to recoup at least some 

of the cost of this from the taxpayer. On 12 August 1796 Wyatt told Rose that he had been asked to 

ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ōƛƭƭǎ άŦƻǊ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ άŀƴŘ to report what part of 

ǘƘŜǎŜ ƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ōŜƭƻƴƎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜƳƛǎŜǎέΦ314 Iƛǎ ƧǳŘƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ άǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ǎǳŎƘ 

articles as are fitted to particular places, or are particularly adapted to the Style and Character of the 

House [Χ] όǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƳƻǾŜŀōƭŜ ƻǊ ƴƻǘύΣ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŦƛȄǘǳǊŜǎέ.315 He proposed that an 

inventory of ǘƘŜǎŜ ŦƛȄǘǳǊŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƳŀŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƪŜǇǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ άƛŦ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ [ƻǊŘǎƘƛǇǎ 

ǇƭŜŀǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǎƘŀƭƭ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘέΦ316 The abstract of bills 

totalled £646 7s. 3d.; when added to the cost of repairs to the Serjeant-at-!ǊƳǎΩ House, this would 

 
309 House of Commons Journals, Vol. 53, 1797ς98, p. 493. For the funding of the Office of Works in this era see 
Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, pp. 3ς26. 
310 TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 161. 
311 Ibid, f. 162.  
312 TNA: WORK 6/23, f. 4. 
313 Ibid, f. 4. 
314 Ibid, f. 1 
315 Ibid, f. 1. 
316 Ibid, f. 1. 
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seem to ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ϻнΣрлл ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǾƻǘŜŘ ōȅ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ мтфуΦ [ƻƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

suggestion for an inventory but, in the event, this was not carried out until October 1797.317 

Meanwhile, it seems that !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎŎƘŜƳŜ ƻŦ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ was finally been given approval 

towards the end of 1796. This may partly explain why, on 30 December, Wyatt appointed a new 

team of artificers for the house.318 Nevertheless, it appears that these men were intended from the 

outset to be a permanent team for the ongoing care and maintenance of the house; certainly, many 

of them re-ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ !ōōƻǘ όŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ ¢ǿƻύ. 

The most notable name among them was Thomas Gayfere Jnr, the mason who also worked on the 

ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŜƴǊȅ ±LLΩǎ Chapel and Westminster Hall.319 The new team must have set to work 

ǊŀǇƛŘƭȅΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇŀƛǊǎ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ōŜƎŀƴ άŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /ƘǊƛǎǘƳŀǎ ǾŀŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǊŜ 

substantially complete by Lady Day (25 March) 1797.320 Sadly, though, very little information is 

available regarding the nature of the alterations carried out. The only specific change mentioned in 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ άƳŀƪƛƴƎ ώƻŦϐ ŀ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿƛȄǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎέ.321 It is not clear whether this new connection was added at ground- or first-

floor level, but the latter seems more likely. The Soane/Groves plan (Fig. 1.2) suggests that, even 

before Addington moved in, there was already a doorway at ground level allowing access from the 

cloisters into the passage from Westminster Hall.322 By contrast, the Office of Works plan of the first 

floor (Fig. 1.9) ǎƘƻǿǎ ƴƻ ŘƻƻǊǿŀȅ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǳǇǇŜǊ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ƭƻōōȅΦ323 However, a 

connection was certainly made later: it is shown in a later plan of 1826 (Fig. 1.12) and, as already 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ άмулоέ ŘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ-ŦƭƻƻǊ Ǉƭŀƴ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƛƴŎƻǊǊŜŎǘΦ 9ƛǘƘŜǊ ǿŀȅΣ !ōōƻǘΩǎ мулн ƳŜƳƻ 

makes clear that it was not until after that date that the western range of the upper cloister was 

cleared to allow the latter to be used as a passageway to the Commons.324 

 
317 TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p.; WORK 4/18, f. 196; WORK 6/23, f. 1-2. 
318 TNA WORK 4/18, f. 216. 
319 TNA WORK 4/18, f. 216; Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, ǇǇΦ рлнΣ рлпΣ рмтΤ ά¢ƘƻƳŀǎ DŀȅŦŜǊŜέΣ website of 

Westminster Abbey, https://www.westminster-abbey.org/abbey-
commemorations/commemorations/thomas-gayfere [accessed 25/04/2023]. 
320 TNA: Work 6/23, ff. 65ς66. Some minor decorating work may have continued into the autumn, as the Lord 

/ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ ōƛƭƭ ōƻƻƪ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ǎƻƳŜ άƎǊŜŜƴ ǿƻǊǎǘŜŘ ƭƛƴŜέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƻƴ ом hŎǘƻōŜǊ ό¢b!Υ 
LC 9/349, Lord Chamberlain's Department: Accounts and Miscellanea: Miscellanea, Day Book 1796; 1806, f. 7). 
321 TNA: Work 6/23, ff. 65ς66. 
322 SM 37/1/28, n. p. /ŀǊǘŜǊΩǎ ǎƪŜǘŎƘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ мтуу όCƛƎΦ мΦуύ ŀƭǎƻ ǎƘƻǿǎ ŀ ŘƻƻǊǿŀȅ ƘŜǊŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƻǊǿŀȅ ǿŀǎ ōƭƻŎƪŜŘ ǳǇ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ мулнς08 rebuild, allowing this corner of the cloisters to be 
ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ {ŜŜ The Times, 23 October 1806, p. 3. 
323 SM 37/1/27, n. p. 
324 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o., n. p. See also pp. 133ς34 of this thesis.  

https://www.westminster-abbey.org/abbey-commemorations/commemorations/thomas-gayfere
https://www.westminster-abbey.org/abbey-commemorations/commemorations/thomas-gayfere
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²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ cost £680 in total (almost £60,000 at 2019 prices), a not 

insignificant sum.325 Nevertheless, the house continued to suffer from significant damp problems, 

probably due to its proximity to the river and, perhaps, inadequate foundations. /ŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅΣ !ōōƻǘΩǎ 

records of the 1802ς08 rebuilding project place considerable emphasis on the foundations of the 

ƘƻǳǎŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘǊŀƛƴŀƎŜ ŀǊǊŀƴƎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀǊŘŜƴΣ ŀǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿΦ326 The damp 

problem was apparently severe enough to affect the health of the Speaker and his family. Several 

years later, Addington confided to Abbot ǘƘŀǘ άƘŜ ƘŀŘ ƴŜǾŜǊ ōŜŜƴ ƛƭƭ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƻǊ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƘŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜτ

 
325 TNA: WORK 6/23, f. 34. 
326 See p. 135 of this thesis.  

Fig 1.12: Office of John Soane, Plan of the One Pair Floor, 1826 (detail). Ink on paper, 28.7 x 47.7 
ŎƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a рмκсκоύ. 
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but in Palace Yard he had had three feversτϧ Ƙƛǎ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǿŜǊŜ ǿŜƭƭέ.327 This problem would 

ǳƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǘŜȄǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ǊŜŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 

!ōōƻǘΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ LƴŎƛŘŜƴǘŀƭƭȅΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ƴƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōōƻǘ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ōȅ ƛǘǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴΣ άώbŜǿϐ 

tŀƭŀŎŜ ¸ŀǊŘέΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜέΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ мл 5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ 

ŀōōǊŜǾƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ Ƨǳǎǘ Ψ5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘΩΣ ƛǘ appears to have been common practice among all the early-

nineteenth-century Speakers ǘƻ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀǎ άPalace Yardέ.328  

Furnishings During !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ¢ŜƴǳǊŜ 

To date little, if anything, has been written about ǘƘŜ ŦǳǊƴƛǎƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ōŜŦƻǊŜ мулнΦ 

Archival sources suggest ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŜŘ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ bŜǿŎŀǎǘƭŜΩǎ ŦǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜ ǿƘŜƴ ƘŜ ǘƻƻƪ ƻǾŜǊ 

ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀƴ мулн ƳŜƳƻ ōȅ DǊƻǾŜǎΣ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀƳƻƴƎ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ǇŀǇŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅ 

had provided some furnishings during the DǳƪŜΩǎ tenure. Upon his death, the Treasury then 

άǇǳǊŎƘŀǎŜŘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ !ǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ƻŦ tǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ CǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ !ǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎέ ŦǊƻƳ Ƙƛǎ ŜȄŜŎǳǘƻǊǎ.329 This 

implies either that Newcastle had either paid for additional items from his own pocket, or else that 

items previously purchased by the Treasury had been given to him as a perquisite at some point. 

After 1794, however, it appears that the Treasury refused to purchase any more furniture for the 

ƘƻǳǎŜΦ LƴǎǘŜŀŘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǇŀǊŜƴǘ ōƻŘȅΣ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ 

Office, to take over this responsibility. ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ мтфс ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ Rose regarding bills for 

άǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎέ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ to the house has already been noted.330 According to DǊƻǾŜǎΩ memo, the 

[ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƛǘŜƳǎ ŦƻǊ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ άǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ IŀƴƎƛƴƎǎΣ /ŀǊǇŜǘΣ 

Side-board and Chairs in the Great Dining-wƻƻƳέΦ331 Nevertheless, Wyatt and Rose evidently failed 

to reach ŀ ƭŀǎǘƛƴƎ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘΥ ŀǎ ƭŀǘŜ ŀǎ мулнΣ DǊƻǾŜǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άƛǘ ƛǎ ōȅ ƴƻ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǎŜǘǘƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƘŀǘ 

ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ Ƙƛǎ ώǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎϐ ǇǊƻǾƛƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ǎǳŎƘ !ǊǘƛŎƭŜǎέ.332 At any rate, it appears 

ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ŦŜǿ ƴŜǿ ŦǳǊƴƛǎƘƛƴƎǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎǳǇǇƭƛŜŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ Lƴ мулп !ōōƻǘ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƘŀŘ άƴƻǘ [Χ] been completely new furnished since the year мтунέ.333  

It is already well-known that, by longstanding tradition, the Speaker was provided with an 

official silver service to support his political entertaining. Unlike most of her European 

contemporaries, the British government had a long tradition of providing official plate for 

 
327 PRO 30/9/33, f. 254. 
328 For other examples of this practice, see PRO 30/9/33, ff. 107, 564; and Balliol College Archives: 65, Box 22, 
VB. 1: letter from Charles Manners-Sutton to Henry Jenkyns, 6 February 1822. 
329 twh олκфκмпΣ .ƻȄ оΣ ƛǘŜƳ LLΦ ϠΦпΦнΦ ƭΦΣ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǊŜǇŀƛǊǎ ϧ ŦǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜΥ ōȅ ǿƘƻƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜǇŀƛǊŜŘ ϧ 

supplied? τMinute by Mr Groves. 
330 WORK 6/23, f. 1. 
331 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. l., n. p. 
332 Ibid, n. p. 
333 PRO 30/9/33, f. 463. 
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ambassadors, colonial governors and certain key officers of state.334 It is not clear exactly when or 

why the Speaker first became eligible for this perk, but by the late eighteenth century they were 

allowed 4000 oz. of white plate upon their first election to the office; they were also allowed to 

claim a new service at each re-election.335 It is intriguing that the Crown granted official silver to the 

Speaker, given that, unlike the ambassadors or governors, he was technically a representative of 

Parliament rather than the government. The grant of plate seems to constitute a tacit admission that 

Parliament, though nominally independent of the Crown, was nevertheless a national institution, 

and its representative therefore needed to present the same level of dignity as government officials. 

hǊƛƎƛƴŀƭƭȅΣ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎƛƭǾŜǊ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƎǊŀƴǘŜŘ ŀǎ άƛƴŘŜƴǘǳǊŜ ǇƭŀǘŜέΣ ƭƻŀƴŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

office-holder for the duration of their appointment.336 However, by the early eighteenth century it 

ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜ ǘƻ ōŜ άŘƛǎŎƘŀǊƎŜŘέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƘƻƭŘŜǊ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŀ ŘƛǎŎǊŜŜǘ 

interval.337 LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ /ǳǎǘΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǎƛƭǾŜǊǿŀǊŜ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜǎ ŀǘ .Ŝƭǘƻƴ IƻǳǎŜΣ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴǎƘƛǊŜΦ338 It 

would be easy to see this lucrative perk as symptomatic of άOld Corruptionέ, and there was certainly 

scope to abuse the system or bend the rules in various ways. Nevertheless, Rothwell points out that 

it was in some ways a progressive policy: it opened up many Crown offices to men of the middle 

classes, who would not have been able to supply their own plate.339 As well as being a recognition of 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ƘƻǎǇƛǘŀƭƛǘȅΣ this grant of plate may have also have been an unspoken 

acknowledgment that many Speakers were drawn from the middle classes, especially because 

lawyers were traditionally favoured for the role.340 In 1790, Addington was supplied with an 

enormous quantity of silverware, ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǎƛȄ ŘƻȊŜƴ ά¢ŀōƭŜ tƭŀǘŜǎέ, and eight dozen knives and 

forks.341 Thich testifies to the scale of the official dinners which the Speaker was expected to host, 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŜƴǘŜǊǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ.  

