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Abstract

The thesis provides the first detailed study of the origlndlJS I {1 SN & | 2dzaS SAGKAY (O
Westminster. In 1794, the Speaker of the House of Commons appropriated a large mansion which

stood immediately adjacent to the Commons chamber. During 4@®2he 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 irithhospitality and sociability, both official
and unofficial. It will also explain how successive Speakers used the increased prestige of their office
G2 &adzZlJL2 NI GKSANI LISNB2YlFf FYOoAGAZ2YaA F2NJ a20AFt |
helped tre Speaker to consolidate their position as the symbolic figurehead of the House of

Commons.

I NOKAGSOGdzNY tfex GKAA (KS amawvhichgvastiully editaged@ Sy G NI ( ¢
by his patron, Speaker Ablioto adopt a Gothic style for his alterations. It will consider the reasons
for his choice, and the loag SNXY A Y LI OG 2F KAA& 62N}l ® LG oAttt | fa;:
relation to contemporary debates about architectural conservation, for which tteceaf
2 SAGYAYaAalSNI g1 & + AAIAYATFTAOLY(H FElFaKLRAYGd ¢KAE
changing attitudes to arétectural style and conservation in early nineteesgbntury Britain. It
I NBdzSa GKFG 28F00Qa AYOdSNBSYy(A?2ypala®KeafigdR G KS N
ySéF2dzyR aSyasS GKFIG D20KAO 41a GKS WLINRLISND adef
of buildings, and for Parliament as an institution. This newfound sensibility ultimately determined

the design of the present Palace of Whagtster.
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Introduction

Monday 2¢ [June, 1814]X | L2 y Y d fondbtiledzi@eror and Grand Duchess in

the Gallery of my hougethe Emperor took me by the hand and made fine speeches.
Wilberforce took his coffee with mswhilst we dined below upon the preparations made for

the Royal Visitors.

It is a remarkablynderstateddiary entry.Most people would be astonished if they came
home from work to findhe Tsar of Russia dheir landing; still more sif one of the most famous
MPs of the daythen dropped by for a cup of coffe¥etfor Charles AbboVP, Speaker of the House
of Commons 180217, episodes like this werequite literallyt | £ £ Ay I In Rhed&l4 the 2 NJ &
Allied sovereigns had gathered in London to celelrgieematurely, as it turned oat the end of
the Napoleonic warsélt was probably no surprise to Abbot that some of these royal vigitdisar
Alexander [r. 180%25), his sister the Grand Duchess Catherine Pavl{l/ng8;1819) and King
Frederick William Il of Prusgia 179%40)t decidedto visit the House of Commons and witness the
spectacle of a parliamentary debaté. KSy 2y S NBIFftAasSa (GKFG GKS {LISH
door to the Commons, it becomes less surprising that Abbot found the Tsar waiting for him when he
OFrYS K2YSao 't (GKS alFryYySz GKS {LISIF{SNRna &BSNERS RAL
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
RNJ LISNR& RIdAKGISNP LG ¢ 2 dasRasa GgodrichesSiopic hag 3 | L2 Ay
had a respectable education at Westminster School and Christ Gl@xtdrd before being called to
the Bar at the Middle TemplThis achievement was followed bylucrative legal careér.
Neverthelessit mustbe remembeked that Britain had a rigid class hierarchy in the long eighteenth
century, even relatively wealthy middielass individuals often found social advancement diffitlilt.
Abbot, during his boyhoodhadseriously imagined that he would one day be shaking hands with

emperors, then he would have been an unusually ambitioasd optimistia little boy. His meeting

I London: The National Archives (TNA) PRO 30/9/35, Charles ABlzrdn Colchester: papgrdournal, with
interpolated correspondence etc., 18415, f. 378

2E. A. SmithGeorge I(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1999), ppc33i8

3PRO 30/9/35, f. 378Inless otherwise stated, the birth and death dates of all individuals referred to in this
thesis (and the regnal dates of monarchs) have been taken fror#ferd Dictionary of National Biography
(hereafterODNB, https://www -oxforddnb-com; or, for foreign nationals, thEncyclopaedia Britannica
https://www.britannica.com/ [Bothaccessed 05/09/202B

4 C. Wilkinson¢Abbot, Charles, first Baron Colchesteg®DNEB(2008) https://doi-
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/faccessed 05/10/2022]

5Ibid, n. p.

bwd t 2NISNE 9y 3IfAaAK {20ASGe Ay andekSmestd (BiENGSyidtke / Sy G dzN.
Eighteenth Centurfl.ondon: The Folio Society, 1998), p. 52
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with Alexander | wasade 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 ayfitemue in which to

K2zald &a4dzOK YSSUAy3Iaod ¢6SY0dé pedbedhr adSpdaenNBenrii KS ¢ & N
Addington (in office 17941801), had appropriated a large mansion immediately adjacent to the

House of Commons. This gave the Speaker arialffesidence 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
{ LIS 1 SNR& | 2 dzayear pedod Yt the holsa wias ToLjustla &enue for grand state
occasions: it was also a family home and a place for entertaifosg friends. Hence, the visit of
William Wilberforcg1759;1833) veteran MP and abolitionist leader, seemed no more remarkable
to Abbot than that of the Tsar. Indeed, Wilberforce was a aegighbour of the Abbots, having
leased a house in Old Palaced{@and, since he was famously hospitable to fellow MPs, Abbot
would surely have had no hesitation in returning the favblndeed, Addington had also played
Kzald (2 2At0SNF2NOS |4 GKS {LISI1SNRE |1 2dzaS Rdz2NRAy

Abbot was a meticulous recosiceeper. His diaries contain an extraordinary daily record of
SOSNEOo2Re ¢K2 @QA&AAGSR 2NJOFffSR 2y KAY Fid GKS {L
throughout most of his fifteeryear tenure. Understandably, these diaentries are usually brief,
often recording no more than the name of the caller; but the Tsarited a more descriptive entry.

Nevertheless, on this occasion Abbot provides no description of the building in which their
encounter took place. By 181deK+ R 0SSy tA@Ay3 0 (GKS ;gHabl { SNRa |
thusbecome an everyday sight, requiring no special comntgatvever twenty-first-century

readersmight not have the contextual knowledge of the old Palace of Westminster which Abbot

G221 F2NJ AN yGiSR® ¢KS &Ll O0S sKAOK KS RSaONAROGSE Y
dzLJLISNJ aid2NBe 27F {0 { (&adpléofremendicular Sathic rbliteEturé y S E |j dzA
dating back to the reign of Henry VIII. Indeed, one contempaatiguaryt John Carte(1748;

1819) who will figure prominently in this thesisR Sa ONR 6 SR (i theSmo€ beAukifdl 1 SNA | a ¢

7 A. Wright and P. SmitiParliament Past and Present: A Popular and Picturesque Account of a Thousand Years
in the Palace of Westminster, the Home of the Mother of Parliameatsl (London: Hutchinson & Co., c.

1902) pp. 6%70.

8R.I. Wilberforce and S. Wilberforceye Life of William Wilberforceol. 2 (London: Seeley, Burnside and
Seeley1838), p.140. Abbot mentions in his dairy (PRO 30/9/35, f. 378) that a debate on the slave trade had
originally been scheduled fohat day, but was cancelled due to Lord Castlereagh being ill.
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specimen of Gothic architecture which this country has to boast®f/en more remarkable is the

fact thatt despite the ravages of the 1834 fire, and the sweeping rebuilding progratimane
followedt 6 KSaS Of 2AaGSNRA aGtAftft adNWBAGS® | SYYSR Ay 0S5
the new House of Commons buildings, they are invisible from outsidpalaee; and, since they

have never been opened to the general public, most visitors to Westmirestegiinunaware of

their presence. In recent decades they have been used as offices, but in the late 2010s they were
clearedto facilitaterestoration works (Fig.1)° Unfortunately, the onset of the COV4I9 pandemic

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

eventually be put to.

9J. CarterSpecimens of the Ancient Sculpture and Paintmg2 (London: J. Carter, 188 pp. 2&29.
V9 f AT F06SUK | | 8CothiySlupay AaitKE Gy R S{ G { §SLIKSY Qén n/myZAa i SNE 2
Parliamentary Historg1:2 (2022)pp. 272,302
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Fig.l.1Y

{a

{GSLIKSYyQa /t2AaGSN) 6t 26SN) 6SaRL@ !
UK Parliament/Estates Archive
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¢KS Of2Aa0SNR YAIKEG FFHANIE& 0S RSAONAOSR Fa dl
they were not its only remarkable feature. The house also incorporated part of the medieval
dzy RSNONR TG 2F {iG {GSLKSyQa / KrdtdiyobthexBape g A y 3 i K¢
0SSy O2y@SNISR (G2 &aSNBS Fa GKS | 2 dze®l ugdércrdft2 YY 2y a (¢
wassubsequenthtddzi (G2 | GF NASGe 2F dzaSa o0dzi>s Rdz2NAy3I GKS
its eastern end served as hisafst Dining Room. Indeed, it may have been in this space that the
GLINBLI N} GAz2ya F2N) 0KS NRelf QGraridz2NEéE 6SNB AR

undercroft survives: it was restored in the nineteenth century as a chapel forlotises of

Parliament (Fig. 1.2}.

Fig.l.2: the Chapel of St Mary Undercroft, Westmins@rUK Parliament/Estates Archive.

TKS {LSIF1SNDna 1 2dzasS st+a y20G4 2dzad 'y FaaSvyofl 3
more modern elements. In 1802, Abbot instigated a magaonstructionof the entire housewhich
saw much of its existing fabric pulled down and replaced. The arclvitetiarge othis project was
James Wyat(1746;1813) Today, s 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 thmost fashionable and soughfter architect of late

g | |t f IStMafy Yridérdtolt, 15a@ay T nY al RdzZ f A2NNR2¥ERBROOf SAAl adAC
(forthcoming)
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eighteenthcenturyBritain, and the personal favourite of King Georg.1176@1820)*In 1796,

2 3 | (stat@savas cementeby his appointmento the highlyprestigious office ofurveyor-general
andcomptroller2 T (i K Svorké X BreVioussurveyorgenerals had includeduch architectural

titans as Inigo Jong4573;1652; in office 161&43)and Sir Christopher Wrgi1632;1723; in office
166%1718)“ly (G KS YAy 3ANa& | thipfidiniest MEbgnSetis statud & a0 KS FANERG

I NOKAGSOGO 2%t INGSI Y& y2aRI2ivie@a INBF GSad IATE o1 a KA
career as a neoclassicist, and proved himself equally capable of imitating both thedegbhative

Adam style, and the more restrained manner of Sir William Chan{h@23;96; surveyoigeneral

and comptroller 178296).° However, in his later years Wyatt became increasingly interested in

Gothic architecture, and it was this style which he adopted for his work at Westmindtee

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 thattheld{ LIS { SNDa | 2dzAS Aa y2¢ |ttt odzi dzyly:
political and architectural historians. This thesis will attempt to tell the story ohihisseand, more

importantly, to demonstrate its significance within wider histories of politics and architectuaten |

eighteenth and early nineteentkcentury Britain.

Literature review

¢CKS {LISF]ISNRa 1 2dzasS airda G GKS AYyiSNASOlAZ2Y 27
all been comparatively neglected by historians. Firstly, there is the Speakership itself. Arguably,

t KAt A LI ThelOffime Rf&SEEakEr964) is, to date, the only attempt at a comprehensive history

of the office, as opposed to the individual offibelders’®WIl YSa | £ SEI| yTRSNasafl yy Ay 30
the Speakers of the House of Commdnsy p n 0 | YR | NITKedBNdakenBf thg'Hobise 4 Sy i Q2
of Common$1911) have a principally biographical foé¥8.R ¢ | NR [¢d&SY X 4834 { SNDRa / Kl
(1900) is a lightweight work, essentially anecdotal rather than histofiddlere has been more

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

2], M. Robinsonlames Wyatt: Architect to George(Nlew Haven: Yale University Press, 2012), pp. 37, 247
BH M.Colvin(ed)y KS 1 A&ai2NE 27F (KS ¢Malyandon: HMSON]9E3L p.472f @ LY MT
“4H M.Colvin(ed)y KS | A&i2NE 2 WolilIKi88§1M660yFPRRIf ontlod: MIMAC, 1975), p. 406
andVol. V: 1661782(London: HMSO, 1976), p. 469

15 Robinson,James Wyattp. 257.

18 Robinson,James Wyattpp. 3%43; ColvinY A y 3 Q a6, 2 &3] a

17 Robinson,James Wyattpp. 21247.

8P, LaundyThe Office of Speak@rondon: Cassell, 1964)

193, A. ManningThe Lives of the Speakers of the House of Com¢hondon: E. Churton, 1850); A. |. Dasent,
The Speakers of the House of Commn{aosdon: John Lane The Bodley Head, 1911)

20F, Lummis¢ KS { LIS | {LSnNdD:AT. FiskebnivilJ1900)
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LINE OSRdzNB = LI NI PrecaiehtdNd tRe Prwee&dihgslinithé Bldbide bf Cam(hdas)

and the first edition of Erskine May (1844) contain many valuable insightsarBt 2 NNDhedl { Q &
Unreformed House of Commofi®03) considers the Speakership in the context of the wider history

of the House of Commons up to 1834. S i S NJ ¢TKe2HSusé dR@ommons in the Eighteenth
Century(1971) gives a much more #p-date analysis of the Speakership from a procedural and
politicakhistorical point of view; yet, curiously, it largely neglects Addington and his succésisors.

2010, the journaParliamentary Historpublished a special issue entitl&peakers and the

Speakershig? This provided some useful case studies, but again, it largely neglected the specific

Speakers Addington, Mitford, Abbot and MannetSuttort with whom this thesis igprincipally

concernedIn 2013 Matthew LabapublishedMr Speaker: the Office and the Individuals since 1945

As its title suggests, thisookfocuses primarily on the recent history of the role, bypribvides a

useful overvievof the presentday duties and expectations of the offiteNeverthelessall these

works have largely failed to addresee { LIS { SNR& RdziASa 2dziaiRS G(KS / Kl
except in regard to very recent decades. In particular, there has been little discussion of the
{LISF1SNRa 2GSNEAIKG 2F GKS /2YY2yaQ | RYAYAAaGNI GA
associatd with this. Moreover, none of these works has addressed the social history of the

{ LIS {SNBKALI Ay lyé RSLIIK®P ¢KSNBE NP aA3ayArATaolyi
functions, particularly his l&es and parliamentary dinners. Evendedtention has been paid to

successivg LIS {1 SNBQ AYyF2NXIf &a20AFf AYyiSNIOGA2Yya 6AGK

The latter problem is compounded by the notable shortage of biogesplurthe Speakers
of our time period. This thesis is primarily concerned with four Speakers: in addition to Addington
and Abbotthese areSir John Mitford (in office 18@02) and Charles Manne&utton (in office
1817-35).Athree-volumeLife and CorrespondenoéAddington was published by his smmlaw,
George Pellewin 18472 This was followed by aedited S NB A 2 Yy Hafyaido 60 2 (1 Q&
Correspondencg@ublished by his eldest son in 18&1Since thenthe only standalone biography to
F LILISE NI KFa 0SSy tAddingtanidublisihe8 65§ NdaGxfond Bittihnarg of

2LE. Porritt,The Unreformed House of Comm@@ambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1903), pp 8845

22p, D. G. Thoma$he House of Commons in the Eighteenth Cef@xford: Clarendon Press, 1971)

Bt o { S¢g | SpeakérsSaRdithie Speakership: Presiding Officers and the Management of Business from
the Middle Ages to the 21st Centdrnspecial issu€arliamentary Histor29:1 (2010)

24M. LabanMr Speakerthe Office and the Individuals Since 19486ndon: Biteback Publishing, 2013)

25 G.Pellew The Life and Correspondence of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidéneoith (London: John
Murray, 1847).