Unfortunately, the 1797 inventory gives only brief descriptions of the άpublicέ furniture of 

the house, and gives no clues to the stylistic character of any items. To date, no visual records of any 

decorative schemes in the house during this era have come to light. It is therefore impossible to 

ascertain whether Addington consciously exploited the furnishing and decoration of his official 

 
334 J. Rothwell, Silver for Entertaining: The Ickworth Collection (London: Philip Wilson Publishers, 2016), p. 34. 
335 Ibid, p. 43. 
336 H. Jacobsen, Luxury and Power: The Material World of the Stuart Diplomat, 1660ς1714 (Oxford: Oxford UP, 
2012), p. 14. 
337 Ibid, p. 15. 
338 National Trust Collections, https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436562; 

https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436563; 
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436564; 
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436561. [All accessed 15/11/2022.] 
339 Rothwell, Silver for Entertaining, p. 34. 
340 {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ άvǳŀƭƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
341 ¢b! [/ фκпрΣ [ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΣ !ŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ aƛǎŎŜƭƭŀƴŜŀΥ 5ŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ .ƻƻƪΣ мтонς96, f. 335. 

https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436562
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436563
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436564
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436561
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house to try to shape public perceptions of the Speakership. The interiors were certainly grand, 

ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΦ Lƴ ŀ Wǳƭȅ мтфр ƭŜǘǘŜǊΣ aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ƎŜƴǘƭȅ ǘŜŀǎŜŘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘǊŀǾŀƎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ άǘƘŜ ŦƛƴŜ 

curtains & red & gold figures of the great room under St Stephens [i.e., the undercroft], not to 

mention the gilt armed ŎƘŀƛǊǎΣ ϧ ǎǇǊŀǿƭƛƴƎ CƛƎǳǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŀǇƛǎǘǊȅ ώǎƛŎϐ ŀōƻǾŜέ.342 Indeed, the State 

Dining Room in the undercroft is probably the best-documented interior at this time. As previously 

noted, the undercroft had a Batty Langley-style chimney piece, which suggests that some attempt 

had been made to decorate the space in accordance with its medieval character.343 (It is not known 

when this fireplace was installed but, as discussed above, it must have been after 1741ς42 when the 

ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ [ŀƴƎƭŜȅΩǎ ōƻƻƪ Ancient Architecture was published.344) In his account of one of 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘƛƴƴŜǊǎΣ !ōōƻǘ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜ ǿŀǎ ŦƛƭƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇŀƛƴǘŜŘ ǇƭŀǘŜŀǳ 

ƻǊƴŀƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǿƘƛǘŜ ŦƛƎǳǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǾŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ ŦƭƻǿŜǊǎέΦ345 The 1797 inventory refers to a 

άDǊŜŀǘ 5ƛƴƛƴƎ tŀǊƭƻǳǊέ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ 5ƛƴƛƴƎ wƻƻƳΣ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

separate dining room shown on the 1794 plan.346 Whichever room it was, it was richly decorated, 

ŦŜŀǘǳǊƛƴƎ ŀ ά¢ǳǊƪŜȅ /ŀǊǇŜǘέΣ ά¢ǿƻ aŀƘƻƎŀƴȅ ǎƛŘŜ ōƻŀǊŘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘǿƻ tŀǘŜƴǘ [ŀƳǇǎέΣ ά¢ƘǊŜŜ ǎƛƭƪ ŀƴŘ 

worsted window curt[ain]s ǿƛǘƘ Dƛƭǘ /ƻǊƴƛŎŜǎέΣ ŀƴŘ ά¢ƘǊŜŜ ǿƛƴŘƻǿ .ƭƛƴŘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƎǊŜŜƴ .ŀƛȊŜέΦ347 

Unfortunately, the number of curtains and blinds offers no clue as to which room is being referred 

ǘƻΥ ǘƘŜ мтфп {ƻŀƴŜκDǊƻǾŜǎ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƭƻƻǊ όCƛƎΦ мΦнύ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ άDǊƻǘǘƻ wƻƻƳέ 

όƭŀǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ 5ƛƴƛƴƎ wƻƻƳύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άDώǊŜŀϐǘ 5ƛƴƛƴƎ tŀǊƭƻǳr had three windows.348 

Whilst the State Dining Room was clearly the centrepiece of the house, the inventory makes 

clear that the other rooms were also very impressive. The Tapestry Room, with its tapestry chairs 

and sofas, chandelier and pier glasses, has already been noted.349 ¢ƘŜ άtŀǎǎŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ {ǘŀƛǊŎŀǎŜέ 

ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘǊŜŜ ǇŀƛƴǘŜŘ ǇŜŘŜǎǘŀƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƭŀƳǇǎ ƻƴ ǘƻǇΤ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƭȅ ǘƘŜ άtŀǎǎŀƎŜέ ƛƴ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

eastern range of the cloister.350 9ǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ά!ƴǘƛ /ƘŀƳōŜǊέ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ŀ ŎƘŀƴŘŜƭƛŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŦƛǘǘŜŘ ²ƛƭǘƻƴ 

carpet.351 However, it was not just decorative pieces that were supplied at public expense: the 

inventory also lists functional items including stoves, grates, fenders and fire irons.352 Even the 

 
342 Devon Heritage Centre (DHC), 152M/C1795/F/7, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st 

Viscount Sidmouth: correspondence and papers for the year 1795, letter from Sir John Mitford to Henry 
Addington, 6 July 1795. 
343 /ŀǊǘŜǊΣ άtǳǊǎǳƛǘǎέ /·LΣ ǇΦ торΦ 
344 [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ ά.ŀǘǘȅ [ŀƴƎƭŜȅΩǎ Ancient ArchitectureέΣ ǇǇΦ мпм-42. See also p. 80 of this thesis.  
345 See Appendix One, p. 248. 
346 SM 37/1/28, n. p. 
347 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
348 SM 37/1/28, n. p. 
349 Ibid, n. p. 
350 ¢ƘŜ {ƛǘǘƛƴƎ wƻƻƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άbŜȄǘ wƻƻƳέ ŀƭǎƻ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜŘ ²ƛƭǘƻƴ ŎŀǊǇŜǘǎ όtwh олκфκмпΣ .ƻȄ оΣ LLΦ ϠΦпΦнΦ ƻпΣ ƴΦ ǇΦύ 
351 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p. 
352 Ibid, n. p. 



81 
 

service rooms were sometimes equipped with purpose-ōǳƛƭǘ ŦǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜΥ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ά! 

[ŀǊƎŜ 5ǊŜǎǎŜǊέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƪƛǘŎƘŜƴΣ ŀ άŦƻƭŘƛƴƎ Řƻǿƴ ǎƛŘŜ ōƻŀǊŘέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜƪŜŜǇŜǊΩǎ wƻƻƳΣ ŀƴŘ ŀ 

ά5Ŝŀƭ ŦƛȄΩŘ ǿŀǎƘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘǊŜǎǎ ǎǘŀƴŘέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tƻǿŘŜǊƛƴƎ wƻƻƳΦ353 The government evidently 

recognised ǘƘŀǘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘƛƎƴƛǘȅ ƘŀŘ ǘƻ ŜȄǘŜƴŘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ 

elements of his official entertainments, such as wine and decorative furniture.  

¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ ¦ǎŜΣ мтфпς1801 

It is already well-ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ as a venue for his official 

dinners.354 However, in light of recent scholarship on the conduct of politics in the eighteenth 

centuryτǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ IŀƴƴŀƘ DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ !ƳŀƴŘŀ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΩǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴǘƻ atǎΩ ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭ Řŀƛƭȅ ǊƻǳǘƛƴŜǎτ

ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ ǎŎƻǇŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΦ Iƛǎ ǎǳǊǾƛǾƛƴƎ 

ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜΣ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ǇǊŜǎǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎΣ ƳŀƪŜǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ 

more than just a venue for the showpiece parliamentary dinners: it  had a much wider role in 

facilitating his day-to-day interactions, both formal and informal, with other MPs. In part, the 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǎǘŜƳƳed from the inadequacy of the wider Palace of 

Westminster: by the eighteenth century, the palace no longer had enough space to accommodate all 

the activities associated with preparing legislation. The growing volume of Bills under discussion 

caused a chronic shortage of committee rooms; and it was not until the 1820s that the palace finally 

gained dedicated library facilities for both Houses.355 This shortage of space forced MPs to conduct 

much of their political business in spaces beyond the physical boundaries of the palaceτincluding 

their own homes.356   

¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǊŘƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ΨƻŦŦƛŎŜΩ ŦƻǊ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΦ 

Its proximity to both the House of Commons and the Law Courts made it an ideal place for other 

MPs to call on him. Abbot, in particular, regularly visited the house to discuss the various 

parliamentary committees they were involved with.357 LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ 

itself was sometimes used as a venue for committee meetings. For example, on 23 July 1795, The 

Telegraph ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ά/ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴŜǊǎ ώΧϐ ŦƻǊ ƭƛǉǳƛŘŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜ ƻŦ ²ŀƭŜǎΩǎ ŘŜōǘǎΣ ƘŜƭŘ ŀ 

ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ¢ƘǳǊǎŘŀȅ ƭŀǎǘΣ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜ ώΧϐ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǘƻ ƳŜŜǘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ǘƻƳƻǊǊƻǿ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ 

 
353 PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. o4, n. p.  
354 See, for example, A. Wright and P. Smith, Parliament Past and Present: A Popular and Picturesque Account 
of a Thousand Years in the Palace of Westminster, the Home of the Mother of Parliaments, vol. 1 (London: 
Hutchinson & Co., c. 1902), p. 58.  
355 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέΣ ǇǇΦ мнлΣ мннΤ /ƻƭǾƛƴΣ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, pp. 527ς30. 
356 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέΣ ǇǇΦ 108, 120. 
357 Colchester, Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot, I, p. 42ς43; TNA: PRO 30/9/31, Charles Abbot, 1st 

Baron Colchester: Papers, Journal, with interpolated correspondence, etc., 1757ς1796, f. 250. 
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ǇƭŀŎŜέ.358 This was one of the committees which Addington led, so it is plausible that he may have 

chosen to host the meeting at his own house.359 On the other hand, it is conceivable that the 

meeting actually took place in ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ŀōƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊǎΦ The latter certainly 

continued in use as committee rooms after 1794: ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƳŀǊƪŜŘ ǘƘǳǎ ƻƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ƻŦ мунс 

(Fig. 1.13). TƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ƘƻǳǎŜƪŜŜǇŜǊΩǎ ƭƻŘƎƛƴƎǎ ŀōƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƘŀŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜŜƴ 

converted into committee rooms by that time.360 NeverthelessΣ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ ŀ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ wŜŎƻǊŘ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴŜǊǎ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ǇƭŀŎŜ άŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜέ ƻƴ мф 5ŜŎŜƳōŜǊ муллΤ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ 

visitor to the hƻǳǎŜΣ ƛǘ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻƴŦǳǎŜŘ ƛǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ /ƘŀƳōŜǊΦ361 

In later years, after Abbot himself became Speaker, his diaries mention that the Westminster Bridge 

/ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƳŜǘ άŀǘ Ƴȅ IƻǳǎŜέ ƻƴ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴΦ362 

 
358 Untitled article, The Telegraph, Thursday, July 23, 1795, p. 4. 
359 Ibid, p. 4. 
360 Williams, Topography of the Old House of Commons, p. 8. 
361 Colchester, Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot 1, p. 214. 
362 TNA: PRO 30/9/35 Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester, Papers: Journal, with interpolated correspondence, 

etc, f. 289. 
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It must also be remembered that the conduct of politics in the Georgian era was not 

confined to the formal proceedings of debates or committees in the two Houses of Parliament. In 

recent years, historians have increasingly recognised that informal contacts outside Parliament were 

(and arguably still are) just as important as the formal activities that take place within it. This has 

given rise to tƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ΨǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅΩ: in essence, the idea that manners and polite 

sociability were vital mechanisms through which members of the political system displayed and 

Fig. 1.13: Office of John Soane, Plan of the Two Pair Floor, 1826 (detail). Ink on paper, 28.7 x 47.7 
ŎƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a рмκсκпύΦ 

 



84 
 

exercised their power.363 Political sociability was particularly important for groups, or individuals, 

who were excluded from the formal political system, including women: they could use social rituals 

and events as a means to influence those in power, thus gaining a degree of political agency and 

participation.364 Social rituals such as visiting or letter-writing, or events such as dinners, salons and 

assemblies, are now recognised as being vital opportunities for political networking, displays of 

allegiance, and the exchange of news and ideas.365 Lǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴŜǾƛǘŀōƭŜΣ ǘƘŜƴΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ 

ǿƻǳƭŘ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ǇŀǊǘ ƛƴ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΦ LƴŘŜŜŘΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ǎǳǊŜƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ 

been motivated, at least in part, by an instinct that a bigger and more conveniently-situated 

townhouse would better equip him for these vital political activities. ¢ƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

House must also be understood in relation to the wider social roles of town and country houses for 

wealthy families in eighteenth-century Britain.366 In the eighteenth century, MPs were invariably 

gentlemen of means; working men were effectively barred by the fact that MPs received no 

salaries.367 It was common practice for MPs to own both a country houseτǘƘŜ ǎŜŀǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ 

landed estatesτand a townhouse for use whilst in London.368  Alternatively, if they could not afford 

to buy a townhouse, they might rent temporary accommodation in the capital for the duration of 

ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ΨǎŜŀǎƻƴΩΦ369 If they could afford it, they might also have a suburban villa on the outskirts 

of London: this allowed them to escape from the city at weekends, in an age when travelling times 

to their country seats were often prohibitive.370 ¢ƘŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ǎŜŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŀǘ 