26 CharlesAbbot, 2'¢ BaronColchester (ed.)The Diary and CorrespondenceCtifarles Abbot, Lord Colchester,
Speaker of the House of Commons X8®&17, 3 vols.(London: John Murray, 1861)

27p, ZieglerAddington: A Life of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmawetidon: Collins, 1965)
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National Biographyrovides entries for all four Speakers, but these are relatively Btigfe
relevant volumes of thélistory of Parliamenprovide detailed entries for all four individuals, but
their focus is principally on their activities within the House of Commons, rather than their personal

lives?®

Fortunately, there is a substantial body of eighteentmtury social history which can
LINE BARS O2yGSEG F2N) GKS &a20Alf I aLISthisthesB®il 6 KS { L
exploreA d (GKS SELX 2AGFGA2Y 2F GKS { LS| |Ehglihfsdciely & |y
in the Eighteenth Centuy My H 0 | NHdzr 6f & NBYlIAya GKS Of SI NBai
hierarchy, and the barriers to social mobility, in this&a.Sy St 2 LIS Pdwardi th&€ f R Q a
Professions in Britaif1995) provides a case study of the social status of lawyers in the long
eighteenth century; this is relevant because all the Speakettiérabegan their careers in the
legal professiodl I Yy I K TbheNBBau Bl@hde: Fashionable Society in Georgian L¢2ab8)
LINE GARSA |+ LI NIAOdz NI & 3J22R AYUNRRAZOGAZY (2 DS?
precisely the social group that middétéass Speakers like Addington and Abbot were attempting to
break into®? To date, however, the role of politics in social mobility during the long eighteenth
century has received relatively little attention. i$thesis therefore presents the office of Speaker

during the late Georgian era as a case study.

Another relatively neglected aspe2t¥  KS { LiSthefaSmidstrative? t S
responsibilities within the House of Commons. Some work has been done on the administrative and

housekeeping staff of the Houses of Parliament dutiregperiod of this thesisincluding Orlo

28 ndividual articles are as followd: E. CooksodAddington, Henry, first Viscount Sidmouth (125844%
(2009),https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/15M. S. GreedMitford, John Freemad first

Baron Redesdale (17¢8830¥ (2008),https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:0dnb/18857

Wilkinson,6Abbot, Charles 6 2 LUk M Jacibdsatibn, Charles Manner§l7551828% (2006),
https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/1796FAll accessed 29/09/202P

29The most important entries are those from the 124820 volume, as followSADDINGTON, Henry (1757

1844), of Woodley, nr. Reading, Berks. and White Lodge, Richmond Pak, Surr.
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1794.820/member/addingtorhenry-1757-1844
Wal¢Chw53ZcWY2oKyo 3 ety AyO2fyUda LyyT aRE® yR .| GaFf2NR
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/179d.820/member/mitfordjohn-17481830 GABBOT,

Charles (17571829), of Kidbrook, Susshttps://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790
1820/member/abbotcharles17571829 MANNERS SUTTON, Charles (7®45), of Lincoln's Inn, Mdx.
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1794.820/member/mannerssutton-charles1780-1845

C2NJ ! RRAy3Iili2yQa SINIeée Qowling®eN aSS KAad SyiaNBR Ay GKS wmTp
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/addingtorhenry-1757-1844 For

Charles Manner§ dzi G 2 y Q& € I G SNJ OF NBSNblums:S KAa SyaNE Ay (GKS wmyt
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1824.832/member/mannerssutton-charles1780-1845

[All accessed 29/09/202p

0t 2NISNE a9y 3ItAaK {20AS0eévry GKS 9AIKISSYGK / SyldzNEé X
31p. CorfieldPower and the Professions in Britélimndon: Routledge, 1995), pp.vEa.

32H. GreigThe Beau Monde: Fashionable Society in Georgian Lg@udord: Oxford University Press, 2013)
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> At EAFYaQa 0221 2y (GKS Ot SNAOIt 2NHFyAaldGAZY 2°F
article on theserjeantat-aNYy 8 Q a (i RBFFo S@IME 0K S { LIS {1 SNR& NBf I (A

officials whether formal working relationships, or informal social onegemain largely unexplored.

Turning to the architectural side tiis thesis there is already a large body of work covering
the old Palace of Westminster. Above all there is the magisterfala G 2 NB 2 F (edit;d YA Yy 3 QA&
by Howard Colviand published between 1963 and 1982Zlume six (17824851), ceauthored with
J. Mordaunt Crook and M. H. Port, is the most relevanhi® thesis** Other general sources for the
2f R tlfFOS AyOf dzRS ThalTogographytof thelOM BEddse oN\Camh@Es3)]l LIK
the introductory surveys to the relevant volumes of tHestory of Parliamerit + yR al NJ / 2f f A
article for theJournal of theBritish Archaeological AssociatidhHowever, some aspects of the old
t It O0OS KI®S 06SSy NBaSHNOKSR Y2NB (K2NRdAKfe& GKIy
0SSy @OSNE GK2NRdzZAKf& NBaSINOKSR GKFyla G2 GKS NE
Parliament/University of York). This watdl 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
lFEETLY {YAGKQA 62N)] 2y {0 {G0§SLKSyReéomn@fio2 AaiSNBE |y
KAdG2NE 22 {USIESKKBIYRESY 02 GSNER N@d &9 2 NR KIS DA
t K5 LINP2SO0G gAff |RRNBaa GKS KAal2NBR 2F GKS {4 ¢
until their appropriation by the Speaker in 1794; she has already published some information
through theVirtual St Stephenslog?’ These works provide many useful details about some of the
AYRAGARdIZ f o0dzAft RAy3a ¢KAOK Yem&rBscamdoram@e { LIS | SN 3
detailed history of the house as an entity. To date, there have been very few works devoted
ALISOATAOIE TR (2 GKS {LISIF]1SNNRa | 2dzasSe {dzOK f AdSNT
post1834 house rather than its Georgian gezessorArthur Oswald described KS Wy Sig Q K2 dz&d S

330. C. WilliamsThe Clerical Organisation of the House of Commons,¢1864(Oxford: Clarendon Press,

1954)JC{ I Ayiliez a¢KS {dzw2NRAYLl (S cpyip AallianedaryHEE253S NB S y i |
(2006)

34Colvin,Y A y 3 Q &I (vp2 dit] Far the old Palace of Westminster see pp.c85.

350. C. WilliamsThe Topography of the Old House of Comnfanpublishedmonograph 1953); M. Collins,

GThe Topography of the Old Palace of Westminster, 15884 = Ay 2 ® w2 RgBfofvi(eds.y R ¢ ® ¢ &
Westminster Part Il: The Art, Architecture and Archaeology of the Royal Platexcdn: Routledge, 2016), pp.

210c44. The most relevant volumes of thiistory of Parliamentre 1790;1820by R. G. Thorne
(https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surveys1 79820 1986) and 1820;32 by D.

G. Fishethttps://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/research/surveys/surve$8201832 2009. [Both

accessed 06/10/202p

BE Biggs, 0 {GSLIKSyQa /2ttS3S3 2SadYAayal S8 Woodbrigel £/ KI LIS
Boydell Press, 2020)

37K. Wright,St Stephen's College and the Palace of Westminsterg1698: Politics, Patronage and Space

(PhD thesis, University of York, forthcoming). For the VSS blddtseg/www.virtualststephens.org.uk/blog

[accessed 19/10/2022]
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an article forCounty Lifein 195138 This was followed bjlexandre2 S R 3 ¢ 2offi®apaidebook

which appearedn 19942° Colvin provided a very brief history of the old house inYhe Yy 3 Qsa 2 2 NJ
GKAES AlGa dzZ GAYIFGS FIGS &1 ahistArBct DNB d® Chiisyine / || NB f Ay
Ridiny R WI Ol dzSTheHyguSesiwarRainghB Kistory, Art, Architectuf2000) includes

a brief overview of both the old and new housg©ther recent works have honed in on particular

aspects othe old houseIn 2003, Hugh Roberts wrote an articletba Gothic furniture Wyatt

designed for the housaliscussed in Chapter Tw#)Then in 2019, Stephen Daniels published his
NBaSINOK 2y | dzZYLJKNBe wSLli2y Q& TmRvwarlk fdvdmagea 2 F (K S
useful contributions to our knowledge of the house, but thegstill aclearneed for a

comprehensive history.

Several architects worked at the Palace of Westminster over the years, and most of them
have beenwelNE & S| NOKSR 08& KAAG2NRAlIyaod /I NRtAyS {KSyiGz2
palace(2016) exploreshe respective contributions of Sir Charles Bdtry95;1860)and A. W. N.
Pugin(1812;52)* The latter has also benefitted from an excellent biography by Rosemafy $iill.
John Soane was involved in numerous projects during the last years of thalatd thesewill be
discussed in Chaptesvol YR ¢ KNBS® | 26S@GSNE { Sty {l g@SNDa t K5
comprehensively examingd2 I Yy SQa& Ay @2t @S Y Shépresénkvioik wil & G YA y a i S NJ
attempt to duplicatethis.*® Instead, this thesis will focus principally on James Wyatt, whose career
was long neglected by historiario datew2 Ky al NOAY w20 A Y difuidodbtedy2 y 2 3 NI |
the most detaiégdF YR o6 f I yYOSR | OO2 dzy & Pridrio tiispWyatth&ana t A S | yR
benefitted from only a single staralone biography, published by Anthony Dale in 183¢either of

Bl d hagltRI a¢KS { LIS TANIDER30 RovrinBeE1931 p. 47690y &4 G SNE =
3¥A.WedgwoodDdzA RS (2 § KS (LOndd®:IHMSONIDA4) | 2 dza S

40Colvin,Y A ¥ 3 Q 36, pp.B3EB54 C. ShentorThe Day Parliament Burned Doy@xford: Oxford University

Press, 2012). i & { KSyilG2y 6K2 Rdzo006SR GKS {LISF{SNBE | 2dzaS | 4|
4/ @ WARAY3IAI 5¢ [/ KdzNOK | yR [/ ®Ridrigadd B Riding edsThé Moksss of LIS 1 S NI
Parliament(London: Merell, 2000), pp. 196212

2 o w2 ISMTEE 2 &dk (G Qa CdzNY A (G dzNB  Fudhinite Hikt&Bot (2003}, tpO 2 F 2 Sa il Y.
108

Bl 5FYyAStaT GCNRY (KS { LIS 1 SNRA& The LonderSGaMen2BRAQIDe y Q&4 RS &
pp. 74;85.

4 C. Shentona NJ . | NN®xfa: Oxfbrd\Wniversity Press, 2016)

BRHILD2ROQAa ! NOKAGSOGY t daAAY | yIBndankAfen LadeAX0RR y 3 2F w2 Y| yi
463, SawyerSoane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity,cllBSB (PhD thesis, Columbia
University, 1999 SS ' f a2 {lF ge&SNRa LldzoftAaKSR I NIAOftSa 2y 2Sa
2 S5SaGYAYaluSNY ¢KS | lAhitdctral &#istengoZ1B96DMpEWME T L yR> a5 St dza A 2
National Grandeur: Reflections on the Intersection of Architecture and History at the Palace of Westminster,
178%Mm y o TiranZactions of the Royal Historical Soci&y2003), pp. 23750.

47RobinsonJames Wyatfop.citYp { SS | f 42 w20Ay a2y QFhekjaiishd NE 2F (KS 2¢
Architectural DynastyOxford: Oxford University Press, 1979)

48 A, DaleJames Wyat{Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1956).
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0KSaS 2N} a RAaAOdzaasSa GKS {LISFE{SNR& 1 2dzaS |G Sy
works at the Palace of Westminst&The earlier historiography éf & | {(afttitéctureis discussed

AY w2 olatrgdaic@ioh @rid need only be briefly summarised hef&Suffice to say that Victorian

and early twentiethcentury historians 6 K SN (1 KS& RA & OdzatdgénRrally @ I GG Q& 4 2
adopted adismissive or derogatory attitud®.To some extent tis prejudice against Wyatt reflected

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

the quality of eighteenthand nineteenthcentury Gothic buildings according to their archaeological
accuracy’?/ 2y aSljdzSSyadtes 2@eradQa D2GKAO 62N] NBOSAOGSR
level of archaeological accuracy demanded by later, Victorian Gothic Revitalistan example of

GKA& | G4A G dzR SHistarykofithe S@hic Révivadid Ashritigs, ®értfordshig & | G G Qa

last major country houseuilt 180&mn 0 X | o6F O1 KF yRSR O2YLX AYSy(l o@& :
SEKAOAGA y2 °210yi NI&ZS OS5 NI &zt Midiyma s (GKS F NOKF S2¢t 234
was reassesséd a series of articles by John Filédnhis@A Sg > LINRP2SOiGa &dzOK | & 2
GAYLINROBSYSyiGaég G2 bSg ¢98)firfdi€amSthat Wyatbddd capabilebffa2 NR O M T
KAIKSNI RSINBS 2 previbusalitickh&dybéeh Ardparéddo criédtlh sécent years,

Peter Lindfield and Matthew Reeve have continued this line of arguraiintg Lee Priory, Kemt

designed by Wyatt for Thomas Barrett in the gdif80g as an advance on the level of accuracy

achieved by Walpole at Strawberry HilNevertheless, Victoriaprejudices against Wyatt have

continued tofilter through to more recentissessmentdistoricaljudgements ohis worktend to be

dismissive at best and derogatory at worst. For exa@mple! Y RNSF CNBRSNA O] aSy Of |
approach to Gothic in the design of the new Palat@estminstes I & G Y2 NBE aSNRA2dza¢
had beert thus implyingd K G 2 & GG Q& | LILINPIawykr desdrilied ¥ B GG @4 SNA 2 dz
AYGSNBSydGAz2ya a +ty aFSadKSGAO YR FRYAYAAUGNT GAC
[ 2NR& Tl el RS Fa &3AiyY ONEveénRoObinkoy iRadend &itSrhptto defgrid thig | & G & ¢

49 Robinson,James Wyattpp. 273;74; Dale James Wyattpp. 11%;25.

50 RobinsonJames Wyattpp. ixgx.

5L bid, pp. ixgx.