Upottery, Devon; but in 1790 Henry also acquired a suburban villa at Woodley, Berkshire.371 Once he 

ǘƻƻƪ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ мтфп ƛǘ ōŜŎŀƳŜΣ ƛƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΣ Ƙƛǎ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ǘƻǿƴƘƻǳǎŜΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 

ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƭƻǎŜ ŦǊƛŜƴŘΣ tƛǘǘ ǘƘŜ ¸ƻǳƴƎŜǊΥ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ŀƭǎƻ ƘŀŘ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ 

to three houses, and it is easy to see how these, too, might fit into the model of townhouse, villa, 

ŀƴŘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ƘƻǳǎŜΦ !ǎ ǇǊƛƳŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΣ мл 5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ǿŀǎ tƛǘǘΩǎ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜΤ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ 

 
363 For the ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǘǊŜƴŘ ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΣ ǎŜŜ !Φ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ άLƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴέΣ ƛƴ A. Vickery (ed.), 

Women, Privilege and Power: British Politics, 1750 to the Present (Redwood City: Stanford University Press, 
2002), p. 3; V. Capdeville and A. Kerhervé, British Sociability in the Long Eighteenth Century: Challenging the 
Anglo-French Connection (Woodbridge: Boydell & Brewer, 2019), pp. 3ςпΤ ŀƴŘ DǊƛŜƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
5ŀȅέΣ ǇǇΦ млмς03. 
364 E. Chalus, Elite Women in English Political Life (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2005), pp. 77ς81. 
365 Ibid, pp. 81ς97, 100ς05. 
366 For context see Girouard, Life in the English Country House, pp. 2ς12; S. Avery-Quash and K. Retford, The 
Georgian London Town House (London: Bloomsbury, 2019), pp. 1ς26. 
367 MPs were first paid salaries in 1911 (House of Commons research briefing SN/PC/05075 (2009), p. 2). 
368 tΦ IǳƴƴŜȅōŀƭƭΣ άtǊƛŘŜ ƻŦ tƭŀŎŜΥ /ƘƛŜŦ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ IƻǳǎŜǎ ƛƴ 9ŀǊƭȅ aƻŘŜǊƴ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘέΣ History of 

Parliament Project Blog (2020), https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2020/05/15/pride-of-place-
chief-ministers-and-their-houses-in-early-modern-england/ [accessed 01/11/2022]. 
369 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέΣ ǇǇΦ ммлς11. 
370 J. Summerson, Architecture in Britain 1530ς1830 (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1977), pp. 372ς33, 519ς20; D. 

Arnold (ed.), The Georgian Villa (Stroud: Alan Sutton, 1996), pp. ixςx. 
371 /ƻƻƪǎƻƴΣ ά!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ IŜƴǊȅέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦΤ ½ƛŜƎƭŜǊΣ Addington, pp. 68ς69. 

https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2020/05/15/pride-of-place-chief-ministers-and-their-houses-in-early-modern-england/
https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2020/05/15/pride-of-place-chief-ministers-and-their-houses-in-early-modern-england/
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owned a suburban villa at Holwood, Bromley.372 !ǎ /ƘŀǘƘŀƳΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǎƻƴΣ tƛǘǘ ƘŀŘ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŜŘ ƴƻ 

country estate of his own; but Walmer Castle, Kentτhis official residence as the Lord Warden of the 

Cinque PortsτƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘΣ ƛƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΣ ŀǎ Ƙƛǎ ΨŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩ ƘƻǳǎŜΦ373 (The post of Lord Warden was 

granted to Pitt as a personal favour from the King, partly to augment his ǇǊƛƳŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǇǊŜŎŀǊƛƻǳǎ 

personal finances.374) Examining the surviving correspondence between Pitt and Addington during 

the 1790s, it appears  that the two men were constantly moving back and forth between their 

various houses, and paying each other reciprocal visits. A letter from Pitt to Addington, written from 

Downing Street in September 1797, gives a good impression of their hectic schedules: 

It will not be possible for me ώΧϐ to leave Hollwood [sic], before next Friday or Saturday [..] I 

must be here again on Wednesday, for the Levee, but shall return to Hollwood for dinner, 

and shall be very glad to see you there within that day or Thursday or either of the two 

following days. I would propose coming to you, but I have shirked a Dover Session on the 

Ground of Business near Town, and should be afraid of being detected near Woodley just at 

that time.375 

This letter appears to indicate that Pitt and Addington escaped to their villas regularly, even during 

the parliamentary session.376 Other letters confirm that these houses could be venues for work as 

well as leisure; indeed, sometimes it was actually beneficial to have a working environment far 

removed from callers and other distractions. In an August 1796 letter Pitt, wishing to discuss some 

ǿŜƛƎƘǘȅ ǘƻǇƛŎΣ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ŀǘ IƻƭǿƻƻŘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ άǿŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ƳǳŎƘ 

ƳƻǊŜ ƭŜƛǎǳǊŜ ŦƻǊ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘέ ǘƘŜǊŜΦ377 Clearly, the physical proximity ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ to 

the House of Commonsτthough often usefulτcould be a double-edged sword. More importantly, 

this correspondence shows that Woodley, though not an official residence, played an important 

ŎƻƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ǊƻƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ 

houses, both public and private, at varying degrees of remove from London, where politicians like 

Pitt and Addington could live, work or entertain as circumstances demanded. 

 
372 WΦ tΦ ²Φ 9ƘǊƳŀƴ ŀƴŘ !Φ {ƳƛǘƘΣ άtƛǘǘΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ όƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ tƛǘǘ ǘƘŜ ȅƻǳƴƎŜǊύ όмтрфςмулсύέΣ ODNB, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/22338 [accessed 22/11/2022]. 
373 Ibid, n. p. 
374 J. P. W. Ehrman, The Younger Pitt: The Reluctant Transition (London: Constable, 1983), pp. 189ς90.  
375 DHC/152M/C1797/OZ/10: Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 
correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 28 September 
1797 
376 ¢ƘŜ ǇŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ōŜƎǳƴ ƻƴ нт {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ȅŜŀǊΣ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅ ōŜŦƻǊŜ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ όΨмтфсΩΣ History 
of Parliament Online, https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/parliament/1796 
[accessed 08/09/2023]. 
377 DHC: 152M/C1796/OZ/4, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 

correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 15 August 1796. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/22338
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/parliament/1796
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{ŀŘƭȅΣ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ƻŦ ²ƻƻŘƭŜȅΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊǎ ƻǊ ŦǳǊƴƛǎƘƛƴƎǎΤ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ 

demolished, and no documentary records have yet come to light.378 The house was certainly more 

ƳƻŘŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǎŎŀƭŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘƭȅ ǿŜƭƭ-appointed to 

Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǇǊŜǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΦ Lƴ ƻƴŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊΣ aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ƎŜƴǘƭȅ ǘŜŀǎŜǎ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 

grandeur of his State Dining Room ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ άƳŀȅ ōŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ 

humbler things [Χ] such as pea-bread, & ewe-milk-ŎƘŜŜǎŜέ ǿƘŜƴ ŀǘ ²ƻƻŘƭŜȅΦ379 Yet if the house 

ƭŀŎƪŜŘ ƎǊŀƴŘŜǳǊΣ ƛǘǎ ƛŘȅƭƭƛŎ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ŎƻƳǇŜƴǎŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎΤ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

correspondents mention their visits to Woodley with genuine affection. For example, in a 1798 

ƭŜǘǘŜǊΣ tƛǘǘ ǘƻƭŘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ άŦew things could have done me more good than some quiet days at 

Woodleyέ.380 It seems that Woodley offered both men a chance to relax and escape some of the 

formalities of London life. Humphrey Reptonτthe landscape gardener who later remodelled the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀǊŘŜƴ ς had the chance to observe Addington and Pitt together at Woodley. He paints a 

ǘƻǳŎƘƛƴƎ ǇƻǊǘǊŀƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳΣ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōƛƴƎ άtƛǘǘ ǊƻƳǇƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴτrolling on the carpet 

or the lawn with themτǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƴŘ ŦŀǘƘŜǊ ƭŀǳƎƘƛƴƎƭȅ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƻǳŘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘƛƻƴέΦ381 The 

secluded surroundings of Woodley gave Pitt and Addington the spaceτboth literally and figuratively 

τto maintain and nurture their friendship, which, in turn, facilitated their political cooperation.  

¢ƘŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǇǊƻȄƛƳƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ 

Commons offered considerable scope for spontaneous, informal entertaining. For example, on 25 

January 1798, Addington wrote to Abbot from the house, asking him to call the following morning so 

ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ƘƛƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ǾƻƭǳƴǘŀǊȅ ǎǳōǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǊ ŜŦŦƻǊǘΦ382 !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ 

ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŀǘ άaǊΦ tƛǘǘ ǿŀǎ ŘƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƭƻƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ŎŀƳŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ 

aǊΦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻōŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ƘŀŘ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ Ƙƛǎ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƻ ƳŜέ.383 This suggests that Pitt and 

Addington made good use of the house as a convenient place to dine and discuss business 

immediately before or after their sittings in the Commons chamber next door. It is also another 

reminder of just how close the two statesmen were at this time. Nevertheless, the prime minister 

ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ at ǘƻ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ŦǊƻƳ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎǇƻƴǘŀƴŜƻǳǎ ƎŜƴŜǊƻǎƛǘȅΦ CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 

²ƛƭōŜǊŦƻǊŎŜΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ мтфсΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŀ .ƛƭƭ ƻƴ !ōƻƭƛǘƛƻƴ ǇŀǎǎŜŘ ƛǘǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ 

 
378 5Φ bŀǎƘ CƻǊŘΣ ά²ƻƻŘƭŜȅ IƻǳǎŜΣ ²ƻƻŘƭŜȅΣ .ŜǊƪǎƘƛǊŜέΣ Royal Berkshire History, 

http://www.berkshirehistory.com/castles/woodley_lodge.html [accessed 01/11/2022]; G. Tyack, S. Bradley 
and N. Pevsner, Berkshire (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010), p. 492. 
379 DHC: 152M/C1795/F/7, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 

correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from Sir John Mitford to Henry Addington, 6 July 1795. 
380 DHC: 152M/C1796/OZ/5, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 
correspondence and papers for the year 1798, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 18 October 1798. 
381 BL Add. MS 62112: Repton memoirs, ff. 58ς59. 
382 TNA: PRO 30/9/31, f. 212. 
383 Colchester, Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot I, p. 133ς34. 

http://www.berkshirehistory.com/castles/woodley_lodge.html
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ά{ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƳŜ ŀƴŘ tƛǘǘ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƻ ŎƻƳŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇ ώΧϐ L ǎǘŀƛŘ ǘƻƻ ƭŀǘŜΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ǘƻƻ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ 

ƻŦ ǎŀŎǊŜŘ Ƨƻȅ ŀƴŘ ƘǳƳōƭŜ ƎǊŀǘƛǘǳŘŜέ.384 Such gestures no doubt helped Addington to build rapport 

with individual MPs, which would then have helped to smooth the conduct of business in the 

Commons.  

No evidence has been found of Addington inviting ƎǳŜǎǘǎ ǘƻ ǎǘŀȅ ǘƘŜ ƴƛƎƘǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

House. This is not surprising: most of his political colleagues would have had their own London 

houses, and Woodley was undoubtedly a more pleasant venue for longer visits. Intriguingly, 

however, Pitt occasionally invited Addington to stay at 10 Downing Street, despite the fact that the 

ǘǿƻ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŀ ŦŜǿ ƳƛƴǳǘŜǎΩ ǿŀƭƪ ŦǊƻƳ ŜŀŎƘ ƻǘƘŜǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ŎŀǳǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ мтфсς97 

building works was one reason for this. For example, on 13 January 1797 Pitt asked Addington to call 

ŀǘ 5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ŘŀȅΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŘŘŜŘΥ άLŦ ȅƻǳǊ ƘƻǳǎŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳǊ wŜŎŜǇǘƛƻƴΣ 

ǇŜǊƘŀǇǎ ȅƻǳ ǿƛƭƭ Řƻ ƳƻǊŜ ǿƛǎŜƭȅ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŀ ōŜŘ ƘŜǊŜέ.385 ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ 

servants moved with them between their different houses, as was common practice at the time; 

consequently, the Speaker may have had nobody to receive him if he returned to the capital at short 

notice.386 In a January 1794 letterτǎƘƻǊǘƭȅ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜτPitt had written 

ǘƻ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ ǘŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƘƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ άȅƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻǘ {ŜǊǾŀƴǘǎ ƛƴ ¢ƻǿƴΣ L Ŏŀƴ ŦǳǊƴƛǎƘ ȅƻǳ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ōŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ ώŀǘ 

5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘϐέΦ387 This provides another example of the frequent contact between the two men, 

and the importance of their official houses in facilitating this.  

Informal and spontaneous sociability were clearly integral to !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŘǳǘƛŜǎΦ 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘƛǎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŘŜǘǊŀŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŜƴǘŜǊǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ. 