52 M. Hall (ed.)GothicArchitecture and its Meanings, 156830(London: The Georgian Group, 2048). &

15.

53 RobinsonJames Wyattpp. ix;x; Hall,Gothic Architecture and its Meanings,7¢10.

54C. L. Eastlaké History of the Gothic Revihkicester: Leicester University Press, 1970), p. 75.

S5 M.Frew{ 2YS hoaSNBI GA2ya 2y WIFQ$ &iotrdal ditheBaciepafi KA O { (&t
Architectural Historiand1:2 (1982), pp. 14h T YR W&o ad CNBHI aD2UGKAO Ay ¢NI
at New College Chapel, Oxford, 12881 ThE Burlington Magazing26 (1984), 678+683+6839.

BCNEGZ aD2UKAO AYy ¢NIYyaAldA2yEé LIIP cyoZ cydd

Sa® a® wSS@®S IyR t® bd [AYRFASEIRI aa! / KATheR 2F {GNJI 60
Burlington Magazind 57 (2015), pp. 83é42.

%l @ CNBRSNAO1&SYy> bt NIAIFIYSydQa DSydzia [20AY ¢KS t2fA
(eds.),The Houses of Parliamemt, 104

%9 SawyerSoane at Westminstep, 274; ShentoriThe Day Parliament Burned Dovmn 13.

N

23



Fr el RS aléAy3a GKFG AG ol OKASGOSROWWKISIthE S G 2F f 22
criticisms2 ¥ 2 @ (G Qa Y I r¢buiHiSgpr§ettiianctiie candtr&tional quality bfsnew

buildings,are probably not unjustified as will be discussed in Chapter Twibdoes not necessarily

follow that Wyatt put no thought into his initial designs for thefhisthesismakes a serious

FGGSYLIWG G2 dzyRSNRAGFYR yR FaaSaa GKS dzyRSNIeAy3

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;
/ KNA & sThHBdhic K&Yival999) remains probably the best recent overviégwlichael J.
[ S6AaAQa HnNnnH 0221 A& aAYAtHowevek the lasOwoldscadesthave dza K & €
witnessed a significant increase in scholarly interestiny new work$iave appearediealing
specifically with Georgian Gottacchitecture and furnituren ¥ G0 KS&ASX tGordad] [ AYRTAS
Gothic: Medievalist Architecture, Furniture and Interiors, £18@0(2016) is probablyhe best
general history of the subjecthe more recen€ambridge History of the Gotlaovers the long
eighteenth century in its first volume, but its focus is primarily literary and cultural rather than
architectural®® Perhaps the most important contribution to the-saluation of Georgian Gothic
OF'YS FTNRY aiOKLI St GathlcArthileaturSaRditd Maanings?1 53830 @a02)
Hall challenged theontinuingtendencyof historiansto judge Gothic buildings according to their
archaeological accuracy, a bias unconsciously inherited from Victorian Gothic Revivalists like
Eastlaké® 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 plac@ He argued that the archaeological inaccuracies of
Georgian Gothibuildingsmight not, in fact, besrrors, but deliberate choices, made in a conscious
effort to adapt the style to suit the needs of the eighteenimd early nineteentkcentury world.
Thisargument has been taken up by subsequent historians, notably Christopher Webster in his

recent work on Georgian church&towever there has still not been any serious attempt to apply

50 RobinsonJames Wyattp. 273.

61 C. BrooksThe Gothic Revivéllondon: Phaidon, 1999)

62M. J. LewisThe Gothic Revivélondon: Thames & Hudson, 2002).

63 A. Wright and D. Townshend (edS.he Cambridge History of the Gothic, VoGothic in the Long Eighteenth
Century(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2020), p. 18.

64 M. Hall (ed.)Gothic Architecture and its Meanings, 1§%830(London: The Georgian Group, 2002), pg; 11

14.

SFrew, 2YS hoaSNBIGA2ya 2y WHYSa 28FdGQa D2OKAnGE {Geft S¢
(op. cit.).

6/ & 2850a0dSNE & I (6Bbsdufely WiBtshed2 NJ KideO IC DA YzY LIK 2 F wl GA2Yy €
Architectural Historg0 (2017), pp. 147481
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this analysisté & | @R (BG& YAYaG SN odzAft RAy3as | yR LI NI AOdzZ | NI
more surprising because the choice of Gothic for the 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 Shertff@®awyer addresses the stylistic debates surrounding

theoldpt £  OS RdzZNAy 3 AdGa& FAYylIf RSOl RfassEachetads rakhara LINA Yy
GKFYy 281 G0Qa BP2EKRND XBAUOSHNBIERY®P2NI I Y2NB RSGF AT S

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

GKSNE KIFIa y24 &Si 0SSy lFye RSi{lIAfSR Iyﬂhef‘é a 27
{LISF{1SNRa | 2dzasS LINR2SOGz IyR a GKS NBLINBaSyl
22+ G03Qa ONRIRSNJ a0OKSYSao

At the turn of the nineteenth century, debates about the Gothic style were inextricably
linked to disputes about architectural conservation. Indeed, contempaatiguarieg particularly
Carter and John Thomas Sm{iiY66;1833)x provide important contemporary descriptions of the
{LSIF1SNRa 1 2dzasSz +ta ¢Sttt I a ONJnnOthebeanb@iaridsS y G I NR €
KIgS GKSyaSt@gSa 6S02YS (KS & dzo 2 AdiguaeX200dpaadi 2 NA O f
w2 aSYl NBA Y1SA&f (@0YipyoBde &xcellent overviews of the history of antiquarianism in
Britain/®/ NE FdhfGarter and the Mind of the Gothic Re\i%885) provides a short biography of
22l 00Qa OKAST FydGlFr3az2yrads gKAtAad 1 AftQa | NIAOES
antiquarian activities at Westminstét However, existing histories of antiquarianism are usually
GNRAGOSY FTNRY (KS | yyat idihvhidaldydramedds negative @andedS = | y R
because he made controversial alterations to several important medieval builéHigenlargement
2T GKS 1 2dz2aS 2F /1 2YY2Yya 6 AGKAGg01),akdBis restondiofsd { G { G S
Salisbury and Durham cathedrals (1783 and 179§1805 respectively) have proved particularly

72 @ W w 2PNltics AndAA&KATchit@ctural Competition for the Houses of Parliament, lIS®#%E ~

Victorian Studie47:2 (1973), pp. 158.75;M. H. Port (ed.)The Houses of ParliamefNew Haven: Yale

University Press, 1976%hentona NJ . | NN@pid) 2 | NJ

BC2NJ { I g8SNNRa RAaOdzaaAiAzy 2F 28l 00Qa RSSoar@yit LIKAf 2342 LK
Westminsterpp. 214;16.

89 3. T. SmithAntiquities of the City of Westminst&r KS ht R t It F OST {d {dSLKSyQa /KI
Commons) &c. &¢London: T. Bensley, 180Qarter refers to the Palace of Westminster in numerous letters
andcolumnsinth® Sy i f SYI y T4 KaAlad IRISAlyrSf SR RSaAONALIIA2ya 2F GKS

K A Rursuits of Architectural Innovatiércolumns, Nos. XXV (70:1 (1800), pp.cB29, XXVI (70:2 (1800), pp.

723¢25), CX (77:2, 1807, pp. 623) and CXI (77:2 (1807), pp. Z38).

OR. SweetAntiquaries The Discovery of the Past in Eightee@#ntury Britair{London: Bloomsbury, 2004);
RHlEAYSQa 2AGySaay | Aad2(MNBdork Fengwif, 8020)3S 2F w2YlIyGdA0OAay
J. Mordaunt Crook]ohn Carter and the Mind of the Gothic Revikah@lon: W. S. Maney, 1995); Rosemary

Il AffX a6t NPOSSRAY3 fA1S Ddz2 CldzEéY GKS ! yiAlgdzr NAI Yy Ly
My o Aréhifectural Historp9 (2016)pp. 253¢279.
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contentious?L G Aa OSNIIFAyfe (GNMHzS GKFEG 2@l dGddQa It adSNI GA
YSRAS@GIt FSIF{idzNBaz yz2ilofte (GKS gttt LIAYyGAYyIE 27
actions attracted heated criticism from some of his contempesrparticularly Carte2 & I (G Qa
controversial restorations have given rise to the-fpeated epithetot?2 8 G i X ( K*8isRSa (i NP ¢
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 Wga2t.NJ SEI YLIX S 2yS 2F /| NI
0KS {LISI 1 SND& (RS drd SIRPIRIINSESRRralEHuld be noted, howevéhis

indicates that Carter saWyatt asmerely one among many architects and patrons who took a

similar approach to historic building restoration in this ¢@imilarly, PugidescribedWyatt as

ddestructiveé A ¥841KbdokThe True Principles of Pointed or Christian Architeét(itee
WRSAGNRE&SND WBdddySekesal historiadn thie SvBnfieth and twentyfirst centuries

and iteven appearsn the Encyclopaedia BritanniddBy perpetuating this label, historians have,

I NHdz 6f @ X A YLIX A OejorativechsBclessatiannal/d /&t andihisldrchiteddmal

practice{ AYAf I NI 82X ¢gKAfald 2elGidQa RSaAGNHOGAZ2Y 2F (KS
undoubtedly regrettablehistorians have tendedt8 Yo 2 R& / | NI SNDa LISNE2Y |t |y
their own writings The destruction of the{ (i { ( S LIKatihGsthasdtén befen framed as an

act of revenge motivated by malice against Carter and the Society of Antiquaries (particularly in
NEaLlyasS G2 /I NISNRA& LINBEJA 2 dz&8 Maufice Bektindgsfitésihgt 3 2 F 2 &
GLG FEYy2ad FLIWISENBE Fa AT KAa 6K2fS LlzNLIR2AS o1 a
0KS (2N eNANEDSSRAY I [ClamsS Kbz aTebaAEE G223 f 6 KS 2 LI
NB@PZSy3dS KAYASET T2N KA FCoaddofusl KIS 242 NFRR dNSO $ WS4
describing this episod&.Whilst the destruction of the paintings was certainly regrettable, none of

these criticchaveever explained how Wyatt could have fulfilled his brieamely, to enlarge the

House of Commons within its existing shellithout destroying the painting® In any case,

2HillLe A YSQa pp.Bxi5p $A6B, 781

For an overview of the antagonism between Carter and Wyatt see Q@zoter and the Mind of the Gothic
Revivalespecially pp. 230.

" See, for example, HID 2 RQa | NIDKShy&IDENE at Westminstep, 252; CrookCarter and the

Mind of the Gothic Revival, 23.

WD /[ FNOISNI OgNAGAY I a aly ! NOKA(GSOUG DSy Gcf ¢SKYS yt QoaNE dzi G &
Magazine,70:1 (1800), p. 734.

6 A. W. N. PuginThe True Principles of Pointed or Christian Archite¢tmedon: John Weale, 1841. 62

7 See, for examplel. ClarkThe Gothic Revivalb S ¢ |, 2NJ Y / KI NI Sa { RN RN@a {2y
Architect p. 69 SawyerSoane at Westminstep, 252;Encyclopaedia Britannica
https://www.britannica.com/biography/JamegVyatt [accessed 06/10/2032

"8 RobinsonJames Wyattpp. 22%29.

1bid, pp. 11Q14.

O] Affx a4t NPOSSRAY3I [A1S Ddz2 CldzEé X LI® Hcn®

81 Mordaunt Crook,JJohn Carter and the Mind of the Gothic RevigaB7.

82 See also pp. 1286 of this thesis.
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Robinson has already made the point that it is unfair to siigy@att2 dzi F2 NJ WRSa G NHzOG A @S
l'da KS Ldzia AGZ 2@FGd 61&a ay2 Y2NB NIYXRAOFE |yR Ay
{02G0 I yR 20KS N¥ Mok Onpathtiylthg tedBgiliagaxe bdady cannot

SELX FAY G4KS ONBIGAGS | aLlSdioald b2 ftilettiedeny thad&yats 2 N |
had some significant personality flaws, notably his chronic disorganisation which (as discussed in

Chapter Two) certainly had an impact on his work at Westmiriétéeverthelessthe perpetuation

2F /FNISNDRE KAIKE& LI NIAFE OKI NI OGSriled GAZ2Y 2F 2
FaasSaaySyid 2F 28l G0Qa yS¢ D2GKAO odzif RAy3a |G 2

N

destructive actions, but ivill placea greater emphasis on his creative vision and make a genuine
effort to understand this omisown terms.
ra ¢Sttt a GKS adeftradAro KradzaNeE 2F GKS D20K;
viewed within the architectural and social context of the London town house. This is yet another
subject which was, for many years, comparatively neglected. iy'Jo { dzY Y Geéddgiamf endon
(first edition published 945) traced the architectural evolution of the classic terraced town house,
YR &aAldzZ GSR Al 6AGKAY GKS dzND PpanCrigkéhdnknd 2 F [ 2 Y F
Neil Burton further developed this analysidlifie in the Georgian Cif¢990),whichwent some way
to setting the London townhouse into its social cont&tintil recently there had been few case
studies of individual housebut the last few years have seen an upsurge in interest. Recenswork
KIS AyOf dzZRSR ! RNAI y2 |SiDvke shil Puehess of KartifunBeNdnd,JK 2y { K
AYyOf dzZRAY3I | &AddzoadlydAiAlrt aSOlA2y 2y Db2NIKdzYoSNI |y
Strand Palaces (also 2021 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 SusannaQuessiz and
Kate RetfordThe Georgian London Townhouse: Building, Collecting and O@pi#8), which
addresses the importance of townhouses as sites for display of artistic and other collections.
However, the role of the townhouse in sociabititynd particularly political sociabilityremains
relatively undetNBE & S NOKSR® LG Aa fad2 AYLRNIFYydG G2 NBYSY

83 RobinsonJames Wyattp. X.

#C2NJ FaaSaaySyda 27F 22l (YixQa3 Q6 NG 286, &nd Rdoiksbrlayiesa aSS / 2 ¢
Wyatt, pp. 303;12.

85 ] SummersonGeorgian LondofLondon: Pleiades Books, 194Bhis book went through several editions;

the most recent, edited by Howard Colvin, was published in 2003 (New Haven, Yale Universityilress).

original version has been usaudthe preparation of this thesis.

86 D. Cruickshank and.MBurton, Life in the Georgian Citzondon: Viking, 1990)

87 A. AymoninoEnlightened Eclecticism: The Grand Design of #izuke and Duchess of Northumberland

(London: Paul Mellon Centre, 2021); M. Gudrc2 Yy R &yldea Milé: The Great Houses of the Strand,
1550;1650(London: Paul Mellon Centre, 2021).
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ways, atypical of London townhouse development. It was not a purdes&ned building, and it

was unusual at least among Georgian and later townhouses being remodelled ithe Gothic,

rather thanthe Classicalstyle. 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 developmgaiso recognises its

peculiarities.

The Aims of this Thesis

¢KS {LISIF1SNDna 1 2dAaS 61a | odAftRAYI Ay HKAOK | NOK
purposes. Successive Speakers consciously exploited the house to serve their own political and social
agendas, and, where necessary, they modified it todresuit 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. Italaadie

acknowledged that n#er politicians nor architects operate in isolation from wider society.

Therefore, it is inevitable thahis thesiswill touch on elements of social history, too.

In political terms, this thesis will attempt to address two broad questions. Firstly, how did
successiv&peakes usethe house to supportheir political duties? This analysis must not be
confined to a narrow interpretation afuchduties as being purely the management of debates in
the House, or even the administrative aspect$ick S { LIER f] SNDGEKS { LISF { SNRa a2z
activities whether that be his official parliamentary dinners, his impromptu meeting with the Tsar,
or even his informal cup of coffeeith Wilberforca must be considered as an integral part of his
LR2fAGAOFE NRfS® ! FGSNI mThnE GKS {LISF{SNDa | 2dza S
GKSaAa oAttt GKSNBF2NB SELX 2NB K2g (KS o0dAf RAYy3 ¢
political wok. Theda SO2y R ljdzSa A2y F2ft2¢ga t23A0Ftf& FNRBY
contribute to the evolution of the Speakership? Did the availability of this new facility prompt any
changes to the duties the Speaker undertook, or to the way they wamnducted? Just as
AYLRNIFYyGfeyY RAR GKS {LISI{1SNDa ySs Kz2dzasS OKIFy3a$
about exactly what duties the Spealsrouldbe performing, and howhey should perform them?
To use an anachronistic terrhow did this prestigious official residence changehkJS I puBINI &
AYF3ISK Ly GdaNYyI K2g¢g ol a adzOK OKIFy3aS 0O02yySOGSR 2
advancement; and what does this tell us about the link between politics and social molgitg in

eighteenth- and earlynineteenth-centuryBritain?
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Ly I NOKAIGS Ol dedtbnstrudiidddtobEdly cdnistifuie<ttde most significant
phase in the history of theld{ LIS { SNR X S| 2 dBEPSNRa | 2dzaS 6L a gl
and the Picturesque potential of its historic spaces had been recognised long before Addington
moved in Nevertheless, in 1794 the house lackecbasistentvisual identity and its architecture
and decoration had not been specifically tied to the office of Spedkari K ! 60 02 W@t o Ol A Y
attemptedto impose a cohenet architectural vision on the housais use of the Gothic style was
the most obvious manifestation ofthls ! y& KA &AG2NE 2F GKS {LISIF{1SNDa I
guestion of style, for two reasons. Figstmuch has already been written about the choice of Gothic
for the new Palace of Westminstehisposes an obvious question as to the extefitanyt to
GKAOK (GKAA OK2AOS ¢l a AyFtdzSYyOSR o68& 2&F 0dQa SI NI
LINEYAYSyiGfte Ay O2yiSyYLR2 Nlaibtectarsl futuré, &ven Hefore t84. 2 Sa i Y A
2 KeY GKSYysS RAR 28l 0d0G OK22a$8 D20KAO F2NJ KAa 62N]
particular?® What role did his patrons play in this choice, and what were their attitudes to the style?
In turn, how did contemporary observarsvhether parliamentarians or the wider pubtiaeact to
22 00Qa 62Nl YR ¢KIFIG R2S&a GKAa (Sff dza F o2dzi C
early nineteenth century? Did later architects at Westminstparticularly Soane and Bamadopt
GKS D2GKAO atetsS 06SOFdzasS 2F 28l dGx 2NJAYy aLAGS 2
elements of historic fabric, it Blsoessential to considethe question of architectural conservation,
and particularly the conservation of medieval Gothicdinis. Indeed, this is another subject which
KIa 0S02YS dzyl @2ARIF6ES Ay Fyeé RAaAOMeAAAZY 2F 281
FF2NBYSYGA2ySR FyidlF3a2yAay o0SGé6SSy 2&FddG FyR [/ I NJ
contemporary reactions to these, tell us about attitudes to architectural conservation at this time?
I 2¢6 RAR (KSAS FGGAGdzRSEA OKI y 3§ particuBuiydinidhk Gcatles ¥ S a LI y
Ftt26Ay3 28 0G0GQa FTEGSNrXrdAz2yaKk

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, particularlyhe four Speakers of this er&peakeAbbot is the most prominent of
FEfY FTANBGE&@Z 0SSOI dza Sreuilinggplogect anksBcorddly, detdust haihasNd 2 T 2
left by far the most extensive collection of source materials, in the form of the Colchester Papers at
GKS blradAz2ylrf ! NOKA@Sad LG Ydzad o0S 01y26f SRASR

families in this thesis is somewhat uneven: this reflects blo¢hsignificance of particular individuals

88 As discussed in Chapter Two (pp. 4Z5), 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 MarBtten,

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

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

Ad taz2 o0SOFdzaS AYTF2NNIFGA2Y F02dzi KSNI Aada NBFRATf E
recent researci{? The family histories dheseSpeakers remain an undegsearched topic, but the

present work must be confined to the episodéat shed mostight on the political and architectural

history of the houseFinally, it must be emphasised thatlad issues like architectural conservation

and stylecannot always be isolatgii2 G KS { LJSF 1 SNDa |1 2dzaS AdasStFfo 2K
subject of this thesis, itsistory 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 rebaoidbrojects which took place during this era;

LI NI A Odzf | NX & 2 &} (i pal@ce, béthiekeSuted &8 énaxacyitéd. F2 NJ (1 K S

The Structure of thiShesis

This thesis adopts a thematic structure whilst also maintaining a broadly chronological narfative

latter is necessary for the sake of coherence, sinceitie2 N2 2 F GKS FTANBRG { LIS 1S
been told in any depthNeverthelessthe history of thehousewas determined byhe changing

needs and priorities dfs successive occupants: thus, eabapter will emphasise the particular

political or architectural concerns which dominated each SpeakersHig three chapters of this

thesis reflect he tenures of the three principal Speakefghis era:Addington Abbot and Manners

Sutton¢ KS FANERG OKILIISNI gAft KIFI@S I LREAGAOFE F20dz
and social motives for acquiring an official residence. The second chapter, dealing with the Abbot

Wyatt rebuildng 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 @pter is also primarily architectural, but now concentrating on the reception of

22 GGQa 62N ® L G -temileghcy @ Ris/VilestiRigsted s¢hen®, ahdxhé mnBadtit

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

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

propriety (or decorumm come to the fore. Finally, there is one thread which runs more or less

evenly through the whole thesis: the2 OAF f NRf S 2F GKS { LIS {1 SNRa | 2 dz

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

8 M. Takayanagi and.Hallam Smithb SOS & al N®B 22YSyyY ¢KS !yi2tftR {{i2NE 27
(forthcoming).
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J. T. Smith, in the introduction to Hstiquities of the City of Westminstgt807), laments
GKFG AG Aa | a02YY2y FldzZ ¢ FY2y3 FydAldzd NASa af
attention, and to bring forward objects which have neither beauty in themselves, nor adequate
importance, to introduce new, or correct forhid 2 LJA %Thi2 tifedig adns to demonstrate that
GKS {LISF{SNRa 1 2dzasS Aasx AYRSSRI 2F al RSljdzZ G4S AYL
together an extraordinary range of people, events and ideas; and these stories can certainly help to
GAYGNRRASOFENIEOG F2NX¥SNI 2LIAYAR2Yyaé O2yOSNYyAy3d (K

early nineteenthcentury Britain.

90 Smith,Antiquities of WestminsteRreface (n. p.)
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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 ar@fggnt gaps in the available
information. Nev®N\li KSf Saa> Ad Aa lFodzyRFyGfte OfSFNI GKIFIG GK
townhouse; and, by appropriating it, Addington was laying the foundatidiguratively speaking

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

I RRA Y 3 2y Q aandattdspt jo Sdddit&irhbd hmanaged to appropriate the house in

1794. Finally, it will make a detailed exaation 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.
¢KS .dAfRAY3a 2F {0 {GSLKSyQa /2ffS3S

The early history of the Palace of Westminster is Wwadiwn, and need not be repeated heteThe

particular group of buildings whidhis thesis is concerned withnamely, those which ultimately

0SOIYS GKS {1igte bitBaerdaén the @asiErrSside of the complex, between
Westminster Hall and thRiver¢ K| YSad® ¢KS& 26S (GKSANI 2NAIAya (G2 |
foundation which was based within th@alace during the latenedieval periogwhen Westminster

gra GKS YAy3Qa LINAYOALIt NBAARSYyOSe® ¢KS O2fftS3as
the religious changes of the ReformatitAt its height, however, thébllege had been an

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

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

granted his official residence (Fig. 1I1twas drawn by the office of John Soqa€53;1837) who

KIR 0SSy GKS chrRfwe®3 a2 7 22Na NJda vl YSaQasz 2SaivyayadasS

9For a detailed history of the old Palace see W. Rodwell and T. T@ittamn (eds.)Westminster Part II: The

Art, Architecture and Archaeology of the Royal Pajheeds: Maney Publishing, 2014).

92For a full history of the college, see E. Biggs, { (§ SLIKSy Qa / 2ttt S383x 2SadYAyaidSNy
Kingship, 13481548(Woodbridge: Boydell, 2020).

BH. M. Colvin(edy KS 1 AaiG2NR 27F (KS ¢d3lfantch: HMSONIOZ3Y, p.67RL @ +LY wmT
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Fig 1.1: Office of John Soasirvey of the Palace of Westminster with design for alteration
overlaidd MT o ORSGFIAfO® Lyl 2y LILISNE ndHYY
37/1/21).

In this plan, the Thamesthe eastern boundary of thPalace is 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 resf the palace complex had grown up around it. The centrepiece of
GKS T2NX¥YSNI 02ttt S385s K28SOSNE sl a {0 HThiSsisK Sy Qa /
just to the southeast of the Hall and at ninety degrees to it, pointing out towards the river. It was
originally designed as a twsiorey building, the main chapel being on the first floor, with a vaulted
undercroftt known today as St Mary Undercrofat ground level. Following the dissolution of the
@RftfS3aAST GKS OKILIStQa LINAYyOALIt adz2NBe gl a ANy

%J.Hillson{ & {GSLIKSyQa /KIFLISt>x 2SaGYAYyaiSNY ! NOKAGSOGdINB=
and thethree Edwards (12221363)(PhD Thesis, University of York, 2015), ppg562
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first permanent meetingplace®L & NB Yl AYySR Ay dzaS Fa GKS /2YY2yaQ
in 1834.

To the north (left) of the chapel is an oddzaped building with an open courtyard at its
centre, labelled¥Auditor of the Exchequér This, in fact, is the footprint of the largeansionwhich
gl a aKz2NIlife G2 0S02YS GKS {LISI]1SNR& |1 2dzasSed ¢KS f
years previously, been the official residence of sladitor of the Exchequettheir role will be
examingdlAy RdzS O2dzNES® | 26SPOSNE AG Aa AYLERNIFIYyG G2
really a single biding, but a combination of structures built up over many years. Its different parts
are delineated in a more detailegtoundfloor plan, also dated 1794Fig. 1.2). Although headed.
Soane Esqré, the drawing has been signed at the bottom right by John Thomas GimVEEL,
1811) who replaced Soane akerk ofworks at Westminstein June 1794¢ Like Soane, Groves
g2dA R LIX & | aA3IYAFAOIY O LI NI Ay GKS &adzoaSldsSyi

®1ro I'Ig1@8FNRE GCNRY tIFAYGSR /KIFIYOSNI G2 {4 {dGSLKSyQa /
Fd 2 SadiyYAya iParEmedntary Nistorpa:a (Feb&2aD2), pp. T78.

%ColvinY A Yy 3Q56,L3d2 NjJtan @ C2 NJ | Fdiztkdhip andiBe2citeyinistareds offhig | y S Q&
resignation, see S. E. Sawy&oane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity, 683 (PhD

thesis, Columbia University, 1998. 12846.
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Fig 1.2: John Soane/John T. Gro®dan of the late Duke of Newcastle's housg in the Excheq
since the Speaker'showe Ly 1 2y LI LISNE ndHYY E cnoYY
(SM 37/1/28)




ld GKS O2NB 2F (KA&a 3INRdAzZI 2F o6dzAf RAy3aa | NB il
1793, so many alterations and additions had been made to their structure that their original outline
Ad ol NBfe RAAOSNYyAof S Haye bdesdigitaly@ddedlid Figyi@indikdiey OS = NF
their original extent. Construction of this twsiorey quadrangle was begun c. 1514 (replacing an
earlier set of cloisters), and was certainly complete by 1%328.elaborate Perpendicular Gothic
style, with fanvaulting, echoed the Henry \@hapel at nearby Westminster Abbey. Originally, the
cloisters enclosed an open courtyard; a small,-starey 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 sbrey, 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 unustthilgk sections of solid wall. The new buildings

within the former courtyard have been awkwardly fitted around th&m.

Adjoining the cloisters on their northern and eastern frorastlie bottom and left of the
Soane/Groves plan) are two additional ranges of rooms. The construction dates of these wings are
y2id OSNIIAYyS odzi GKSe& asSSy (G2 KIF@S 200dz2LlASR GKS
had existed in the days of th@llege® It is possible that one of them might be the tvgtorey office
block built for John Bingley, Remembrancer of the Exchequer, during;181% Alternatively, the
house also underwent an extensive refurbishment during @43t the behest of Sir Robert
Howard(1626;98), thenauditor of the Excheque(in office 167898)1°* Thus, one or both of these
wings might date from thgperiod. Squeezed in between the northern wing and Westminster Hall
was abelltower, built during the reign of Edward llI; note the thick wall which separates it from the

other rooms on this front%

Tad [/ 2ffAyar G¢KS ¢2L12IANILIKE MyohmKkKS HiyRwRiBoIBDS 2T R $i
Westminster Part lipp. 21&11; Biggs{ & { (0 SLIK Spp.Q&277. 2t f SIS

% The position of the buttresses is also marked on the Clarke plan (Fig. 1.10).