There can be no doubt that ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ parliamentary dinners and levées were as much about 

politics as sociability.388 As noted above, there is clear evidence that these events were already well-

established traditions by the time Addington took the Chair.389 Abbot visited one of the official 

dinners in 1796, and he wrote a lengthy description of it his diary. Though it has been reproduced 

before, it is such an important source that it has been quoted in full (see Appendix One).390 There 

was a consistent pattern for the dinners, as Abbot explains:  

 
384 Wilberforce and Wilberforce, Life of William Wilberforce III, pp. 496ς97. 
385 DHC: 152M/C1797/OZ/6, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 

correspondence and papers for the year 1797, Pitt to Addington from Downing Street, Friday 13 January 1797. 
386 Although some eighteenth-century grandees retained servants at their London houses all year round, this 

ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ŜȄǇŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ōŜȅƻƴŘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƳŜŀƴǎΦ {ŜŜ IΦ DǊŜƛƎΣ The Beau 
Monde: Fashionable Society in Georgian London (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013), p. 13. 
387 DHC: 152M/C1794/OZ/4 (op. cit.), n. p. 
388 Ziegler, Addington, p. 61; Dasent, Speakers of the House of Commons, pp. 292ς93. 
389 See p. 46 of this thesis. 
390 Reproduced in, for example, Wright and Smith, Parliament Past and Present 1, p. 59. 
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¢ƘŜ ǊǳƭŜ ƛǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ {ŀǘǳǊŘŀȅΩǎ ŘƛƴƴŜǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

friends in office, who are Members of the House of Commons. His first Sunday is for the 

Opposition, and afterwards his parties are promiscuous; chiefly his private friends and those 

who visit his levee [sic] on Sunday evenings.391 

Abbot goes on to explain that these gatherings took place in the State Dining Room in the 

undercroft.392 His ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƳŀƪŜǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ levées continued to be held regularly on 

{ǳƴŘŀȅ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎǎΣ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ bƻǊǘƻƴΩǎ ǘƛƳŜΦ393 As noted above, in those days the 

Speaker and the lord chancellor apparently held their levées on the same night; this practice appears 

ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ394 !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƻƴ мф CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ мтфтΣ ƘŜ 

attended the lord cƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƎƻƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀŦǘŜǊǿŀǊŘǎΦ395 Ziegler claims 

that Addington later moved his levées to Saturdays following an intervention by the devoutly-

Christian William Wilberforce.396 However, in a later memorandum Mitford recalls attending 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜ ƻƴ у CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ мулмΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŀ {ǳƴŘŀȅΦ397  This must have been one of the last 

levées that Addington held, perhaps even the very last, for Mitford himself was elected Speaker 

shortly afterwards.398 This suggests that Addington continued to hold his levees on Sundays until the 

end of his Speakership. On 7 March 1801, however, Wilberforce recorded in his diary that the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǘƻ {ŀǘǳǊŘŀȅ ƴƛƎƘǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŀǘǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Řay.399 Hence, it 

might actually have been Mitford, not Addington, who was persuaded to change the day.  

There is little information about how these the levées were structured at this time. Indeed, 

levées remain an under-researched aspect of eighteenth-century political life, although they were 

quite common in the earlier years of the century; many prominent politicians, including prime 

ministers Walpole and Pelham, held them.400 ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ ŜƴŘǳǊŜŘ ŦŀǊ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƳƻǎǘΣ 

continuing well into the twentieth century.401 Sadly, there are no known images of the levées prior 

 
391 See Appendix One, p. 248. 
392 Ibid, p. 248. 
393 Ibid, p. 248. 
394 See pp. 46ς47 of this thesis.  
395 TNA PRO 30/9/32, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Journal, with interpolated correspondence, 

etc., 1797ς1800, f. 35. 
396 Ziegler, Addington, p. 62. 
397 GA: D2002/3/1/11, n. p. Admittedly, Lord Bexley (née Nicholas Vansittart) later recalled that both the 

Speaker and Lord Chancellor held their levées on a Saturday at the end of the eighteenth century (Pellew, 
Henry Addington 1, p. 368). However, Bexley was writing in 1845, many years after the events he describes; it 
is possible that his memory had failed him on this point.  
398 DǊŜŜǊΣ άaƛǘŦƻǊŘΣ WƻƘƴ CǊŜŜƳŀƴ-έ, n. p.  
399 R.I. Wilberforce and S. Wilberforce, The Life of William Wilberforce, vol. III (London: Seeley, Burnside and 

Seeley, 1838), p. 7. 
400 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέΣ ǇǇΦ ммоς16. 
401 wƛŘƛƴƎΣ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ DŀǊƛōŀƭŘƛΣ ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜέΣ ǇǇΦ мфтς98. 
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ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ мурфΦ .ȅ ǘƘŜƴ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ 

stiff, formal affairs, in which visitors solemnly queued up to be presented to the Speaker (Fig. 

1.14).402  

 

 

Yet the levées may have been rather different during the eighteenth century. The concept of 

the levée had originated in the royal courts of Europe, its most famous exponent being Louis XIV of 

France (r. 1643ς1715). In its original form, it consisted of an intimate audience with the monarch 

while they dressed.403 However, the idea began to be copied by senior politicians, and indeed by 

 
402 {ŜŀǿŀǊŘΣ άvǳŀƭƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
403 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέΣ ǇΦ ммпΦ 

Fig 1.14: ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ [ŜǾŞŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ aƻǊƴƛƴƎ wƻƻƳ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ wŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ tŀƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ 
Westminster, published in The Illustrated London News, 34:970, 23 April 1859, p. 393. Image 

from The British Newspaper Archive (www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk); © 2023 Findmypast 
Newspaper Archive Limited. 
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almost anyone with pretensions to social status, as parodied by Hogarth in his wŀƪŜΩǎ tǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ 

paintings.404 !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ŦŜǿ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻǊŘ ŎƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊǎ ƭŜǾées have been 

established, it is apparent that their format differed somewhat from the traditional definition of a 

levée.  Firstly, levées were originally conceived as morning events; but surviving references make 

ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ lord cƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊΩǎ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ǘƻƻƪ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎΦ405 Secondly, levées 

were ostensibly intended strictly for discussion of business, rather than as a social occasion; hence, 

no refreshments were served.406 (DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ ŀǎ άŀƴ ŜŀǊƭȅ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƘƻǳǊ 

ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǳǊƎŜǊȅέΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŀƴ opportunity for political leaders to rally and discipline their 

supporters.407)  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛƴ ŀ ƭŀǘŜǊ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ DŜƻǊƎŜ tŜƭƭŜǿ ό!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊύΣ [ƻǊŘ .ŜȄƭŜȅ 

όƴŞŜ bƛŎƘƻƭŀǎ ±ŀƴǎƛǘǘŀǊǘύ ƘƛƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ lord cƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƘŀŘ ŀ 

ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭΦ IŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ άŜǾŜƴƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎΣ ƳƛǎƴŀƳŜŘ ƭŜǾŜŜǎ ώǎƛŎϐέΤ ōǳǘ 

unfortunately, he does not elaborate on this.408 It is not known, for example, whether any 

refreshments were served. Nor is it known for certain whether attendance was restricted to MPs 

and Peers, or whether their wives and other guests were also admitted. However, a later newspaper 

report from 1833 provides a guest list for one of Charles Manners-{ǳǘǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜǎΦ409 Only male 

names are listed, which appears to suggest that wives and daughters were not admitted. It is 

ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŀǎǎǳƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǊǳƭŜǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭŜŘ ƛƴ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘŀȅΦ  

There is clear evidence that Addington used his levées to as an opportunity to network and 

build rapport with fellow MPs. !ōōƻǘΩǎ мтфс ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘƛƴƴŜǊ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘΣ 

ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŘƛƴƴŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŘƛƴƴŜǊ ƎǳŜǎǘǎ ŎƻƳǇǊƛǎŜŘ άŎƘƛŜŦƭȅ 

his private friends and those who visit his levee [sic] on Sunday ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎǎέΦ410 This strongly implies 

thatτŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ŀǎ ŀ ƴƻƳƛƴŀƭƭȅ-independent political figureτhe had a loyal circle 

of friends and followers who regularly attended his levées. For Addington and his regular guests, 

ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŎŀƳŀǊŀŘŜǊƛŜΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

attendees at the official dinners were required to wear court dress with bag-wig and sword; it is 

reasonable to assume that the same rules applied at the levées.411 This was certainly the case during 

Manners-{ǳǘǘƻƴΩǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ όǎŜŜ !ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ ¢ǿƻύΤ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀƴ ƎŜƴǘƭŜƳŜƴ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ CƛƎ 

 
404  William Hogarth, ! wŀƪŜΩǎ tǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ LLΥ ¢ƘŜ [ŜǾŜŜΣ 1734, oil on canvas, 630 x 755mm. London: Sir John 

{ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳΣ tпмΦ CƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΣ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎΩǎ ŎŀǘŀƭƻƎǳŜ ŜƴǘǊȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƳǳǎŜǳƳΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ 
(http://collections.soane.org/object-p41 [accessed 22/11/2022]). 
405 See, for example, Pellew, Henry Addington 1, p. 368. 
406 DǊŜƛƎ ŀƴŘ ±ƛŎƪŜǊȅΣ ά¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ŀȅέ, p. 115. 
407 Ibid, p. 115. 
408 Pellew, Henry Addington 1, p. 368. 
409 ά¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 5ƛƴƴŜǊ-tŀǊǘȅ ŀƴŘ [ŜǾŜŜ ώǎƛŎϐέΣ Morning Post, 25 March 1833, p. 3. 
410 See Appendix One, p. 248. 
411 Ibid, p. 248. 

http://collections.soane.org/object-p41


91 
 

1.16 also appear to be wearing court dress. (Note that most of them appear to be wearing stockings 

rather than trousers, and some are clearly carrying swords.) Court dress was considered old-

fashioned in the eighteenth century; but it nevertheless carried an element of prestige and 

grandeur, derived from its association with the court.412 ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ 

for guests to show off the latest fashions, but there was nevertheless an element of display.  

Regardless of the prevailing atmosphere on these occasions, attendees certainly used the 

levées as an opportunity to discuss political business. Quite apart from any spoken conversations, 

these large gatherings provided a useful opportunity for politicians ǘƻ ΨǊŜŀŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻƳΩΣ ǎƻƳŜǘƛƳŜǎ 

ƭƛǘŜǊŀƭƭȅΦ .ŜȄƭŜȅΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ǊŜŎŀƭƭǎ ŀǘǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜǎ ƛƴ WŀƴǳŀǊȅ мулмΥ 

[ΧLϐ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴƴŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ persons assembled that something 

extraordinary had happened ώΧϐ After some time Mr [Spencer] Perceval [1762ς1812] took 

ƳŜ ŀǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƛŘΣ ά¸ƻǳ ǎŜŜƳ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀǇǇŜƴŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ L ǿƛǎƘ ȅƻǳ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

ƭŜǘ ƳŜ ǘŀƪŜ ȅƻǳ ƘƻƳŜ ǘƻ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴΩǎ Lƴƴ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ŎŀǊǊƛŀƎŜΦέ413 

hƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƛŘŜ ƘƻƳŜΣ tŜǊŎŜǾŀƭ ōǊƻƪŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿǎ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ǊŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ incident illustrates that, whilst 

the levées were useful for the exchange of political news, they also had limitations: they were too 

public to allow confidential news or gossip to be exchanged freely. This problem is also apparent in 

aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ǊŜŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŜǾŞŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀ ŦŜǿ ǿŜŜƪǎ ƭŀǘŜǊΣ ƻƴ у CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ мулмΥ 

L ǿŀƛǘŜŘ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ ώ!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎϐ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƛƭƭ ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ƭŜŦǘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻƳΤ ōǳǘ ǘƻ Ƴȅ 

surprise the Master of the Rolls [Charles George Perceval, 2nd Baron Arden; 1756ς1840] also 

stayed after the rest of the Company were gone, & at length called Mr. Addington aside, & 

spoke to him for some time in an adjoining room. When Mr. Addington returned to me, he 

ƘƛƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ aŀǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wƻƭƭǎΩ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƘƛƳ ώΚϐ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ Common Pleas [Χ]414 

Mitford made a point of recording this exchange because he later came to believe that 

Addington had lied to him about his conversation with Arden.415 Mitford wanted to become Chief 

Justice of the Common Pleas, but Addington was trying to convince him that the job was not 

available, and thereby pressure him into accepting the Speakership. Despite his supposedly neutral 

position, in practice Addington could never completely rise above political manoeuvring, particularly 

once his transfer to the premiership was in sight. The sudden change of Speakers in February 1801 

 
412 H. GreiƎΣ άCŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ CŀǎƘƛƻƴΥ ¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ /ƻǳǊǘ 5ǊŜǎǎ ƛƴ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ-/ŜƴǘǳǊȅ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘέΣ Apparence(s) 6 
(2015), https://journals.openedition.org/apparences/1311 [accessed 07/11/2022].  
413 Bexley to Pellew, 11 July 1845. Cited in Pellew, Henry Addington 1, p. 368. 
414 GA: D2002/3/1/11, n. p. 
415 Ibid, n. p. 

https://journals.openedition.org/apparences/1311
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ŎŀǳǎŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎΥ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǳƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǳƴǘƛƭ tƛǘǘ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŀŘȅ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǾŜ мл 5ƻǿƴƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘΦ IŜƴŎŜΣ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ƘŜƭŘ 

his first levée in his own house at the Adelphi; at any rate, Abbot visited him there on Sunday 15 

February, and he noted that Pitt and Addington were also present.416 Mitford also hosted at least 

one meeting of the Record Commission at the Adelphi in March.417 Meanwhile, Addington hosted his 