®E Biggt KS /2ftS8S3S IyR /Iy2ya 2 g548itol1BnD IS yuaiexitydfSad YAy a
York, 2016), p. 7£&. Biggs, & { (0 SLIK Spp.Q% 882 f t SIS

00 M. Colvin(ed.y KS 1 AaG2NB 2F (KS -1660¢ParCIfLortichNIMEQ, 19828.f ®@ L +3 wmn
199; TNA E 351/3246, Exchequer: Pipe Office: Declared Accounts, Works and Buildings: Surveyors and

Paymasters: AKerwyn (n. p)The authorid NI G S¥dzA (2 (GKS {d {GSLIKSyma / KI LIS
gAOGK {G0SLIKSY bSlI f 3%l dacidentsa ONRA LIGA2Y 2F GKS 9

01 TNA WORK 5/25, Office of Works, Accounts: Ordinary and Extraordinarg766#5374387. These

I OO02dzyia YIS OfSIN GKIFIG aaSOSNIft waroOé ySg NR2Ya T2
are vague as to exactly how many, or where they were locae®.NJ | 2 6 NRQa o0A23INI LKE& &aSS$S
az2ziliSys al 2 ¢ 162RIBO ORNBROVD atSsNdoi- 6
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/1393accessed 05/09/2023].

02Bjggs{ G { GSLIKSy&a /2ftS3AS:
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https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/13935

7 A

G GKS &a2dzZikKSNYy SyR 27F @K O2YLX SE A& | f1 NB:
the eastern end of th€K I LISt Qa4 dzy RSNONRFiX 6KAOK KIFIR 06SSy yy
I dzRA G2 NDRa | 2 dza -$Z2%RBydhi@® 17908 fweé of the/westecndays had been
appropriated to house a heating boiler for the House of Commons ali6V¥ée final, westernmost
bay had together with the southern end of the western range of the cloistelb®en used to create
a corridor linking Westminster Hall to Old Palace Y&rBart of this passage can be seen at the
right-hand edge othe SoaneGroves plan. At the northern end of the passage, a doorway has been
knocked through from the former cloister into Westminster Hall. The briekedemains of this
doorway were rediscovered in 2018, hidden behind twentietimtury panelling® 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 buddy 3a ® ! 62 @3S GKSY gSNB GKS {LISISt

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

wSGdzNYy Ay 3 G2 {(22 yiSKBa yi2INIEKS N TLAdb#yEcourtyaRdh (0 2 N & |
ly26y Fa {G {GSLKSyQa O2dzNI® hy AGa SIFaldSNYy &ARS
marked for its theroccupant, Lord Bayham, one of ttellers of the Exchequer. The buildings on
GKS y2NIK aARS 2F {0 {GSLIKSyQa /2dz2NIHZ &SLI NI GAYS
Exchequer of Receipt® After the dissolution of (i { G SdlB& th&BExchéquer 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 auditoand tellers. By about 1612, the cloister and its adjoining wings had been
consolidated into a single, large house for the audit®ithree of the tellers moved elsewhere,
fSFGAYT (GKS F2d2NIK G2 200dzLle GKS avYlffSN K2dzaS A

Mg IFEEFY {YAGKT aduy TalYNE ! RES NDO KRR NBP 2wWg RO Of SaAl ada
(forthcoming).
Vg IFEEFY {YAGKET axSydGAtl Ayanybm&lianhehtary sl | S GAy 3 |
(2019), p. 81.

WSttty {YAGKE a{0d alFNB ! yYRSNONRTFT({i£({£Y F2NIKO2YAy3dod

06p2 KSSt SNE a{ SONBG R22NBFe& Ay t I NI ANewsg2d, f St Ra (2 KA:
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/ukpolitics5163063(accessed 10/04/2020T his doorway may have been

0f 201 SR 2FF RdzZNAYy3I ! RRAY (i hehtasd S SY MBS HzA KRWNA Mg nadroe
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).

07H M. Colvin(ed.y KS 1 AaG2NB 2F (KSclysRWchdva: HRISONIDZ pp4B&. & +Y wMc C
108Biggs{ G { G SLIK Spp.®x¥,37.2f t SIS

Wop | FEEFY {YAGKET Ga¢KS aD2GKAO {fdzYéYeHama éEyR {4 { 4GSl
Parliamentary Historg1:2 (2022), p. 281.
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about:blank

Official Residences at Westminster

Totwenty-first-centuryeyes, 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 parliamentigials who had

accommodation in or near the palace at this time. Understandably, some lodgings were allocated to
K2dzaS1SSLIAYy3a adl ¥F 6K2 ySSRShusakeepas & theddise ofOF £ £ QT 3
Commons®However, some senior parliamentary or government officials also enjoyed official
NEaARSyOSa Fa | LISN] 2F GKS 2203 FyR aS@OSNIt 27
AYLRNIFY(G ¢1ad GKSH2ZAZDSNY RYYEREI i @tyy2y2 Qi KtS & 2 dzi K
had been built at the request of Jeremiah Dyson, then the incumderit, in 175960; from 1768 it

was occupied by John HatsEfi At the southern margin of thpalacethe plan shows building

froSttftSR daaNW¥ 5SSt QJfQa K2dzASéd ¢KAA ogta y2a3 |
it had been built c. 1772 by Edward Hussey Delaval, who had leased the plot from the"&rown.

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

controlling access to, and order within, the House of LéttEhere were also some official houses

that lay just beyond the moderboundaries of thepl t + OS® {2 ySQ& LJHdny aKz2ga |
Cowper clerk assistant to the House of Lords, on the west side of Old Palace*¥heder, in 1809

03, theclerk of thejournals also gained an official residence at 1 Abingdon Street, on the southern

corner of Old Palace Yalt.

To date, there has been no sustained historical analysis of the process by which official
houses were allocated at Westminsteif, 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 phatess
Dyson successfully applied for his official house in 48G2he serjeartat-arms deployed the same
tactic in 1794, as disssed below'® Whilst the surviving evidence is limited, it is conceivable that

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

1100, ¢. WilliamsThe Topography of the Old House of Comntonpublished monographl953) p. 8; Hallam

{YAGKEZ axSYyGAfFGAYVIAYRREY/ 2 X X2 Wa &), I, F1B/M and 206455 dzY 6
MCovinYAYyIQ&BEs2RM] any T ¢d / 22LISNI | yODNB2004,2 Af {AyazyX al | e
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/12604accessed 30/03/2020].

Lot ATFOSGUK 1HEtFY {YAGKEZI &a¢KS Ychy HEadon Tegoraplicall y R G KS
Record32 (2021), pp. 1&0.

113 |bid, pp. 1&20.

H4ColvinY A y 3 Q36,pp.BNMIpAT WP [/ & { | Ay DBNB2@04,2 6 LISNE | Sy NEB ¢
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/6505accessed 09/04/2020].

115williams, Topography of the Old House of Commqns20.

18Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 85, p? 2D3Beaialso p560f this thesis.
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determining the allocation of official houses thany objective assessment of nedtkrtainly, the
auditor and tellers were able to retain their official houses long after their practical need for them
haddeclined. @ F062dzi mMTtTnns GKS FdzRAG2NRAE yR (StfSNAQ
aeYLWiz2Y 27F (KS & hhistBians fawMbglrdcogrisgdéas aspriadive feature of
NJ leighteémdicentury political system” By the mideighteenth 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 its€IBefore 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 themselvé¥L y G KSaS OANDdzyaidl y OSudrelyhaueK S | dzRA
0SSy | @SNE CeitainNEhOlarde Buns & mih&dexpanded on the house by
successive auditorsdza dzI f £ @ G ELJ & SNE Q Yizsyg§esthat thely wiakt€&dNJ G K|y
the house toprojectwealth, status and influence. The aforementioned refurbishment by Sir Robert
Howard cost £2,500 (almost £400,000 at 2019 prit¢€8obertWalpole Baron Walpol@and 2 Earl
of Orford(1701¢51; auditor 1739%51) used the house to show off his collection of antique Roman
sculpture andvan Dyck painting&?

WeKS GSNY ahftR /2NNHzLIWiA2y £33 NBFSNNAYy3I (2 GKS 6ARSELINZ
emoluments, originated with early nineteenttentury radicals like William Cobbett. W. D. Rubinstein dates

the emergence of this phenomenon to the gaeighteenth centurySS S wdzo Aya i SAy X a¢KS 9yR
Corruption" in Britain 178 y ¢ Rastand Preserfiol (1983), pp. 5y ¢ T YR t @ | I NI Ay3Z aw
I 2 NNHzLFast & Présenta7 (1995), pp. 127158.

1183, E. D. Binneritish Public Finance and Administration 1g¥2(London: Oxford biversityPress 1958),

pp. 5, 222, 229, 25%9, 269.

Wwed t2NISNE a9y3IftrAakK {20A808 Ay ( KkABmestd (BRKENGS YO K / Sy G dz
the Eighteenth Centurf.ondon: The Folio Society, 1998), pp;S38

120Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 55, ph. 211 3aThroughout the text, historic pricesill be accompanied by

approximatetwenty-first century valus. TK SaS FA 3 dz2NBa KIF @S 6SSy Ol t OdzA | 6§ SR dz
inflation calculator fittps://www.bankofengland.co.uk/monetarpolicy/inflation/inflation-calculator

[accessed 30/03/2023]). A%. DHume explains, determining the presetidy equivalency of historic currency

values is highly problematic, for several reas@ee@ ¢ KS + | £ dz8 2 F aCGeyilByeEnglayd: 9 A IK(G SSy
Incomes, Prices, BuyingPowdr Yy R { 2YS t NRO6f SY& NuntingtatrlibrazNJudrterg7éi2 y 2 YA O & .
(2014), pp. 37880). Nevertheless, even a very approximate conversion may help to give the reader a sense of

GKS Sy2N)2dza adzvda 2F Y2ySeée 6KAOK 6SNB SELISYRSR 2y {(KS
economic disruption of the COMVI® pandemic and the Russian isi@n of Ukraine, 2019 values have been

taken as the benchmark.

2lw.s. Lewis (ed$,KS |, S 9RAGAZY 2F | 2 NewHaved: VdellgivierSiQ Bress, 2 NNB a LJ
193783), vol.17, pp.299%¢300;, andvol. 18, p.249.The authorthanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for this

information. The 29 Earl of Orford should not be confused with his father, Sir Robert WalpbEad of

Orford (172542), who is generally acknowledged.adNA (i | Ady f@ckoprifnd nidistir.

S
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Fig. 1.3: Office of Works, Plan of the Palace of Westminster, copied from the original by W
.Syazy O® mMtmMyI MTgho ORSGFAfOD® Lyl 2y LI
Museum (SM 37/1/25)

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 tpalace: these were marked on a 1718 plan by William Benson,
of which a later copy survives (Fig. 18X S { LIXitHdréwid@Rooméod Y N] SR mn 2y . Sy
plan) was a small room inserted between the two easternmost buttresses on the north side of St
{ GSLIKSYyQa / KI Lispace bdtwedn ihe ¢hapel antl thé doistgfdt was intended
principally as a space for the Speaker to retire to when the House was in Committee; it was certainly
in use by 169223By 1718 there was alsodf LIS | 1 S NX2& whictKdonypdis8d\&l pair of rooms

constructed above the upper storey of the cloisters at their sem#stern corner (marked 6 on

122 Office of Works, Plan of the Palace of Westminster, copied from the original by William Benson c. 1718,

MT o ORSGFIAfUOD® Lyl 2y LI LISNE RAYSyaizya dzyl @At ofSao
123Colvin,Y A y 3 Q &5, pz DNE. ®orritfThe Unreformed House of Commons: Parliamentary

Representation Before 1832ambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1903), p. 476; Willlapsgraphy of

the Old House of Commansp. %8.
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.Syaz2y @Y ALKGHYSO B a 1y26y Fo2dzi GKS SFNIe& KAadz2NE
needed to establish exactly how these rooms came to be associated with the office of Speaker.
However the existing literature suggestbat these roomsvere intended principally for the Speaker

to conduct business, rather than as private spattas.known for certain thatrém the 1690s

2y ol NRaz GKS {LISIFTSNR&a / KIFEYoSNI 06SOFYS jWed NI 3Idz |
was asked to create a doorway and passage so that it could be accessed directly from the gallery of

the House'?®> Thechamber certainly did not constitute a fulgquipped dwellingplace, though

I 2t @AYy adz33Sada GKIG GKS {LISI | SNFA ¥y tatethe/ 2 OO & A 2
ANFYG 2F GKS {LISFTSNR&a |1 2dzasS Il gS G wdacefthars I | SNI O
he had ever previously enjoye@he 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 lestgnding connection

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

After. NA G I A yirQRe ARe&cRrSWai of Independence (1€83), a group of reforming
ata (y2e6y a GKS aw2z2O01 Ay 3IKI Y1 3psakhBailed byoE8raihdy | O2 y C
Burka T2NJ 6aS02y2YAOLFf NBTFT2NXEé¢ 2F (GKS NPahdf K2 dzaSK2H
precise motivesdr these reforms are a matter of debate, but they certairdgulted in the abolition
of numeroussinecure offices in the royal househdfdTo this extent, the reforms can be seen as an
SENIe FadsSyLii d2 G Ot St danthdaficularlg tNANRezlelfitwa® ghé ® ¢ KS 9 E
obvious target for the reformerdn a 1783 Parliamentary committee William Pulteney (£1295),
GKSYy at FT2NJ {KNBgaodaNE> 2LSyfteée RSOfINBR (GKS I dzRA
a Ay S CUINENS:TR NaifdstdNcElfinated in the Receipt of the Exchequer Act 1788
o2t AAKSR aS@SNI t adzyy S OS it ktopped shordof aBalishigihé K A Yy (1 K S
F dzRA G2 NDa 23Nddid, ddweverNcirtihe dd@léniedts associated with these posts,

1245M 37/1/25, n. p.

25\illiams, Topography of the Old House of Commaups, 7¢8. These newommittee rooms largely
superseded the earlier committee room above the Inner Lobby of the House, which then became the Smoking
Room.

126Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 85, p2 4B6\] &

12TR. BourkeEmpire and Revolution: The Political Life of Edmund BBrkeceton: Princeton University Press,
2015) pp. 42¢22.

128Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 85, pp. ZcHLBidney,Public Finance and Administratiqop. 27@72.

129 HansardParliamentary Historyol. 23, pp. 1068c p T a ® a ® BUNIENEY2Wilkamh (1§2805),

of Westerhall, Dumfrie® HiEtory of Parliament Onlind964),
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/pulteneywilliam-17291805

[accessed 17/08/2023T he offices of auditor and tellers of the Exchequer remained in existence until finally
abolished in 1834 (Saint@fficers of the Exchequpp. 203,04, 209).

139Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 1783, 23 Geo. 3 cap. 82.
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including their official housefather than force the officers to surrender their houses immediately,

the Act declared that they wouMB @S NI (2 (GKS / NRgy dzLl2y GKS GRS

NEBY2@Ft 27T (KS$ ThiNgodistoy was BoEduht EnSerRdiedt 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 auditenry PelhanClinton, 7" Earl

of Lincoln and 2 Duke of NewcastkeinderLyne (1720;94;in office 175%94), died.**? Almost

exactly a month later, on 21 March, tishancellor 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 Exchgifjeshall be

appropriated for the use of the Speaker of the House of Commons for the time 13&ing.

It is clear, then, why the house was removed from the audit@r understand why ivas now given

to the Speakeritisnecessarti 2 SEIl YAYS (KS RS@OSt 2dudvigghed 2F (G KS

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 difficuteterminehow lucrative the role was
during the eighteenth century, or how much prestige it carriddwever, ithas been firmly
establishedhat the Speakership was not politically neutral and #pamtisan in the way that it is
today. The presentonventionis that the Speaker should sever all party ties and refrain from
expressing anpolitical opinion.*3* However, by the standards of the British constitution this is a
relatively recent innovationAfter about 1680the Speaker was no longer chosen directly by the
Court; but rather than evolaginto a truly independent rolethe Speaker instead became embroiled
in the emerging party systefi® One early eighteentitentury Speaker, Sir Spencer Compton (later

15 Earl of Wilmingtonc. 16741743, even went on to becomprime minister; hehad maintained

131 Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 17@8 p.).

132 sainty Officers of the Excheque. 209.

133 Journal of the House of Commorts. 49, 1794 (London: House of Commons, 1803).
134 aban Mr Speakerpp. 4.
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mc nn G Parliamentary Historg9:1 (2010), p. 78; Laund®ffice of Speakepp. 23241, 24445;

Porritt, The Unreformed House of Commams, 43%43T t ® { SI 6 NRX G ¢KS {LI&F 1SN Ay

M T M Patliamentary Histor29:1 (2010), p. 100.
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his allegiance to the Whig party throughout his Speakerstiigeveral 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 H&liseis 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, theGreat Speakeér(1691¢1768 in office 172861), has traditionally been
cited as the model for the totally neutral and ngartisan Speakership of todast It is true that
hyatz2¢ I OKASJSIRthasknsaX Bot sawhRGrglyod Midisterial supporfor his re
election but he certainly did not maintain totgbolitical neutrality: he often aired his opinions in
committee, even on controversial topi¢¥.Nor washe truly independent of the ministry in a
financial senseHe famously resignetthe lucrative office of Treasurer of the Nawy1742in order to
counter claims of political influencéut he did not repay the significant emoluments he had
accumulated from this post over the previous eight yeatsiis successors generatlid not accept
offices under the Crowrbutthey had to resort to unsatisfactory expedients in order to fund the
expenses of the role. Sir John Custl(&;70; in office 176%70) supported himself from private
means!* Sir Fletcher Nortonl(716;89; in office1770;80) and Charle#/olfran CornwallX73589;
in office1780;89) were able to retain legal sinecures which they had held before appointment to
the Chairt*> However,William Wyndham Grenvill@ater 15 Baron Grenville; 17534834)continued

to hold the Government post of Paymasi@eneral of the Forces, as well as seats on the Board of

B o 1o | FYKFYZ G/ 2YLG2y T {LiBy O OBEBRGIDINY 2F 2 Af YAy3IG2y
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/6036accessed 08/12/2022].

137p . LaundyTheOffice of Speakdt.ondon: Cassell, 1964)p. 7c8.

138 A, I. DasentThe Speakers of the House of Commitosdon: The Bodley Head, 1911), p. 259; Porritt,

Unreformed House of Commonps,454; LaundyQffice of Speakepp. 26X62; M. LabanMr. Speaker: the

Office and the Individuals since 194%ndon: Biteback Publishing, 2013), p. ix.

139p, D. G. Thoma%he House of Commons in the Eighteenth Ceri@xjord: Clarendon Press, 197fp.

299306.

10pasent,Speakers of the House of Commqn58; LaundyOQffice of Speakep. 264; Porritt,The

Unreformed House of Commoipp. 437, 44850; C. E. Vulliamythe Onslow Family: 15283874 (London:

Chapman & Hall, 1953), p. 110.
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https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/custsir-john-171870 [accessed

27/11/2022].
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Online(1964),https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/nortonfletcher-1716
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Parliament Onlin€1964),https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754790/member/cornwal
charleswolfran-173589. [Both accessed 27/11/2022.] See alsmmasHouse of Commongp. 288 89.
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Control and Board of Trade, throughout his brief Speakership (Jagiuany 1789}*In most
respects the Speakership was relatively accessible to maldés professionalsespecially those

with legal training but the lack of a regular salary remained a batrrier.

For those who could obtain the office, however, the benefits lasted a lifatiared 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 receivedraruity of £3000 not only for his lifetime,
but also that of his sot*In later years, the younger Onslow attracted some criticism fRafical
commentators for accepting this pensiétfiHowever{ LIS { SNJ hyaf 26Qa I OGA2Yy Y
in the context of eighteentitentury British societyin whichthe offices and emoluments of the
state were often jealously guarded by aristocratic famiti€$n these circumstances,is
understandable thaDnslowseized this opportunity to give his descendants the best possible life
chancesilt is difficultto pinpoint exactly whent6 { LIS+ { SN & NBetambBY Sy (i LIS S NI
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 creatiish was duly
honoured in 177641 2 6 SGSNE | OdzNBE2NE SEFYAYlLGA2Yy 2F [/ dzadQ
that this practice did not immediately become established as a cusiorton 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 tAh& time).
Cornwall died in office, and had no children, so no peerage was created fét°l@menville 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 Lord§, BtS  LINA Y SeheskyAddingtenNI &
also remained in the Commons for several years following the end of his Speakership: he finally
accepted a viscountcy in 188%.Thus, Sir John Mitfor@r Lord Redesdale, as he becgmeas

actually the first Speaker to be ennobled immediately upon leaving the Ql®iertheless i a later
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https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/grenvillewilliam-wyndham1759

1834[accessed 27/11/2022].

4 ThomasHouse of Commonp, 354.
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memorandum Mitford claimed that, during their negotiations over his appointment in 1801,

l RRAY3AG2Yy KFER F&a8&8d2NBR KAY (0 K¥Berhdpk AddifgloiS fedlishy B K A LI 6
GKFG aAldF2NR 62dzZ R y20 | O0OSLI GKS {LISI]1SNAKALI 4 A
GKS {LISIF1SNDa NBGANBYSy(d LISSNI3IS Ia Iy SaidlofAac
t NEGA2dza KAAG2NAFya 2F (GKS { LISI 1 Sblhitkslektienfely @S 2 @S N
important in demonstrating the importance Addington and Mitford attached to the retirement

peerage Mitford was reluctant to accept th&peakershipand Addington explicitly used the peerage

Fa& I oFNBFAYAY3a OKALD IS LIWSIHESR y24d 2yfteée (2 aA
KA&d NBfFdA2yay alfikK2Q L KIR y2 TFTHYAIRS BN F26
might properly be- y 2 6 2 S O B Far & mididlecidss fawyer like Mitfordjynastic
considerationswerelzy R2 dzo G SRt @ | adNRy3a AyOSyGAg@dSed !'a t 2N
2yS GKAYy3 y2i F2NIHai6T2aNROS2NEALY pNBAOGY¥E@SE KI R
but no amount of wealth could, in itself, buy him entry into the closed circle of the British

aristocracy:>® The importance Mitford attached to his peerage clearly supports the view that social
advancement was a major objective for the Speakers of thedifieteenth and earinineteenth

centuries.

Again, existing histories of the Speakership offer no clear judgementtasvtonuch
prestige the Speaker enjoyed in the eyes of wider sodiefgre the eighteenth centuryHowever, it
is clear that, i the middle of thatcentury, some visible aspects of ceremony had begun to accrue
around the office Nowadays, one of the most famous rituals associated wittSieakeis the daily
& LIS PéechsBiagA yi2 (KS 12dza8S 2F /2YY2ya®itisnol KS 2 a1 NI
clear when this first became a daily ritual, but recent research by Kathrin Strauss shows that, as early
as the 1% century, it was customary for the Speaker to process to the Commons behind the mace
after his initial appointment by the monardf’¢ K S { LIS 1 S N&@tmeRmardelyAbldc® G A @ S

and-gold robes and a fulbottomed wig wasalso welestablished by the lateighteenth

152 Gloucester Archives (GA) D2002/3/1/11: Memorandum on his acceptance of Speakership of the Commons,

1802, ff. 45.

153 GA D2002/3/1/11ff. 4¢5. In the event, Mitford later had a son of his own, who eventually inherited his

peerage.
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https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/18857accessed 08/12/2020].

156 | aundy Office of Speakep. 10g11.
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16" and Early 17/ Sy (i ®ailBraeBhtary Historg1:3 (2022), p. 400.
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century®® Admittedly, ths outfit wasnever unique to the Speakershiguccessivehancellos of the

Exchequer wore similar robes until the 1850s, and certain senior judges continue to wear them to

this day!*® Neverthelessthe robes and widgpave come to be strongly associated with the

Speakership®® As early as the 1640s, Speaker Lenthall was depicted wearing his robes in two

portraits.®* Surviving portraits of Onslow, Cust, Norton and Cornwall show all of them wearing both

gown and wigt® The fact that successiv@peakers chose toe portrayed irtheir officialcostume

implies that it was widelyecognised and strongly associated with the offiCiis, in turn, indicates

GKFG GKS {LISF{SNI It NBIFRe Sye22e8SR ¢gARSALINBIR LJzo €

F LILINB LINR | G A 2y 2 FAndtherS/eny visiBlecteSsbiqRdihe Speakledstif the
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of its painted panels have been attributed to G. B. Cipriani, which would date them to the period

175585 1%3 The iconography of these panelsvhich depictallegorical figures representing

Eloguence, Discretion, Loyalty and Learnisgems very apt for the office of Speak&Therefore,

AG Aa ljdzAdS LRraaArotsS GKFG GKS O02FOK ¢l & | fNBFRe
Previous historians of the Speakership have also failed to estai#itly howandwhen

GKS {LISIF1SNDna 2FFAOALE az20Al f T dzy uggedhfitdheys SNBE A Y A

may have begun as early as the late seventeenth cedfiulliamy claims that Onslow hosted

dinners and levées dttis own townhouselauconberg Hous&oho Squareyut sadly he provides

few details of these event§®l 2 6 SGSNE Ay wmt7T1n {LISF{ISNI b2NI2yQa {

185 dzZNA Yy 3 W2 Ky . SNID2¢a9 a sinfiplifisdlfopnSoldreksinias adaptadifabeveryday use, but

the traditional blackand-gold gown is still worn on ceremonial occasions. wWkaring of wigs was abandoned

FFGSNI { LISI 1SN . 22 0@gabEndMRPeakepd. TQZHALY AY MDPH

1594 w 2 oN&tiorial Trust Collectionsttps://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/429167 & | A & G2 NB 2 7
/ 2 dzNJi vEebkRezoftheGourts and Tribunals Judiciahytps://www.judiciary.uk/aboutthe-
judiciary/historyof-the-judiciaryin-englandand-wales/history/. [Both accessed 21/11/2022.].

10 ymmis¢ K S { LIS | 1pp &R AaurddyOiffidedESpeakep. 10

161 Attributed to E. BowerSpeaker William Lenthall (1581662), and His Famjlg. 164845, oil on canvas,

2705x 2440mm,London:Parliamentary Art CollectiofPAC)WOAA4187; Attributed to H. PaeriVilliam

Lenthall Esgre., Speaker 1680 (159%1662) 18" century, oil on canvas, 9401219mm, P&, WOA2712.

162 5jr J. Thornhill and W. HogarBpeaker Arthur Onslow calling upon Sir Robert Walpole to Speak in the

House of Commonesijl on canvas, 991 x 9270m@uildford:National Trust (Clandon Park), 1441463; Sir J

ReynoldsThe Hon. Sir John Cust, Bt of Pinchbeck and"@t of Humby (1718L770) in Speaker's Robes,

176768, oil on canvas, 33902520mm,Grantham:National Trust (Belton House), NT 436062; W. Bee@iey,

Fletcher Norton (Speaker 178D), Baron Grantley (17&89),date unknown, oil on canvas, 1118x1422mm,

PACWOA 2705; T. Gainsboroudfhe Rt Hon. Charles Wolfran Cornwall (X2386),date unknown, oil on

canvas, 228 1485mm,Melbourne:National Gallery of Victoria, 12681
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1641bid, p. 25. See also pp. AB0 of this thesis.
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Parliament: History, Art, Architectu(eondon: Merrell, 2000), pp. 1§98.

166 \/ulliamy,Onslow Familyp. 127 DasentSpeakers of the House of Commqn<56
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advertised in the.ondon Evening Po%t This indicates that regular entertaining was now an

SELISOGSR LI NI 2F GKS {LISF{1SNNa RdziaSas FtoSAalG 2y
by any formal instructionsTheLondon Evening Poalso mentions thawilliam Murray 15 Earl of
Mansfield(170593), the actingSpeaker of the House of Lordgyuld holda levée at the same time

Fa b2XpaygaFASER 6l a GSYLRNINAREE aSNHWad 3 & GKS
chancellor was in commissiotfJ Thistends to confirm that these functions were officially

recognised and cordinated parliamentary events, rather than purely private hospitality. Moreover,

Fd GKS GAYS 2F | RRAy3Id2yQa FANERG StS800A2Yy GKS {L
Fyydz- £t t@é€2 Ay RRAGAZ2Y (G2 KAa 2"%TWhddfididl frovisidNIDA OS 2
of alcohol and tableware constituted a tacit acknowledgement that hospitality was an expected part

2T GKS { LIS | SNDaR & FHAIOMA (f IRfdAI2A SASy 1A 2y a G RAYYSNE
the Speakership (discussed belo¥A.

Given that the office already had certain material trappings and regular social functions
associated with jtit seems reasonable to conclude thie Speakership already carried a certain
level of prestige by 1789. Neverthelesgjsting biographies of the late eighteentkentury Speakers
suggest that thepolitical stature of the Chair at any given moment depended greatly on the
character of the individual officholder. Clearly, Onslow was held in great respect by his fellow
parliamentariansbut his immaliate successors were, arguably, somewhat undistinguished. Cust
lacked procedural knowledge and struggled to maintain order in the HgéBrton, though
RSSYSR GaAKNBSR |yR [ 0ftSé¢ o0& [l dzyRe&X A& 3ISYSNIffe
nothing to bolster the dignity of the officg*/ 2 Ny g t £ KIFa OGN} RAGA2YylIff& o685
' YR 0 2 NB REunt ahdWiikiagomia & more generous assessment of his capabilities in the

Chairt’”® Nevertheless, the Speakership arguably reached a low ebb in 1789, when Grenville resigned

167 _ondon Evening Post7¢20 February 1770, p. 4.

168 |pid, p. 4.
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org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/1969accessed 19/06/2023].

170 _aundy Office of Speakep. 284.See also pp. ¥F9 of this thesis.