ŦƛǊǎǘ /ŀōƛƴŜǘ ŘƛƴƴŜǊ ŀǎ ǇǊƛƳŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ418 He finally moved into Downing 

Street in early April.419  

aƻǊŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻǊŘ ŎƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊΩǎ 

άŜǾŜƴƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎέ ǿŜǊŜ ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭ ƻŦ ƭŜǾées in the late eighteenth century.420 Nevertheless, the above 

information certainly adds nuance to our understanding of such events at this time, and proves 

ōŜȅƻƴŘ Řƻǳōǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŜǾŜƴǘǎΦ Nevertheless, Addington must have 

been conscious of the  strain these events placed on his salary. Despite the official provision of a 

hogshead of claret, it seems that successive Speakers still had to spend large sums on alcohol out of 

their own pockets. After he had handed over the chair to Mitford, Addington sent him a letter 

ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǇŀȅƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ άIƻƎǎƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ /ƭŀǊŜǘΣ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ƭŜŦǘ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳǊ ¦ǎŜ ƛƴ 

tŀƭŀŎŜ ¸ŀǊŘέ.421 It seems that Mitford, in turn, left some alcohol behind when he moved out; in 1803 

Abbot estimated the value of the wine in the houseτά[ŘΦ wŜŘŜǎŘŀƭŜΩǎ ŎŜƭƭŀǊ ϧ Ƴȅ ƻǿƴέτat 

£2,000.422 ¢ƘƛǎΣ ƻŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀ ǘƘƛǊŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ŀƴƴǳŀƭ ǎŀƭŀǊȅΦ On the other hand, the 

ƘƻǳǎŜΩǎ ǇǊƻȄƛƳƛǘȅ ǘƻ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ [ŀǿ /ƻǳǊǘǎ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǎƻƳŜ ǳƴŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǇŜǊƪǎΦ Lƴ 

particular, the epic seven-year impeachment trial of Warren Hastings (1788ς95) was approaching its 

climax at the time he moved in.423 Temporary galleries were erected in Westminster Hall for major 

occasions such as this, and it seems that, by custom, the auditor of the Exchequer had enjoyed the 

use of the East Gallery.424 The first-floor plan dated 1803 marks an exit from the bell-tower, which 

presumably gave access to this (Fig. 1.19; numbered 1). The royal proclamation which officially 

ƎǊŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ !ǳŘƛǘƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǘƻ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƳŀŘŜ ƴƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎŀƭƭŜǊȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪer 

 
416 PRO 30/9/33, f. 87. 
417 Ibid, f. 120. 
418 Ibid, f. 91. 
419 Ibid, ff. 113, 127. 
420 Pellew, Henry Addington 1, p. 368. 
421 GA: D2002/3/1/3: John Freeman-Mitford, 1st Baron Redesdale: correspondence and professional papers, 

Henry Addington to Sir John Mitford, 3 April 1801. A hogshead is a barrel containing about 300l when full.  
422 PRO 30/9/33, f. 203. 
423 J. Bernstein, Dawning of the Raj: The Life and Trials of Warren Hastings (Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, 2000), pp. 
254ς58. 
424 W. S. Lewis (ed.), ¢ƘŜ ¸ŀƭŜ 9Řƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IƻǊŀŎŜ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ /ƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1937ς83), vol. 9, pp. 279ς80.   
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therefore found himself drawn into a tussle with the new auditor, Grenville. There was enormous 

demand for seats to view the trial; on 4 April, Addington wrote to the Lord Great Chamberlain to 

formally request the use of the Gallery.425 He was duly granted a block of seats, but Grenville must 

have negotiated with him subsequently; Addington generously gave up half his seats in order to 

ƳŀƪŜ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ DǊŜƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀǊǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ŜǾŜƴ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ƎŀƭƭŜǊȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ426 This episode serves as another reminder that, despite the undoubted 

ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭƛǎƳ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƛǊΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳƳǳƴŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇŜŀƭ ƻŦ ΨǇŜǊƪǎΩΦ  

¢ƘŜ 9ƴŘ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ  
 

The above evidence clearly shows that ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ helped Addington to enhance both the 

prestige of his role, and his personal reputation. The most important proof of his growing political 

stature during the 1790s is the increasing attention being paid to him by the King. Addington had 

met George III for the first time in March 1788; but at that time there was no reason for the King to 

take much notice of him.427 .ȅ мтффΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ƘŀŘ ŜŀǊƴŜŘ ƘƛƳ 

the prestigious accolade of a royal visit to Woodley. The pretext was a royal inspection of the 

Woodley Cavalry, a local troop which Addington had taken command of as a patriotic gesture during 

the war.428 !ŦǘŜǊ ǊŜǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘǊƻƻǇǎΣ ǘƘŜ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ǎŀǘ ƛƴ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 5ǊŀǿƛƴƎ wƻƻƳ ōŜŦƻǊŜ 

touring the gardens and taking dinner in a marquee.429 The King must have been suitably impressed 

by his reception at Woodley, for the following year he paid a visitτalbeit only a brief oneτto the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ hƴ мм bƻǾŜƳōŜǊ муллΣ The Porcupine reported that  

Yesterday in the forenoon HIS MAJESTY went to inspect the places prepared for the 

reception of the two Houses of Parliament, until the necessary alterations in their usual 

ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ǎƘŀƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘΦ IL{ a!W9{¢¸ ǎǘŀƛŘ ώǎƛŎϐ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩs house 

until the arrival of the LORD MAYOR at Westminster Hall, attended by a considerable 

 
425 Bernstein, Dawning of the Raj, p. ix; Parliamentary Archives (PA): LGC/5/1/152, records of the lord great 

chamberlain (1558ς1980): miscellaneous documents (1558ς1820), memo regarding seats in the East Gallery in 
Westminster Hall by the deputy lord chamberlain, 1794. 
426 PA: LGC/5/1/148, records of the lord great chamberlain (1558ς1980): miscellaneous documents (1558ς

1820), a grant of the use of the East Gallery in Westminster Hall by the lord great chamberlain, 1790s; LGC 
5/1/149, letter from Lord Grenville to the lord great chamberlain requesting the use of a gallery in 
Westminster Hall during Warren Hastings's trial, 13 April 1794; LGC/5/1/150, letter from the Speaker of the 
IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘ DŀƭƭŜǊȅΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇǳǘȅ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜǇƭȅΣ п !ǇǊƛƭ мтфпΤ 
LGC/5/1/151, letter from the Speaker of the House of Commons (to the deputy great chamberlain) respecting 
ǎŜŀǘǎ ƛƴ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ Iŀƭƭ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ²ŀǊǊŜƴ IŀǎǘƛƴƎǎΩ ǘǊƛŀƭΣ мо !ǇǊƛƭ мтфпΤ LGC/5/1/152 (op. cit.). 
427 Ziegler, Addington, pp. 52ς53. 
428 Ibid, p. 80. 
429 DHC: 152M/C1799/F/1, Political and personal papers of Henry Addington, 1st Viscount Sidmouth: 

correspondence and papers for the year 1799, letter from Henry Addington Jnr. to Master Hoskins, 4 August 
1799. 
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number of the populace [...] Palace-Yard [sic] was nearly filled with the people, when the 

YLbD ƭŜŦǘ ǘƘŜ {t9!Y9wΩ{ ǘƻ ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ tŀƭŀŎŜΦ430 

¦ƴŘƻǳōǘŜŘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƛǾŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǇŀǊǘƭȅ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭΥ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ 

provided a warmer and more comfortable waiting-room for the King than the notoriously cold 

Westminster Hall.431 Nevertheless, the fact that Addington played host to the King suggests that the 

{ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ǿŀǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŎǘ ŀǎ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƻƴ ŎŜǊŜƳƻƴƛŀƭ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ǾƛǾƛŘ 

ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ŀ Ǉŀrliamentary domain: 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀȅƛƴƎ Ƙƻǎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ǿŀǎ ǎǘƛƭƭΣ ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ 

palace.  

.ǊƛŜŦ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎΣ DŜƻǊƎŜ LLLΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ŀ ǘŀŎƛǘ 

acknowledgement by the King that Addington had become a politician of stature, worthy to play 

Ƙƻǎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘΦ Lǘ ǘƘǳǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ǾƛǾƛŘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΩǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 

to boost both the professional and personal prestige of its occupants. As it turned out, the 1790s 

probably constituted the high-ǿŀǘŜǊ ƳŀǊƪ ƻŦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊΦ Lƴ CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ мулмΣ tƛǘǘ suddenly 

resigned as prime minister, having faiƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƛƴ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ŦƻǊ /ŀǘƘƻƭƛŎ ŜƳŀƴŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴΦ432  

The King, knowing that Addington opposed emancipation, now urged him to form an administration; 

ǿƛǘƘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ōƭŜǎǎƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴǾƛǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ433 The subsequent history of !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

premiership (1801ς04) lies beyond the scope of this thesis, but it is noteworthy that the King 

granted Addington a life tenancy at White Lodge, Richmond Park, in addition to his official residence 

at 10 Downing Street.434 This was a striking indication of the respect and affection the King had 

developed for the former Speaker. White Lodge effectively replaced Woodley, which was sold, and 

quickly faded into obscurity. It was eventually demolished in 1962.435  

!ǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΣ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƘŀŘ ǳƴŘƻǳōǘŜŘƭȅ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ a very 

singular townhouse, which he now passed on to his successors in the office. However, ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ 

unique qualities were not immediately obvious to the outside world. Successive occupants had 

 
430 Untitled article, The Porcupine, Tuesday, November 11, 1800, p 2. The King returned to Westminster the 

following day to deliver his customary speech at the opening of the final parliamentary session (Hansard, 
Parliamentary History vol. 35, p. 495). 
431 For the draughty conditions in Westminster Hall in the eighteenth century see Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, p. 
389. 
432 Ehrman and {ƳƛǘƘΣ άtƛǘǘΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
433 ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ άADDINGTON, Henry (1757ς1844), of Woodley, nr. Reading, Berks. and White Lodge, Richmond 
Park, Surr.έ, History of Parliament Online (1986), https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-
1820/member/addington-henry-1757-1844 [accessed 07/07/2023]. 
434 Pellew, Henry Addington 1, pp. 408ςлфΤ /ƻƻƪǎƻƴΣ ά!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
435 CƻǊŘΣ ά²ƻƻŘƭŜȅ IƻǳǎŜέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 

https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/addington-henry-1757-1844
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/addington-henry-1757-1844
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recognised the dramatic scenic potential of the cloisters and undercroft, but their true historical 

significance was only appreciated by a relatively small circle of antiquaries. Moreover, the historical 

and Romantic associations of these Gothic structures were not being fully exploited. The cloisters 

remained hidden away behind anonymous red-brick façades; a casual observer, viewing the house 

from the river or Westminster Bridge, would probably never have guessed at its remarkable 

interiors. The house was undoubtedly grand, but it lacked an overall visual identity. In turn, this lack 

of visual identity made it harder for the house to develop a clear political identity: so far as can be 

ascertained, there were not yet any decorative features which firmly tied it to the office of Speaker. 

In 1801, the cloister house at Westminster was merely the house in the which the Speaker lived: it 

ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ȅŜǘ ŦƛǊƳƭȅ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ Lǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ άŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŀƴŘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ŀ 

subsequent Speakerτalong with the creative vision of a brilliant, if mercurial, architectτto 

transform the {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ƳŜǊŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴΦ436 The next chapter 

ǿƛƭƭ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ ǿƘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭƭŜŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ !ōōƻǘΩǎ 

Speakership; and it will explain how architect and client consciously exploited historicist architecture 

and furnishings in order to further elevate the political stature of the Speakership.  

 
436 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, p. 533. 
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/ƘŀǇǘŜǊ нΥ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊ !ōōƻǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ wŜōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ 

1802ς17 
 

¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊΣ ŀǊƎǳŀōƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǇƘŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

House. It was during the Speakership of Charles Abbot (1802ςмтύ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ 

extensively reconstructed to the designs of architect James Wyatt. This project allowed the Speaker 

to totally rethink both the layout and aesthetics of the house; and it will be seen that, for the first 

time, he was consciously considering how architecture, furnishing and decoration might be exploited 

in order to boost the political stature of his office. ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜƎƛƴ ōȅ ŜȄŀƳƛƴƛƴƎ !ōōƻǘΩǎ 

character and Speakership, and the circumstances which prompted the rebuilding project. Next, it 

will ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŀǘ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ DƻǘƘƛŎ 

Revival. It will then give an overview of the progress of the rebuilding project, before considering the 

form and layout of the finished house in as much detail as is available. Finally, it will consider how 

Abbot made use of the house during the remainder of his Speakership.  