11 Thomas;The House of Commory. 39%400.

172 ElliotMurray-Kynynmound EmmagCountess of MintpLife and Letters of Sir Gilbert Elliot, First Earl of

Minto, vol.1 (London: Longmans, Green & Co., 1874), ppc265

173 aundyOffice of Speaket,Jd HTNT t ® 5& DO ¢K2Yl & ¢d7 WzBENBE { A NJ W2 Ky 3
(2009),https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/697]dccessed 25/10/2022]fhomas TheHouse

of Commonsp. 358.

174 Dasent,Speakers of the House of Comman27%.78; LaundyQffice of Speakep. 275; Sir W. McKay,
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p. 130.

175 aundy Office of Speakepp.28Zy o T 2 ® |l dzy i FyR / @ 2 Af 1Ay aewrsy q¢/>32 Ny & |
ODNB(2004),https://doi-org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/637accessed4/04/2023.
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after just five months, having been offered the more attractive post of Home Secrétaryis was

4SSy o0é& &a2YS O2yUSYLRNINASE Fa | YSIadWNSE 2F (G(KS

CdzNII KSNJ S@A RS y drfinisBed staiukedn b falthd ih Sttednditten by Lady
Elliot, whose husband, Sir Gilbé&tliot (later 2 Earl of Minto; 175¢1814) stood against Grenville
F2NJ 0KS {LISIF{SNBKALD {KS afl dAKSR KSINIAfte&é¢ GKSy

| cannot compose my muscles when | think of you riding in the stadeh with your flowing wig

[X] | am sure your constitution is by no means equal to the confinement, sedentary life, and
Oz2yaidlyd 062NBX 2F o0SAy3 {LISI]TSNX /2YyaARSNI K2g
prosing in the House of Commons, and how much more so with all the grewetrd and levees

[sic]. What is the use of superior talents if you are to sit still and say nothijd® anythindgut

SpeakefX]'’®

[FRe 9ffA20Qa RAALI NI IA Y B 2 aBSEH aaBN it isAAdik KEI § LIB2
Admittedly, eighteentkcentury Speakes had less influence over the conduct of parliamentary

business thatheirtwenty-F A N& G OSy G dzNE a4dz00S&aa2NBEP 6¢KS { LISI ¢
augmented by major changes to the standing orders from the 1880s onWdyddevertheless,

Georgian Speakers could still influence the conduct of debates in subtle but significanfsvays

¢CK2Yla LRAYyGa 2dz2iz GKSe 2FGSy SESNOA&ASR (KSasS Lx
the Speaker would usually call on the relevant minister to open any debatkd the end of the

RSolF(0Ss KS ¢g2dzZ R dzadzrfte& a3IAPS GKS RSOAaAAZ2Y 2y |
GKNRgAYy3d (GKS NBaLRyaAoAftAle TOMGghtdedthtdEdmuy I | y& RA DA
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 sially in the Chair during the regency crisis of

178938h SHSNI KSt Saasx [FRe 9fftA20Qa FTEALLIYE NBYI NJ
Speakershipin the twentyfirst century,Labarhas arguedhat the Speakershijs generally
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176 Dasent,Speakers of the House of Commaoys, 286:89.

177p, ZieglerAddington: A Life of Henry Addington, First Viscount Sidmaetidon: Collins 1965). 59.
178 Minto, Life and Letters of Sir Gilbert Elliool.|, pp. 255¢56.
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https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/03/27/urgengwotions/ [accessed 27/10/2022].
189 Thomas;The House of Commons,284.
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182 abanMr. Speakerp. x.
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observers held a similar attitude in the 1780Qady Elliot was, howevaindoubtedlycorrect 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 appoititeddeed, the
LINS&dadz2NBa 2F GKS NRfS | NB (K2 dzAaKI{BWeatiKper@eps O2 y (i NA
Y2ad aGNAR1TAYy3 o2dzi [FRe 9ffA2GQa fSOGGSNE (K2dAF
wig, gown andate Coach. Whereas twentietitentury commentators saw these as embodiments

2F GKS {LISIF{SNRa RAIyAdGes [FRe 9ffA2%Thismiy]S+ NE (2
in part, be the consequence of changing fashions. As previously noted, the origins3zftéh€ach

areunknown but stylistic evidence suggests it was probably built in the early eighteenth century;

hence, it may have looked outdated by 1789However, an oldashioned appearanc&as not

necessarilya drawback. By the time Laundy wrote his boothmm dbc n &2 G KS { LISI 1 SNDa
wig and costume were seen to enhance his dighitifhey 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 ideaChapter Two, this thesis will demonstrate that

WEYSa 28l GdQa KAald2NROA&AG NBY2RStfAy3a 2F G4KS { LIS
this strategy.

Whilst biographies of individual Speakers are available, to date there has been little attempt
to analyse e social standing of theighteenthcentury Speakerss a groupThis question must be
consideredwithin the wider context of the social composition of Parliament in the eighteenth
century.Existing histories of Parliament indicate that, whilshight be an exaggeration to say that
aristocratic and noble families dominated the House of Commons in thishesacertainly 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 Ireldfi?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® In other words, this was typically 2% 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 | dzt {SI & NRZ & ¢ A Mi§oryofPRrliainénBrojectBNdR2@1¥)a ¢ T
https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2014/10/23/timand-the-commons/ [accesse@4/04/2023;
Laundy Office of Speakep. 121.
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185 aundy Office of Speakepp. %10.

186 ondon:ParliamentaryArchives [PA}, w/ k ! wkpy Y { LISIF {SNDRa 1 2dzaS omdppov T
National Trust Collectiongftp://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/272956.accessed
28/10/2022]. In his diaries, Abbot dated the coach to 1701 (TNA PRO 30/9/33, f. 16).

187 Laundy Office of Speakepp. 7¢12.

Bywd DO ¢K2NY ST dLycnWRB RO 2 Ny HislrRad BaBiantem Sdbnd 936)
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1794.820/survey/iiimembersfaccessed 08/12/2022].
189 pid, 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 1824diee hostearight

MPs named Spencerthe family name of the Dukes of MarlboroutfiMoreover, Members with
aristocratic connections were more likely to secure government office. Whilst the country gentry
were wellrepresented in the Commons, they tended to be associated with the-bankhes rather

than the cabinet® The House was not totally inaccessible to-ssdide middleclass men: Thorne

SadAYlFGSa GKIFG (KSNBadé BadiBersingh® Cdmmengdiial the1lgd® &

St ¥

1820 periodt®2 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 sethade men, the Speakership was a more eailginable

position than a cabinet post. There was a long, albeit intermittent, tradition of appointing lawyers to

the role!** The law was considered a respectable profession both for aspiring ritidie men, and

for the younger sons of the nobili§* Porternotesthat thelordcK I y OSf f 2 NE KA L) O2dz R L
NEB dzi S¢ F2NJ I & LA NRY 3 “THowede§ Nibh sénidr legab pibdtsivgre ighly.JS S NI 3 S d

soughtafter and were not easy to obtaf{® Thus, if a lawyer could enter the House of Commons,

they must surely have realised that the Speakership was another role which they could aslire to.

wasperhaps not a lucrative rojdéut, given the material trappings and social functions outlined
above,it seemsprobablethat it would have giverthem 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 conne@iaslsw was the
son of an excise commissioner; but he was also the nephew of Sir Richard Qatgo®' Baron
Onslow; 16541717) a prominent pdiamentarian who had himself served as Speaker from 4708
101°7Sir John Cust was the son of a baronet; but his uncle, Sir John Bro{@6@y1754) had been

e K2NY ST d¢KScvaySHYBBEENE OMT dn

Plporter,English Society in the Eighteenth Centppy,58;60.
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193 aundy Office of SpeaketJ® ¢n T t ® { SI g+ NRX & v dzl Histol af Barliamedty a
Project Blod2019),https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/10/27/qualificatiofier-the-
speakershipfaccessed 08/12/2022].
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194p_CorfieldPower and the Professions in Britdiimndon: Routledge, 1995), pp.ciOM~X Tt n T t 2 NI SNE 4 ¢

(207808 Ay GKS 9AFMISSYdK /SyildNEBéST LILID To
195 porter, English Society in the Eighteenth Centpryg2.
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91 of this thesis

¥t @ [ dzy R@ X & h ycinf 2 yODNBR0O0B)KioeNddad.anct1 MD93/ref:0dnb/20788K. Ellis,
Ghyatz26r wiOKINRIZ AdANNBINBE2004)EYs:/doyoeflR1693/eivndnp/A0794
[Both accessed 08/12/2022.]
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created Viscount Tyrconnel in 1738 A GGt S Aa (y26y lo2dzi {ANI Cf SiOK
odzii / 2NY s ft Qa LI RBlyolirof thes NBn h@ardne@ag BuErsd

Nevertheless, there were still certain barriers to middlass men who aspired to the
SpeakershipThe most obvious of these was the expenses associated with the role. Despite the
Fyydz-€ 3INIFYyd 2F OfFNBGX GKS 02380 2F LINPOARAY3I T3
enormous (as discussed beloff¢ KS { LIS 1 SNR& St 02N} S O02aidzy$s

[N

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 Speakétshime

length of the gowmecessitated trainbearer to accomparipie Speakewhen processing to and

from the House of Common$o 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 fscusses thig an 1825 letter to Sir Robert Peel (1¢88

1850)2°2The 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 £1060in 1882! 6 6 2 1 Qa RAI N® YSy
that the coach had been repaired in 180LINB & dzY 6 f & | (1 a AiwAichmBQa 26y SE

explain the increase in price.

These expenses did not deter Henry Addington from standing for the Speakership in June
MTYydp® 5SaLIAGS KAad gATSQa RAAFLIIINERGIFESET {ANJ DAt OSN
for a second time; but, as the government candidate, Addington & comfortable victory®* It
aSSya GKIFG !'RRAy3IG2y Ffft26SR KA Miméniinksterthad 6S y2 YAy
known him since their schooldays, and he wanted another ally to replace Grenville in thé°Chair.

Addington had previously been a rather quiet Member, and there was some initial scepticism when
he was first nominated® 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.

MeK2Yl &as a/dAadézr yo Lo
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205ee p. 92 of this thesis.

201 GA D2002/3/1/3: Letters personal and political, including letters from Pitt and Addington; letter from
Addington to Mitford, 3 May 1801.

202 British Library (BL) Add. Ms. 40378, f. 127: Charles MasBten to Sir Robert Peel, 17 May 1825.
203GA, 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. 57%59.

2051bid, pp. 5£59.

Wad | & t2NIZ a! Ry Zy 2 FI %y Miiokositaiamentddlingoess,
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754 790/member/addingtorhenry-1757-1844
[accessed 08/12/2022].
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The Speakership of Henry Addington, X28®1

On the basis of existing scholarship, it seems clearAldington waited to enhanceboth his

personal stature, and that of his family. His pardmsl originated from the minor gentry of
Oxfordshire; but his father Anthor(1659%1729) being a younger son, inherited no estate of his
own.27 Instead, he built a successful practice as a physician; his clients included many wealthy and
well-connected individuals, most notably tipeime minister William Pitt, 2 Earl ofChatham (better
known as Pitt the Elded 708;78).2°® By 1780Anthonyhad saved enough money to buy a country
SadlridsSs [ LRIGSNES Ay 5S@2yT GKAa STTSOUMMBWSE @

QX
w
N\

fell to Henry, as his eldest son, to consolidaty” (i K Zagh@v@rients, and perhaps to climb the
social ladder even further. Like many middlass sons, Henry initially trained as a lawyer, being
OFft SR G2 G4KS . | N¥Heéntefred Rafianriensif the shryeyearwth thet y n @
SyO02dzNy 3SYSyid 27T /MAlianiMittithe Doing& 1T E3A 808 wiiohal Tecently

been appointedprime minister 2!

I RRA Y 3 2 yI&sa origfins WelRef alvays treated with a degree of condescension by the
Georgian political elitesandsome of this snobbery has filtered through to subsequent historical
assessment&? Hisrelativelybrief spell agprime minister (180%04) 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 longasting (181222), has been heavily criticised because of
his reactionary policie®3Until the 1960s, historians tended to dismiss Addington as a
GYSRAZOND®SAH T & 51 &S5 yHHowd=r, in‘mdrE redent degaBeg thérdhas 2 y S ®
0SSy | ANBIFIGSNI I Oly26f SRIYSy &°Indlekd, ZidglRridetiarad?2 y Qa |j dzl
KFEGd KS g1 a Wé I {yLISirydaaaggeythabAddngtanmad a naturally
conciliatory nature, which made him bettsuitedto a role as a neutral arbiter rather than a
partisan political officholder.¢ KA & = O 2 did gkilSirRdrafirg érfd indinding formulae
FOOSLIiFotS (2 SOSNE2YSI YIRS KAYMokeddfSidckfirst 3 Of 2 & S

(e

'cd 9aLIAYlF&aasS YR / ® bdaiti pOENEB®) Yy Ii2y s | yiK2ye&sS MTMO
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/149[accessed 31/10/2022].

2081pid, n. p.

209pid, n. p.

20/ 221a2y> aG! RRAp/ 32y =z | SYNR¢X

21 bid, n. p.

2121pid, n. p.

213 Ziegler Addington p. 11.

28 22142y 3 G! RRAY Speakgrs of theyHouse dbTomBgnaB.y (i =

251 §8§3 F2NJ SEIF YLIX ST /22142y 3> 4! RRAy3l2yés yo Lo
216 Ziegler Addington,pp. 6Q;61.

217 bid, pp. 6@61.
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joining the Commons in 1784 he had assiduously studied parliamentary procddéiscdiowing the
undistinguished Speakerships of Cust, Norton, Cornwall and Grenville, Addington had all the

necessary qualities to restore the prestige of the offisddington initially stood for the Speakership

Fa tAG3€EK AGf SAKIS & RIR A y 3 (0 2 y ChairitsdlPwhdespdied 6 helinfparyal, G K S

there wasno firmly-establishedexpectation that he should sever his personal connections with his

former parliamentary allie¥°L ¥ | y@ G KAy 33X | RRAy3G2yQa Ayaaltftlaa

his personal relationship with Pitby the 1790s, the Speaker had become onthefprime

mA y A ZcibseNdodfidantandadvisors?® Inturn, Addingto2d FNASYRaAKA LI gAGK t A

he maintained a close relationship with the administraté@hAddington never lost the confidence
of the Opposition, thanks partly to the context of the French Revolutionary Wiaish provided an
excuse for him to work closely with tipgime minister 222 Nevertheless, the exceptionally close

relationship between Pitt and Addington would be unthinkable for any twdinsg-century Speaker.