The Speakerships of Sir John Mitford and Charles Abbot (1801ς02 and 1802ς17) 

Once Addington had accepted George IIIΩǎ ƛƴǾƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ ŀ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ tƛǘǘ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǘŀȅ ƻƴ ŦƻǊ 

a few weeks to allow him time to assemble a new cabinet. Addington took it upon himself to recruit 

his own successor as Speaker, thus ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ de facto control 

over this nominally-ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀǇǇƻƛƴǘƳŜƴǘΦ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ŦŜƭƭ ǳǇƻƴ Ƙƛǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ 

aƛǘŦƻǊŘΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ tƛǘǘΩǎ ŀǘǘƻǊƴŜȅ-general.437 Mitford himself was unenthusiastic.438 Despite the 

fixed salary secured by Addington, the role was not a financially lucrative one; after a successful legal 

career, aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ƴƻǿ ǿƻǊǊƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ƘƛƳ άŦǊƻƳ ǊŜŀƭ ŀŦŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǎǇƭŜƴŘƛŘ 

ǇƻǾŜǊǘȅέΦ439 However, it appears that Pitt pressured Addington into choosing Mitford for the Chair; 

 
437 wΦ DΦ ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ άMITFORD, John (1748ς1830), of Lincoln's Inn, Mdx. and Batsford Park, Glos.έΣ History of 
Parliament Online (1986), https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-
john-1748-1830 [accessed 08/09/2023]. 
438 Ibid, n. p. 
439 Gloucester, Gloucestershire Archives (GA), D2002 3/1/11, John Freeman-Mitford, 1st Baron Redesdale: 

correspondence and professional papers, Memorandum on his acceptance of Speakership of the Commons, 
1802, n. p.  

https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830
https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830
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after much persuasion, Mitford eventually accepted the post.440 This was unfortunate, because there 

was another MP who, by then, had his heart set on the Speakership: Charles Abbot.441  

AbbotΩǎ most up-to-date biographies are his entries in the Oxford Dictionary of National 

Biography and the History of Parliament. Both of these cast him as a zealous reformer, determinedly 

pushing to modernise parliamentary administration and root out corruption, though inevitably 

hampered by vested interests.442 However, this reforming zeal was tempered by a conservative 

desire to maintain the Hanoverian dynasty and the established Church. This desire was clearly 

manifested in his staunch opposition to Catholic emancipation, which he expressed in his 

controversial prorogation speech of 1813.443 Like Addingtonτand Mitford, for that matterτAbbot 

was essentially a middle-Ŏƭŀǎǎ ƭŀǿȅŜǊΦ IŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƭŜǊƎȅƳŀƴ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘǊŀǇŜǊΩǎ ŘŀǳƎƘǘŜǊΤ 

beyond this, he knew little about his own ancestry.444 In his diaries, he did his best to concoct a 

suitably respectable lineage for himself: he suggested that he may have been descended from Sir 

Maurice Abbot, a notable politician of the late-ǎƛȄǘŜŜƴǘƘ ŀƴŘ ŜŀǊƭȅ ǎŜǾŜƴǘŜŜƴǘƘ ŎŜƴǘǳǊƛŜǎΦ aŀǳǊƛŎŜΩǎ 

older brothers included an Archbishop of Canterbury and a Bishop of Salisbury, which would have 

conferred further respectability on the family.445 bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ !ōōƻǘ ŎƻƴŎŜŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ άōȅ ƴƻ 

ƳŜŀƴǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴέ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿƻǊǘƘƛŜǎΦ446 As a younger son from a middle-class family, 

Abbot had to make his own way in the world. Fortunately, he found success as a barrister, eventually 

earning £1,500 per annum from his practice (about £130,000 at 2019 values).447 However, the death 

ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ƻƭŘŜǊ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴ мтфп ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ƭƛŦŜΦ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ ǘƻƻƪ ƻǾŜǊ Ƙƛǎ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǎƛƴŜŎǳǊŜ 

office as clerk of the rǳƭŜǎ ƛƴ YƛƴƎΩǎ .ŜƴŎƘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎŀƭŀǊȅ ƻŦ ϻнΣтлл ǇŜǊ ȅŜŀǊ (almost £250,000 at 2019 

values).448 To put these figures in context, the best available estimates put the average income of a 

British family in 1803 at about £91; only about 2.5% of British families would have had an income of 

 
440 Abbot, Charles, 2nd Baron Colchester (ed.), The Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot, Lord Colchester, 

Speaker of the House of Commons 1802ς1817, vol. I (London: John Murray, 1861), pp. 226ς27; Thorne, 
άaƛǘŦƻǊŘΣ WƻƘƴέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦΤ GA D2002/3/1/11, n. p. 
441 wΦ DΦ ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ άABBOT, Charles (1757-1829), of Kidbrook, Suss.έΣ History of Parliament Online (1986), 
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/abbot-charles-1757-1829 [accessed 
08/09/2023]. 
442 /Φ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎΣ ŦƛǊǎǘ .ŀǊƻƴ /ƻƭŎƘŜǎǘŜǊέΣ ODNB (2008), https://doi-

org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3 [accessed 10/01/2023]Τ ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά!bbotΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ n. p. 
443 ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
444 Ibid, n. p. 
445 YΦ CƛƴŎƘŀƳΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ DŜƻǊƎŜ όмрснςмсооύέΣ ODNB (2008), https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/4 [accessed 

10/01/2023]. 
446 TNA: PRO 30/9/31, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers, Journal, with interpolated correspondence, 

etc., 1757ς1796, f. 3. 
447 ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
448 Ibid, n. p.  

https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/abbot-charles-1757-1829
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/3
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/4
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more than £500 per annum.449 This income enabled him to give up his legal practice and pursue a 

career in politics: he entered Parliament in 1795.450 In 1796 he made an advantageous marriage to 

Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Philip Gibbes, a wealthy Barbadian planter (and enslaver).451 Sir Philip gave 

his daughter a marriage settlement of £5000 (over £375,000 at 2019 values).452 Thus, by the late 

1790s Abbot was well-placed to climb the social ladder. 

It seems clear that Abbot set his sights on the Speakership very early in his parliamentary 

career. He showed an immediate interest in administrative reform and threw himself into 

committees dealing with expired and expiring laws, the promulgation of the statutes and the 

preservation of public records.453 This brought him to the attention of Speaker Addington, who 

became his political mentor for the rest of his career.454 !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ǊŜŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ 

endeavours and Abbot must have realised that, should the Chair ever become vacant, the 

Speakership would enable him to continue these projects on his own initiative. Moreover, Abbot 

would have been very conscious of tƘŜ ōƻƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƘŀŘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƻ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘǳǎΦ 

His mentor, like himself, had started out as an unassuming middle-class lawyer; Addington had used 

the Speakership to carve a niche for himself within the political establishment, winning the respect 

of MPs, peers and even the King himself. Previous biographers of Abbot have shown little interest in 

his social ambitions.455 This thesis, however, argues that such ambitions are key to explaining his 

ƎǊŀƴŘƛƻǎŜ ǊŜōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŘƛŀǊƛŜǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

short summary of his early life with which he opened the first volume in 1795.456 This was a 

document clearly intended to be read by future generations; which, in turn, implies that Abbot 

expected to make a name for himself. Another indication of his ambitions is the fact that, in 

September 1802, he acquired a country house and estate at Kidbrooke, Sussex. No doubt this was a 

very pleasant country retreat, but the acquisition of land was also essential to confirm his status as a 

gentleman. Chapter One of this thesis argues that the retirement peerage a was a powerful incentive 

 
449 wΦ 5Φ IǳƳŜΣ ά¢ƘŜ ±ŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ aƻƴŜȅ ƛƴ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ-Century England: Incomes, Prices, Buying Powerτand 

{ƻƳŜ tǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ /ǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎέΣ Huntington Library Quarterly 77:4 (2014), pp. 376ς77. 
450 ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
451 According to a мтул ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘΣ DƛōōŜǎ ƻǿƴŜŘ млф ŜƴǎƭŀǾŜŘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ όά{ƛǊ tƘƛƭƛǇ DƛōōŜǎ .ŀǊǘέΣ Legacies of 

British Slavery Database, https://www.ucl.ac.uk/lbs/person/view/2146643193 [accessed 20/07/2021]). Abbot 
ƘŀŘ ǾƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ƻŦ ŀōƻƭƛǘƛƻƴ ōŜŦƻǊŜ Ƙƛǎ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜΣ ōǳǘ άǘƻƻƪ ƴƻ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǇŀǊǘέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊ 
ό¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ Ŏŀǎǘ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ŀǎ 
a reformer, and his desire to accumulate wealth in order to climb the social ladder.   
452 ά{ƛǊ tƘƛƭƛǇ DƛōōŜǎ .ŀǊǘέΣ Legacies of British Slavery Database, n. p.  
453 The latter recommended the establishment of the Record Commission in 1800. Abbot took a leading role in 

ǘƘƛǎ ōƻŘȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊΦ {ŜŜ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
454 Colchester, Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot LΣ ǇΦ пнΤ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
455 ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦΤ ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ 
456 PRO 30/9/31, ff. 2ς12. 
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for Mitford: it offered the prospect of establishing his descendants as a titled dynasty. So far as can 

be ascertained, Abbot never explicitly admitted to such an ambition; no doubt that would have been 

regarded as unseemly. Yet, as Porter notes, buying an estate and cultivating political connections 

were essential steps for anybody hoping to enter the ranks of the titled nobility.457 By becoming 

Speaker and buying Kidbrooke, Abbot had taken both of those steps: this strongly suggests that his 

motive was, at least in part, to establish his own dynasty and thus give his descendants better life 

chances. However, to truly win acceptance iƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜƭƛǘŜ ŎƛǊŎƭŜ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎΣ ƻƴŜ ŀƭǎƻ 

ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ƭƛƴŜŀƎŜΥ ƴƻ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ƳƻƴŜȅ ŎƻǳƭŘΣ ƛƴ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΣ ŎƻƳǇŜƴǎŀǘŜ ŦƻǊ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ƻōǎŎǳǊŜ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ 

background. Abbot would therefore have to seek more creative ways to entrench his new social 

stature.  

¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΥ ¢ƘŜ 5ŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ wŜōǳƛƭŘ 

When John FitzGibbon, 1st Earl of Clare (b. 1748) died in February 1802, Mitford was raised to the 

peerage as Baron Redesdale and took /ƭŀǊŜΩǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŀǎ [ƻǊŘ /ƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊ of Ireland. His departure 

meant that Abbot finally secured his dream job, being elected as Speaker on 11 February, 1802.458 

Upon taking up the post, he almost immediately had to consider the need for major alterations to 

ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΦ !ǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ hƴŜ of this thesis, the house suffered from serious 

problems with damp, possibly due to inadequate foundations and drainage on the river front 

(discussed further below).459 ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мтфлǎ ƘŀŘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΤ ƛǘ ƘŀŘ 

therefore become clear that a more fundamental reconstruction of the house would be necessary. 

There is strong evidence that Mitford and Addington were, in fact, already discussing the possibility 

ƻŦ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊΩǎ ōǊƛŜŦ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇΦ !ǎ ŜŀǊƭȅ ŀǎ aŀǊŎƘ мулл ŀƴ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƛƴ The Times, 

ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎƛƴƎ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǘƻ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ IƻǳǎŜǎ ƻŦ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘΣ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

IƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ άōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǳƭƭŜŘ Řƻǿƴέ.460 In his 1809 report to the Treasury (discussed 

ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ōŜƭƻǿύΣ ²ȅŀǘǘ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƳŜǘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ aƛǘŦƻǊŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 

1801, so that their proposals could be discussed on the spot. He claims that Addington sanctioned 

certain alterations at that time, but gives no details as to what these were, although he 

ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ άƴƻǘ ǉǳƛǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ŜǾŜƴǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪŜƴΦ461 It 

 
457 wΦ tƻǊǘŜǊΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛƎƘǘŜŜƴǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅέΣ ǊŜǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ CΦ CŜǊƴłƴŘŜȊ-Armesto (ed.), England in 
the Eighteenth Century (London: The Folio Society, 1998), p. 52. 
458 Ibid, n. p.  
459 See p. 135 of this thesis.  
460 Untitled piece, The Times, 4 March 1801, p. 2. 
461 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary, Box 

2, item I. §.1. 2. c: Copy of Report to the Treasury Relating to the Works Carried on at the Houses of Parliament 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ŦǊƻƳ aǊ ²ȅŀǘǘΣ WǳƴŜ мулфΤ ŀƴŘ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ {ǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƻf Accounts for Works Done at 
ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜǎ ƻŦ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ .ŜǘǿŜŜƴ мулл ŀƴŘ мултΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
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seems probable, however, that the three men agreed to press ahead with extending the State Dining 

Room. There is evidence (discussed below) that this work was essentially complete by the time 

Abbot took the chair.462 Mitford was certainly considering further alterations, as he gave Abbot a list 

ƻŦ άǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎέ ǳǇƻƴΣ ƻǊ ǎƘƻǊǘƭȅ ŀŦǘŜǊΣ Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƛǊΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ŀǊŜ 

trivial compared to the sweeping reconstruction which Abbot would soon embŀǊƪ ǳǇƻƴΦ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ 

notes suggest making only minor alterations to the doors and passages leading into the State Dining 

Room, and a new doorway and fireplace in the cloisters.463  

Once Abbot took the Chair, he seized the opportunity to alter the house to better suit his 

political and social objectives. In terms of his modernising political agenda, one of his most 

important objectives was to give MPs easier access to relevant information. His work on the Record 

Commission supported this aim, by facilitating easier access to historic records; but he also wanted 

to ensure that MPs could easily obtain more recent documents, particularly parliamentary papers 

such as Bills, reports and accounts.464 The House of Commons had been accumulating written 

records like these for more than two centuries, but there had never been a dedicated library space 

in which to house them. Some were stored in a warehouse in Abingdon Street, while others were 

scattered throughout the palace, in closets and wardrobes, wherever space could be found for 

them.465 ¢ƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ŘŜŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƘŀŘ ƭƻƴƎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘΥ ƛƴŘŜŜŘΣ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ мтфпς95 

proposals for a new House of Lords chamber would have included a joint library for both Houses.466 

However, by the turn of the century no concrete steps had been taken to provide one. Eventually, 

Abbot resolved to set aside the western range of the upper cloister ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ŘŜŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ άPublic 

LƛōǊŀǊȅέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ atǎΦ467 Lǘǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊΣ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

be convenient for MPs; and they would be able to access it without having to pass through the rest 

of ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ Iouse. Although it is not mentioned in his initial instructions to Wyatt (discussed in 

detail below), he must have made this decision quite early on, as he discusses the creation of the 

 
462 WΦ ¢Φ {ƳƛǘƘΣ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ άŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜŘ ƛƴ ōŜŀǳǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴŎŜέ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ aƛǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ 

tenure, which adds weight to the theory that some alterations were carried out at this time. See Antiquities of 
the City of Westminster (London: T. Bensley, 1807), p. 258. See also pp. 132ς33 of this thesis.  
463 ¢b!Υ twh олκфκмпΣ .ƻȄ оΣ ƛǘŜƳ LLΦ ϠΦпΦнΦ ƪΦΥ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ōȅ [ƻǊŘ wŜŘŜǎŘŀƭŜΣ мт 

Feb 1802, n. p. 
464 TNA: PRO 30/9/15, Charles, 1st Baron Colchester: Papers, miscellaneous letters, letter from George 

Whittam to Abbot, 8 July 1809, n. p. 
465 D. Menhennet, "The Library of the House of Commons: The First Sixteen Years," in H. S. Cobb (ed.), Essays 

Presented to Maurice Bond (London: HLRO, 1981), p. 44. 
466 S. E. Sawyer, Soane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity, 1789ς1834 (PhD thesis, 

Columbia University, 1999), p. 172. 
467 TNA: PRO 30/9/33: Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester, Papers: Journal, with interpolated 

correspondence, etc, f. 463. 



101 
 

Library in his end-of-year diary summary for 1803.468 !ōōƻǘΩǎ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ŀǎ 

ǘƘŜ άPublic LƛōǊŀǊȅέΣ ǘƘǳǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŦǊƻƳ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŎƭƻƛǎǘŜǊΤ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ 

no evidence that it was open to the general public, and it seems far more likely that it was only open 

ǘƻ atǎΦ !ōōƻǘΩǎ άPublic LƛōǊŀǊȅέ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ōǳǘ the cloister ultimately proved too 

small for the purpose. Investigations in the aftermath of the 1834 fireτin which about two-thirds of 

ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜŘτmake clear that many items remained scattered 

across odd corners of the palace (despite the construction of a dedicated Library building in 1828).469 

Lǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀƭƭŜǊȅ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǇǊƛƴǘŜŘ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ 

were concentrated; indeed, there was sometimes a duplication of holdings across multiple locations. 

For example, a letter from George Whittam, clerk of the journals, to Abbot in 1809 mentions four 

copies of the pre-¦ƴƛƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǇǊƛƴǘŜŘΥ ƻƴŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ DŀƭƭŜǊȅΣ ƻƴŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ WƻǳǊƴŀƭ 

Office, one for the British Museum and one for official house of the clerk of the journals.470 

bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ !ōōƻǘΩǎ άPublic LƛōǊŀǊȅέ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇǊƻǇŜǊƭȅ-

organised library for the House of Commons; and it was certainly an important forerunner of the 

official libraries of both Houses. ¢ƘŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ ƘƻǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ 

ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ōŜŜƴ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ hƴŜΤ !ōōƻǘΩǎ άPublic LƛōǊŀǊȅέ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

ƘƻǳǎŜΩǎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘΦ471 

However, there is also clear evidence that Abbot was attempting to elevate his social status 

ŀƴŘ ŎŜƳŜƴǘ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŀƳƻƴƎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎΦ !ōōƻǘΩǎ ǇŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ǿƻǊƪ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ 

him into contact with many of the richest and most powerful men in the country;  those from old-

established families could usually boast an impressive family seat. When he first took the Chair, 

Abbot was not universally respected.472 In part, this was because he had alienated many powerful 

people during his brief tenure as Chief Secretary for Ireland (1801ς02).473 However, it seems that, in 

some cases, there was an element of personal snobbery as well. Lord Mintoτnée Sir Gilbert Elliott, 

!ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƻƭŘ ǊƛǾŀƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊǎƘƛǇτŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōōƻǘ ƘŀŘ άǘƘŜ tournure of a clerk [Χ] 

ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƻŦ ŀ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊέΦ474 If Abbot was to win the respect these critics, he would surely have 

ǿƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǎǘȅƭŜ ōŜŦƛǘǘƛƴƎ ŀ ƎŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΦ ¢ƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

 
468 PRO 30/9/33, f. 182. 
469 Menhennet, άThe Library of the House of CommonsέΣ ǇǇΦ псς48. CƻǊ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ [ƛōǊŀǊȅ ǎŜŜ /ƻƭǾƛƴΣ 

YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, pp. 527ς30. 
470 PRO 30/9/15, letter from George Whittam to Abbot, 8 July 1809, n. p. ²ƘƛǘǘŀƳΩǎ Ƨƻō ǘƛǘƭŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ ōȅ 
The Royal Kalendar: and Court and City Register for England, Scotland, Ireland and America, for the year 1814 
(London: J. Stockdale, 1814), p. 104. 
471 See pp. 81ς82 of this thesis.  
472 ¢ƘƻǊƴŜΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ Ǉ. 
473 Ibid, n. p. 
474 National Library of Scotland: Minto MSS, 11054, fol. 14Φ vǳƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ²ƛƭƪƛƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ōōƻǘΣ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎέΣ ƴΦ ǇΦ  
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opportunity to make an impressive architectural statement; and, given its prominent location at 

Westminster, MPs could hardly fail to notice it. Moreover, a major rebuilding of the house would 

ƻŦŦŜǊ ŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŜǉǳƛǇ ƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŜƴǘŜǊǘŀƛƴƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘǳǎ ŎŜƳŜƴǘ Ƙƛǎ 

position as the public figurehead of the House of Commons. Both these objectives, however, could 

quite easily have been accomplished by a mansion in a Classical style. To understand why a Gothic 

idiom was adopted, it is necessary ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊΣ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ 

developments at Westminster and the progress of the Gothic Revival at the turn of the nineteenth 

century.  

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ DƻǘƘƛŎ ±ƛǎƛƻƴΥ The Architectural Context 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǿƛŘŜǊ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ 

remodel the Palace of Westminster. It had long been obvious that the medieval palace complex was 

no longer adequate for the requirements of the legislature. Ideas for remodelling or replacing it had 

been circulating for decades before Wyatt arrived on the scene, but successive politicians struggled 

to find the moneyτand the political willτto get these schemes off the ground.475 The most 

important proposals were a series of designs prepared by William Kent in the 1730s.476 These 

schemes were designed in the then-fashionable Palladian style (a strict interpretation of 

Classicism).477 Ultimately, only one Palladian edifice was actually erected at Westminster. This was 

the Stone Building, a relatively modest office block, designed by John Vardy and located immediately 

to the west of Westminster Hall. This was constructed in stages between 1755 and 1770.478 In the 

мтфлǎΣ ƛǘǎ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǿƛƴƎ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǳƴǊŜŀƭƛǎŜŘΣ ŀǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ƛƴ ŀ мтфо ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ ōȅ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ 

(Fig. 2.1).  

 
475 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 39ς71. 
476 H. M. Colvin (ed.), ¢ƘŜ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎΣ ±ƻƭΦ 5: 1660ς1782 (London: HMSO, 1973), pp. 416ς25; 

Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 31ς32, 37, 39ς50Φ {ŀǿȅŜǊ ŀƭǎƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ !ŘŀƳ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊǎΩ ǎǇŜŎǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ 
projects for a new Palace (ibid, pp. 80ς85).  
477 For a full history of the Palladian movement, and its distinction from the Neoclassical movement which 
followed it, see J. Summerson, Architecture in Britain 1530ς1830 (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1977), pp. 317ς
46, 359ς80, 407ς13.   
478 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 5, pp. 425ς31. 
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During that decade, however, the idea of a wholesale reconstruction of the palace appeared 

to gather momentum. In 1794, a House of Lords committee commissioned Soane to make plans to 

enlarge their chamber.479 As Sawyer explains, the ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎΩ ŎƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ 

ambiguous, and did not explicitly mandate any new construction.480 Moreover, {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎǎ 

about ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎΩ commission give a misleading impression about the scope of the project, implying 

the Lords envisaged a total reconstruction of the entire palace complex.481 Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ 

commission only related to the House of Lords itself; it was not part of his brief to make proposals to 

alter or replace the House of Commons, or any other part of the palace.482 Nevertheless, it is well-

known that Soane had a longstanding ambition to build a great parliament complex, and this drove 

ƘƛƳ ǘƻ Ǉǳǘ άǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǎǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎΩ brief.483 He therefore began to 

develop ideas for remodelling the wider palace complex, including the House of Commons.484 

However, the Lords effectively abandoned the project in 1795, most likely due to the economic 

 
479 For the full circumstances of this commission, see Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 116ς53. 
480 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 148ς49. 
481 See, for example, J. Soane, A Brief Statement of the Proceedings Respecting the New Law Courts at 

Westminster, The Board of Trade, and the New Privy Council Office, etc., etc. (London: James Moyes, 1828), p. 
17; here he ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ άƻƴŜ ǳƴƛŦƻǊƳ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎέ. 
482 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 148ς49. 
483 Ibid, pp. 91ς92, 148ς49. 
484 Soane admitted ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǘŜǎǘƛƳƻƴȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ муоо ŎƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ 

ƘŜ ƎŀǾŜ άƭŀǊƎŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎέ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜ ό{ŜƭŜŎǘ 
/ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΩ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΣ Report (1833 269) p. 5). This committee will be discussed 
further in Chapter Three.    

Fig. 2.1: Office of John Soane, Stone Building, St Margaret's Street, Elevation of entrance front, 

мтфо όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΦ Lƴƪ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ǳƴŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳ ό{a 

37/1/5). 
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stringency caused by the war with France. Although Soane was apparently told that the project was 

ōŜƛƴƎ άŘŜŦŜǊǊŜŘέ rather than cancelled, there is little, if any, indication that the Lords showed any 

serious interest in reviving his schemes after this date, despite his continued lobbying.485 

 Nevertheless, Soane continued to develop his schemes on a purely speculative basis.486 

These designs will be discussed in more detail in Chapter Three, but they were all in Neoclassical 

ǎǘȅƭŜΣ ƛƴ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΦ487 In light of the later conservationist criticisms 

ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ proposals would have involved radical 

ŀƭǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΩǎ ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜ tŀƛƴǘŜŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊΦ 5ŀǘƛƴƎ 

back to the thirteenth century, this was situated towards the south-east of the palace complex, 

overlooking the river and close to the old House of Lords.488 At this time it was used as a conference 

chamber for the two Houses.489 {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ мтфпς95 proposals indicate that he 

would have totally remodelled the interior in a Classical style (Figs. 2.3, 2.4).490 Admittedly, it was not 

ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊΩǎ ƳŜŘƛŜǾŀƭ ǿŀƭƭ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜŘΣ ƘƛŘŘŜƴ ǳƴŘŜǊ ƭŀǘŜǊ 

whitewash.491 bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ŀǎ /ŀǇƻƴΩǎ мтфф ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǿǎ όCƛƎΦ нΦнύΣ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻƳ ǎǘƛƭƭ ǊŜǘŀƛƴŜŘ 

ǎƻƳŜ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƻǊ ŀƴŘ ǿƛƴŘƻǿ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘǎΦ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǾƛŜǿ 

suggests that most, if not all, of these features would have been removed. In later years Soaneτ

ǿƘƻ ǿŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŀƴ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪτdownplayed this element of his 

ǎŎƘŜƳŜǎΣ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎƛƴƎ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘ Ƙƛǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƘŀǇŜƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ 

Houses.492 Nor, it seems, was Soane candid with Carter when they discussed the subject in the late 

1790s.493 Although later historians have sometimes portrayed Soane as being more sympathetic to 

conservation than Wyatt, this evidence strongly suggests that his attitudes to conservation and 

 
485 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 203ς07. 
486 Ibid, pp. 325ς29. 
487 Ibid, pp. 153ς96. 
488 P. Binski, The Painted Chamber at Westminster (London: The Society of Antiquaries of London, 1986), pp. 2, 

9ς11. 
489 Ibid, pp. 2, 9-11. 
490 CƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƻƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊǎ ǎŜŜ {ŀǿȅŜǊΣ Soane at Westminster, pp. 

158ς59. Sawyer also notes that Kent had previously proposed a scheme to classicise the interior of the Painted 
Chamber in 1730 (ibid, pp. 41ς42).  
491 Binski, The Painted Chamber pp. 2-3Τ tΦ bΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ άWƻƘƴ /ŀǊǘŜǊ C{! όмтпуς1817): A New Corpus of 

5ǊŀǿƛƴƎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ tŀƛƴǘŜŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊέ (op. cit.), pp. 1ς30. 
492 Soane, Brief Statement, p. 17. 
493 Sawyer, Soane at Westminster, pp. 218ς19. 
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ΨǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴΩ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǎƻ ǾŜǊȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘΦ494 This hypothesis is also supported by his demolition of the 

old House of Lords in 1823, a move which attracted some criticism from MPs.495  

 

 

 
494 {ŜŜΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ wΦ IƛƭƭΣ άΨtǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ ƭƛƪŜ Dǳȅ CŀǳȄΩΥ ǘƘŜ !ƴǘƛǉǳŀǊƛŀƴ LƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ /ƘŀǇŜƭΣ 

Westminster, 1790ςмуотέΣ Architectural History 59 (2016), p. 260. 
495 Colvin, YƛƴƎΩǎ ²ƻǊƪǎ 6, p. 521. 

Fig. 2.2: William Capon, Painted Chamber, 1799: interior view looking east with Trojan War 

tapestries shown, 1799, watercolour on paper, 191 x 235mm. London: Parliamentary Art 

Collection, WOA 1648. 
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Fig. 2.3: office of John Soane, Palace of Westminster, House of Lords, Design, 1794: Section 

όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΣ мтфпΣ ƛƴƪ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎƘ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ слс Ȅ млмлƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳΣ {a όфрύ 

16/6/1. 
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Carter was not the only enthusiast for medieval architecture in the 1790s. Over the course of 

the eighteenth century, Great Britain had witnessed a significant (though by no means universal) 

revival of interest in the Gothic style.496 It is beyond the scope of this thesis to fully trace the 

development of Gothic houses during this era, but it is important to acknowledge the influence of 

Horace Walpole. Strawberry Hill was long assumed by historians to be the first Gothic Revival house 

in England, but this is now known to be false: for example, Peter Lindfield has highlighted Henry 

tŜƭƘŀƳΩǎ IƻǳǎŜΣ Esher Place, Surrey, designed by William Kent in the 1730s.497 Nevertheless, 

Lindfield ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜǎ {ǘǊŀǿōŜǊǊȅ ŀǎ άŀƴ ƛƴŘƛǎǇǳǘŀōƭȅ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƳƻƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ DƻǘƘƛŎ 

wŜǾƛǾŀƭέ.498 ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ approach to Gothic architecture was undoubtedly influenced by Walpole, but 

there appears to be a consensus among historians that he ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ ǎǘȅƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ 

greater archaeological accuracy.499 This is particularly demonstrated by Lee Priory, Kent, designed by 

Wyatt for Thomas Barrett and built c. 1782ςурΤ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛǘ ŀǎ άŀ ŎƘƛƭŘ ƻŦ 

 
496 Brooks, The Gothic Revival, pp. 51ς104. 
497 P. N. Lindfield, Georgian Gothic: Medievalist Architecture, Furniture and Interiors, 1730ς1840 (Woodbridge: 
Boydell, 2016), pp. 2ς3; tΦ bΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ άΩ²ƘƛƎ DƻǘƘƛŎΩΥ !ƴ !ƴǘƛŘƻǘŜ ǘƻ IƻǳƎƘǘƻƴ IŀƭƭέΣ ƛƴ WΦ /ƻǳǘƻǳΣ WΦ {ǘƻōŀǊǘ 
and P. N. Lindfield, Politics and the English Country House, 1688ς1800 (Montreal: McGill-vǳŜŜƴΩǎ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ 
Press, 2023, pp. 101ς22. 
498 [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ ά²ƘƛƎ DƻǘƘƛŎέ, pp. 2ς3. 
499 aΦ aΦ wŜŜǾŜ ŀƴŘ tΦ bΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ άά! /ƘƛƭŘ ƻŦ {ǘǊŀǿōŜǊǊȅέΥ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎ .ŀǊǊŜǘǘ ŀƴŘ [ŜŜ tǊƛƻǊȅΣ YŜƴǘέΣ The 
Burlington Magazine 157 (2015), pp. 836ς42; J. M. Robinson, James Wyatt: Architect to George III (New Haven: 
Yale University Press, 2012), pp. 220ς23; Summerson, Architecture in Britain, p. 404. 

Fig. 2.4: office of John Soane, Palace of Westminster, House of Lords, Design, 1794: Section, 1794 

όŘŜǘŀƛƭύΣ ƛƴƪ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎƘ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŜǊΣ смн Ȅ мнмнƳƳΦ [ƻƴŘƻƴΥ {ƛǊ WƻƘƴ {ƻŀƴŜΩǎ aǳǎŜǳƳΣ {a όфрύ 

16/6/3 
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{ǘǊŀǿōŜǊǊȅ ǇǊŜǘǘƛŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊŜƴǘέΦ500  The relative paucity of visual evidence for the interiors of 

²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ŀǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ 

ŀǊŜ ǘǿƻ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ may derive from Strawberry. One is his use of 

lighting and atmospheric effects in the cloisters; the other is his extensive use of black lacquer 

furniture. Both of these are discussed in more detail below.501 

 Wyattτlike other Gothic Revival architectsτwas also heavily influenced by Picturesque 

aesthetics. It is difficult to precisely date the emergence of the Picturesque as a clearly-defined 

aesthetic philosophyΤ {ǳƳƳŜǊǎƻƴ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭ tƛŎǘǳǊŜǎǉǳŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘέ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜƎƛƴ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ 

mid-1790s.502 However, there can be little doubt that Downton Castle, Herefordshire, built c. 1772ς

78 by Richard Payne Knight (Fig. 2.5), was a house which embodied Picturesque principles.503 For the 

purposes of this thesis, the important point is that Picturesque theory championed asymmetry and 

irregularity, in contrast to the Classical ideals of symmetry and proportion.504 This allowed architects 

to experiment with inventive new forms of massing. At Downton the multiplicity of towers, of 

varying heights, widths and depths, creates a varied skyline and brings movement and variety to the 

façades. Robinson suggests that, during the 1790s, Wyatt began to place an increasing emphasis on 

massing.505  .ŜƭǾƻƛǊ /ŀǎǘƭŜΣ wǳǘƭŀƴŘ όŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜƎǳƴ мулмΤ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ƛƴ мунуΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ 

death; Fig. 2.6) provides an excellent illustration of his ability to employ irregular massing on a grand 

scale.  However, Wyatt was equally capable of contriving similar effects in smaller buildings. 

Consider, for example, his proposal for Shoebury Castle, Essex in 1796 (Fig 2.7).  Although 

ǳƴŜȄŜŎǳǘŜŘΣ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎƘƻǿǎ ƘƻǿΣ ƛƴ wƻōƛƴǎƻƴΩǎ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ΨŎŀǎǘƭŜΩ ŘŜǎƛƎƴǎ ǊŜƭƛŜŘ 

ƻƴ άŀǎȅƳƳŜǘǊȅΣ ƛǊǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ ƳŀǎǎƛƴƎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǇƭŀƴǎΣ ƎŜƻƳŜǘǊƛŎŀƭ ŦƻǊƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƳǇƭŜ 

castellation, rather than elaborate ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎƛǎǘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭƛƴƎΣ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǾŜȅ ǘƘŜƛǊ DƻǘƘƛŎ ǎǇƛǊƛǘέ.506  Although 

the Shoebury design remained unexecuted, Robinson argues that Norris Castle, Isle of Wight (1799) 

and Pennsylvania Castle, Dorset (1800) are comparable in their reliance on massing rather than 

ornament.507  Like Downton, Shoebury relies heavily on its three towers, of varying shapes and sizes, 

to achieve its Picturesque effect. As discussed below, Wyatt would use towersτor rather, 

 
500 W. S. Lewis (ed.), ¢ƘŜ ¸ŀƭŜ 9Řƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IƻǊŀŎŜ ²ŀƭǇƻƭŜΩǎ /ƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ (New Haven: Yale University Press, 
1937ς83), vol. 12, p. 111. 
501 For discussion of lighting effects, see p. 184 of this thesis. For discussion of lacquer furniture, see p. 169. 
502 Summerson, Architecture in Britain, pp. 473ς75.  
503 Ibid, pp. 473ς75. 
504 Summerson, Architecture in Britain, p. 403; Brooks, The Gothic Revival, p. 93. 
505 Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 231ς32. 
506 Ibid, pp. 231ς32. 
507 Ibid, p. 232. 
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projections from the façade, styled as towersτǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ŀ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ Ǿƛǎǳŀƭ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŜŀƪŜǊΩǎ 

House.508 

 

 

 
508 See pp. 250ς51 of this thesis. 

Fig. 2.5: unknown artist, illustration of Downton Castle, Herefordshire, c. 1880. Ink on paper, 

dimensions unavailable. Published in The Rev. F. O. Morris (ed.), The County Seats of the 

Noblemen and Gentlemen of Great Britain and Ireland, vol. 5 (London: William Mackenzie, c. 

1880), facing p. 71. 
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Fig. 2.6: M. J. Starling after T. Allom, South Front of Belvoir Castle, Leicestershire, published in The 

Rev G. N. Wright, The Gallery of Engravings, vol. 1 (London: Fisher, Son & Co. 1845), facing p. 17. 

Fig. 2.7: James Wyatt, Shoebury Castle (Essex): Design for a castellated house, unexecuted, 

probably a remodelling, for Sir John Smith Burges Bart, 1797. Ink on paper, dimensions 

unavailable. London: RIBA drawings collection, SB71/WYJAS[13](1-2). © RIBA Collections. 
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!ƴƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ²ȅŀǘǘΩǎ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊ ǎŎƘŜƳŜτnot previously acknowledged by 

historiansτis the University of Oxford. Wyatt undertook numerous building projects there from the 

1770s onward; this would have brought him into contact with the austere late-medieval or Tudor 

Gothic style typical of many Oxford college buildings.509 The cloister of Magdalen College (c. 1474ς

80) is typical of the genre, with its simple crenelations, square-headed windows and minimal 

ornament (Fig. 2.8). In 1791 Wyatt proposed a new quadrangle for Magdalen; its style clearly 

derived from the original cloister, although it was much larger in size (Fig. 2.9).510 By the end of the 

decade, Wyatt had evidently realised that this style could also be adopted as a suitable model for 

government buildings. All the new buildings Wyatt designed for Westminsterτboth executed and 

unexecutedτshow clear signs of this collegiate influence, as discussed below.511 

 

 

 
509 A. Dale, James Wyatt (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1956), pp. 81ς87; Robinson, James Wyatt, pp. 195ς218. 
510 Wyatt also proposed a Tudor Gothic scheme for Balliol College at the same time; but ultimately, neither 

were executed. See H. M. Colvin, Unbuilt Oxford (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1983), pp. 87ς89, 107. 
511 See p. 151 of this thesis. 

Fig. 2.8: the Cloisters, Magdalen College, Oxford, c. 1474-80. Photograph by Fr Lawrence Lew OP; 

reproduced under a CC BY-ND-NC 2.0 licence. 
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Collegiate buildings like Magdalen provided a useful model for Gothic architecture in an 

urban context. Nevertheless, within the realm of domestic architecture the Gothic Revival had 

hitherto been confined almost entirely to country houses or villas. This is not to say that London 

townhouses of the period were exclusively Classical: ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 5ŀƴƛŜƭ DŀǊǊŜǘǘΩǎ ǊŜƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Strand façade of Northumberland House (completed c. 1752), has been described as an early 

example of Jacobean Revival.512 Nevertheless, only a single eighteenth-century London townhouse 

was constructed in Gothic throughoutΥ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƳƻǳǎ άtƻƳŦǊŜǘ /ŀǎǘƭŜέΣ bƻΦ му !ǊƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘΦ .ǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ 

1757ς60, with design input from Sanderson Miller, Sir Roger Newdigate and Richard Biggs, the 

ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ƻŦ DƻǘƘƛŎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǘŀǎǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΩǎ ƻǿƴŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ Dowager 

Countess of Pomfret, who was a notable enthusiast for Gothic design.513 Moreover, Classicism 

ŀǊƎǳŀōƭȅ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ΨŘŜŦŀǳƭǘΩ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ƻŦ ǎǘȅƭŜ ŦƻǊ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ during the 

eighteenth century. Admittedly, Gothic had been adopted for some relatively minor projects: for 

 
512 A. Aymonino, Enlightened Eclecticism: The Grand Design of the 1st Duke and Duchess of Northumberland 
(New Haven: Yale University Press, 2021), pp. 66ς69. 
513 {Φ CǊŜŜƳŀƴΣ ά!ƴ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘǿƻƳŀƴΩǎ IƻƳŜ ƛǎ IŜǊ /ŀǎǘƭŜΥ [ŀŘȅ tƻƳŦǊŜǘΩǎ IƻǳǎŜ ŀǘ му !ǊƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘέΣ 
Georgian Group Journal 20 (2012), pp. 87ςмлнΤ ²Φ IŀǿƪŜǎΣ ά²ŀƭǇƻƭŜ wƛƎƘǘ ƻǊ ²ǊƻƴƎΚ aƻǊŜ ƻƴ bƻΦ му 
!ǊƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘέΣ Georgian Group Journal 21 (2013), pp. 204ςммΤ tΦ [ƛƴŘŦƛŜƭŘΣ ά¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘŜǎǎ ƻŦ tƻƳŦǊŜǘΩǎ 
DƻǘƘƛŎ wŜǾƛǾŀƭ CǳǊƴƛǘǳǊŜέΣ Georgian Group Journal 22 (2014), pp. 74ς94. 

Fig. 2.9: James Wyatt, design for the Great Quadrangle at Magdalen College, Oxford, 1791 

(unexecuted). Watercolour on paper, 550 x 950mm. Oxford: Magdalen College Archive, 

FA16/2/1AD/. Reproduced by permission of the President and Fellows of Magdalen College 

Oxford. 














































































































































































































































































