4

{2YS AYLRNIIFIYyG adsSLla 6SNB (F1Sy (2 Y2RSNyAas
tenure. Most importantly, the Speaker was grantefixad salary??*It is not clear whether
Addington himself took the initiative to revive this propadtls known that he was not granted an
official sinecure when first electedlthough the reasons for this are a matter of deb&feAt any
rate, by 1790there appears to have been a consensuthe Commonshat the time was right to
AN YOG F alrftFrNRBY gKAfald 2LIRRAaAAGAZ2Y at CNBRSNRO]
clear that he was already aware of his intentions and supported them in prirfétdlaus, in March
1790, the House voted a fixed salary of £6,000 for the Speaker (about £540,000 at 201F9rices).
This was not quite so generous as it might appear, for Addington was already receiving an income of
about£xoxnnn F @SEFENJAY FSSaT KAa 2FFAOALFE &t NB Y

LG KFER f2y3 06SSy NBEO23IyAaAaSR GKFG GKS {LISI]1SNRaA
SELSyasSa 2F (KS NetSz odzi Al A& ySOSNIKSt Saa |
28 221 a2y X a! RRA Y Addiagoa,pp. 5839, LIOT %A S3It SNE

219 Ziegler Addington pp. 5&59.

220The relationship between Speaker agovernmentduring the eighteenth century is a complex subject,

discussed at length by Thomaheé House of Commorn. 282;330).Laundy argues that Mannefsdzii (i 2 y Q &

dzya Sl idAy3a FNRBY (KS / KIANIAY myop TFAylfteée SadlrofArAakSR

KI 8S +ye 0O2yySEA 2 yTheOfiteof Speakg? 304)G A OF f LI NIlieé¢ 6
221 7iegler Addington pp. 3132, pp. 7@71.

222 |pid, p. 60

223 |pid, p. 69.

224This was not a new idea: it had fitsten suggested by Onslow back in 1{B8omas;The House of
Commonspp. 28%,90).

225 For different interpretations segiegler, Addington,p. 61; and Thomag,he House of Commons,289.
226Thomas;The House of Commarpp. 29@91.

221 7Ziegler, p. 72; ThomagheHouse of Commonpp. 28%91.
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in the role, that the measure passed so smoofiiindeed, 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 overwhelmingiRironically, the transfer of thé LIS | | dhiselihZGomie

gl &a dzyRSN¥YAYSR GKS 3INYyd 2F GKS alfFNB® { dzLJLJ2 &
SyadzNBER KA& AYRSLISYRSYyOS FTNBY (GKS / NRgyT &8SiG GKSE
emolument granted by the government. It could theref@eS I NHdzSR G KI G ! RRAyYy 3G 2
the house was aregressive moe®A 3 Ao0f S aeyvoz2f 2F KAa O2aeée NBfFGA
FYyR | aA3dy GKFdG ahf R /Hawededzdievidendehastheea foundta S | Yy R
ddz33Sad GKFG Fyeée 2F ! RRAY G2y Bedided B woilEprobadlinbe NA S &
dzy Rdzft @ OeyAOFf G2 FaadzyS dKFd ! RRAy3Ii2yQa Y2iGA0€
Addington already owned a London house and he could afford to live independetitly ¢apital?!

¢tKA&d adAaA3Sada GKIFIG KAa RSOAaAzy G2 adl1S I Ofl AY
prestige than moneyAdmittedly, 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 mattefor speculationlt is possible that he was influenced partly by the potential

ddzZA Gl oAt Adle 2F GKS K2dzaS TFT2NJ 6KS {LISF]1SNRa 2FFAC
previouslyhostedlarged Ol £ S a2 OAl f Fdzy Ol A 2 ¢edns1756 @iStéssed a [ Ay O2 f
below) 2 For his parPitt the Youngerasprime minister, took a pragmatic attitude to patronage.

Despite hizarlierO2 YYAGYSy &G (2 aSO02y2YAOlLf NBF2NXNéZ KS Y
means to maintain support among his fellow parliamentari&isie made no attempt to abolisthe

office of auditorr ¥ & SNJ b S g O linstdad, Se@rntelt ® lanbtiker of his closest political

allies,the former Speaker Lor@renville?** Grenville may have been rather disappointed to miss out

2y GKS ! dzZRAG2NRA | 2dzaS> o6dzi GKS !0l 2F mMTyoX g4KA
been difficult to reverse. Pitt had little choice but to find somebody else to grant the hougeysin,

his precise motives for choosing Addington can only be a matter for specylatibtheir close

229Thomas The House of Commorng. 28891.

230G, PellewThe Life and Correspondence of the Rt. Hon. Henry Addington, First Viscount Siarnuth

(London: John Murray, 1847), pp.@®.

BLLJR2Y KAA& Y NNR | 3 -lawRdnks/SHtiogardhim aduiBhie& HHdse in Southampton

Street (TNA PROB 11/1189/299: Will of Anthony Addington, Doctor of Physic of Reading, Berkshire, f. 112).
Nevertheless, Pellew mentiotisat he tooka house in Lower Brook Street at Christmas 1F8¥h(y Addington

T P pHO® ! RRAYy3Id2y Itaz2z (SLI KAA FIFIUGKSNRAE K2dzaS Ay |
moved into this house after leaving Downing Street in 1804 (Peli@nry Addingtori, p.3; GA

D2002/3/1/17, John Freemanlitford, 15t Baron Redesdale: correspondence and professional papers, letter

from Henry Addington to Lord Redesdale, 17 November 1804). Addington may well have supplemented his
2FFAOALE arftI N o0& tSGGAY3T (GKAA K2dzAS KAt ald NBAARAY:Z
2323ee pp. 3¢74 of this thesis.

233 M. J. TurnerPitt the Younger: A Lifeondon: Hambledon and London, 2008). 91, 109, 1267.
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friendshipmust surely have been a factddevertheless, it was made explicit from the outset that
the house would be granted to the office of Speaker, rather than to Addington persosalityis
possible that Pitt had some conception of the potential value of the house to the Speakership
Se2yR ! RRAYE{I2yQa (Syd2NBo®

Q1

It has proved impossible to ascertain the exact process by whicpritme minister secured
KS K2dza$S T2NJ GKS {LISI1SN® ¢KS mMTyo 9EOKSIdzSNI ! C
al 2Sadeéeé¢ dzL2y b Simddisaudsedabiodian Bracticd iKsEems tdAlave been the

(et

Treasury, rather than thking or his household, who allocated official houses at Westmirt&tés

noted above, the usual method of applicatibmat least officially was to send a memorial to the

Treasury boardlt is therefore puzzling that the Treasury minutes for 1G®8Bcontain no record of

yed RA&OdzaaA2y NBEII NRAF Neveithél€ss, herdddrSoho!doBt that 2 NR & | 2
Pitt was ultimately responsible for the graihie was, at this timeghancellor of the Exchequer as

well asprime minister, and he therefore had personal control of Treasury patrortétjehe 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 wiageems plausible thaitt could have obtained

verbal agreement from his fellow Treasury Lords, without leaving any papeiTuailerarguesthat

Pitt always preferred to approach individuals directly in order to get business done quickly, and that

the French wars accentuated this tenderféy/At any rate, theTreasury Bard must have made a

decision on the matter and presented it to the King for his formal approval some time before 21

al NDKE ¢KSy ! RRAYy3IG2y NBFR 2dzi GKS YAy3aQa LINROf |
were presented with dait accompli they never actually had a chance to debate or vote on the
LINP L2 Al fd ¢KAA LINP@PSa 0S@2yR R2dzoi (KFGX RSALIAGS
Ay ANFYGAYy3I GKS {LISF{SNRa |1 2dzaS OFYS y2G FTNBY {F
Neverthelessthe announcement provoked no dissent frahe MPspresent who merelyresolved

that the Privy Council should present an address of thanks to the?®iNg.doubt this was largely a

reflection of thepersonal respect for Addington which existed on both sides of the Héimeever,

it also suggestwhat, in this era, it was not generally considered problematic for a Speaker to

maintain close personal relations with the governmedlttis difficult to see how the transfer of the

2% Receipt of the Exchequer Act, 1783, 23 Geo. 3 cap. 82.

236 See pp. 8¢39 of this thesis

23T TNA T29/66, Treasury Board: minute books: Treasury: minute books, Jungd@83794
238 Turner,Pitt the Youngerp. 93.

239 bid, p. 195.

240 3ournal of the House of Commorts. 49, 1794, p. 361.
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The lack of official records relating to the grant implies that Addington relied on informal, probably

verbal, discussions with Pitt in order to secure th&i$m This, in turn, would mean that the transfer

of the house resulted largely fromRRA Y 3 (2 y Qa T Nhd3hatRigankdshipodidonliKbe t A (0 i
maintained in an age before the Speaker was expected to sever all party ties. The irony is that the

gai 2F GKS {LISIF1TSNR&a |1 2dzasS ¢l a 2yfée LRaaAroftsS Ay
Speakership had not fully evolved: and ya,the remainder of this thesis will argube house

ultimately helped the Speakership to evolve into the form we now know.

¢tKdzAX GKS 1 dZRAG2NINE | 2dza S 0 S Ohoas nektkdSor { LIS 1 S NJ
remained occupiedat least nominallyby the sinecuristeller of the Exchequeldohn Jeffrys Pratt,
Viscount Bayhanidter I Marquess Camdeneller 1780;1834).24* However,on 22 April the
Treasury board received a memorial from Edward Colemarsdtjeantat-arms. Theserjeant
wag and still is responsible 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 housesyijisant had
never been granted such a residemceven though as Coleman pointed out in his memortak
dSLiddzie 4+ a LI NByGfe LINPOAREGRY@HEBRBOSYKY@AS ayS|
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 raia,31 May Charles Long wrote from the Treasury
G2 GKS hF¥FAOS 2F 22N) az SELXIFAYAYy3 (jedntati KS ¢ St ¢

arms, with Bayham being paid compensatiéh.
¢CKS CFONARO IYyR [Fé&2dzicl@F GKS {LISIF1SNDa | 2dzaS

In 1794, then, the Speaker and therjeantat-arms took possession of their new residences
at Westminster. What, exactly, had they inherite®&dly, very little information is available
regarding the layout or furnishings of the Serjeatd NY' 4 Q | 2dzaS RdzZNAy 3 (G KA & LIS
(Fig. 1.1) shows the footprint of the building, but no detailed fiplams have been traced. The
easternfac®R S 2F (KS K2dzaS g1 a | tfran?elegatoh dranBR(Fig. NB.Y { 2| y S
Fortunately there areseveral sources availabléhich shed light omhe fabric and layout of the

{ LIS 1 S NIBalf. Fbr2hdziuposas of this thesis, the most important of these is the ground

20 d ad CFENNBffZ atNIFddz wW2KI8ANOPNERBB)A Y FANRG al NJj dzSa:
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/22705accessed 10/08/2020].

242TNA WORK 6/22, Office of Works and Successors: Miscellanea, Memoriat96) 720 61.

243TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 161.
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floor plan already noted (Fig. 1.2)here is alsa series of records left by antiquarian researchers,

K2 6SNB RNI gy (2t alorig Hith fhedbst 6f thedlaca bécaudeioits medieval

and Tudor architecture. As mentioned in the Introduction, John Carésprobably the most

important of these researchers. His philosophy of architectural conservation, and his attitudes to

22l GGQa 62N] G 2SadGdYAYadSNE gAftf 0S RA&AOdzA&ASR A
he publishedtwoaf A Of Sa RA&aO0dza aAy 3 mXKWSG { $I61 Y SENGKEst A [21d22y5S @ y
theseappearedn February 1800, but was apparently based principally on a site visit made in

17912%|t seems that this was not his first visit, howeverttzre is alsa floor plan which he

apparently made in 1788 (Fig. 128)Carter was a respected draughtsman, but there are several
inconsistencies between his written accounts and the other available sources. His 1788 sketch plan
alsodiffers from the Soane/Groves plan made five years latemwever, dher antiquariesalso made

recordsoR SaiYAyaiSNRaE YSRASGOIE I NOKAGSOGdzNBE® W ¢
contribution with his boolArchitectural Antiquities of Westminstérhis book was originally

LINEYLIGSR 068 | RSAANB (2 NBO2NR (GKS YSRASQOLIt oI t¢
destruction in 1806346 Yet Smith was conscious of the increasing interest in medieval architecture at

the time; hence, by the time the book was published in 188had expandedts scopeto include as

much information as possible about the qldlace?*’ Thomas Pennant gives a brief description of

0KS {LISI1SNDa | 2daieSccdupt of Kdndobumthisgprevidesitle] information

which cannot be found elsewheré These antiquarian sources provide a great deal of information;

but for the purposesof this thesistheir major limitation is that they are far more interested in the

medieval fabric of the structures than their contemporary usage. Hence rdvealvery little about

the interior decoration and furnishings of the house during the 1790g gap is partially filled an

inventory of the publiclyowned furniture within the buildings, prepared in October 17&¥7The list

of rooms that itprovidesis clearly incomplete; this, in turn, indicates that not every room in the

,,,,,

2443, Carter (writing & & ! y ), dVBR Rursis OfiAichitectural Innovation, No. XXV: The Antient Palace

of the Kings of England at Westminster, Contiry@ Sy (i f SY I y Q30:14B08)pl 32¢® >and

G¢KS tdzZNBdzAGa 2F ! NOKAGSOGdzNI f Lyy20FGA2y> b2d - . LY
I 2y GAPEFRE S Y Yy Q20:241808) pp. A7¢Z%.5

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.

26, T.Smith: yGAljdZAGASa 2F GKS /AdGe 2F 2SaliYAYAadSNIT ¢KS htR
Commons) &c. &€London: T. Bensley, 1807), ppxii

2Tw2aSYFNE ITAffS aat NPOSSRAY3I fA1S Ddz2 CldzEéY GKS | yii;
Westminster, 1796w y o Aréhfectural Histor9 (2016), pp. 26464.

248 Thomas Pennan§ome Account of Londdsi? Edition (London, 1813), pp. 1¢%7.

249 TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2.@Harles Abbot,1Baron Colchester: Papemsliscellaneous Papers:
ParliamentaryAn Inventory of the Household furniture Belonging to the Public at the Righdutalble the

Speaker of the House of Commons [sic] in St Stephens [sic] Court Newr@alaestminster October 1797
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house contained publiclgwned furniture.Nevertheless, it provides some indication of the rooms in

the upper storeyswhich werenot covered by the Soane/Groves plan.

Thereardi g2 322R @GAadzf &2dz2NOS& F2NJ GKE&GthisLILISF NI y
time. Being visible from the river and Westminster Bridge, this would have been the most prominent
St SOriAz2y 2F (KS K2dza$S G2 GKS 3ISYySNIf LlJzmtAOd {2
October 1794, which shows the east front of the house, aloigkvi § KS Sy R Gapel{ G { G S LI
FYRE (2 GKS &2dzi K 2 FHous&(Kid I.4)./The& hJsome doubligh@it / 2 YY2 Yy & C
whether this is a survey drawing of the tsmuas 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
0SSy 'y dzySESOdzi SR LINR LR &l f 4 ghd @ssimiptRe adigning 1 S K &

Exchequer Officeasconform with the Stone Building on the other side of Westminster #¥all.

| 26 SOSNE { YAGKQa 0221 O2yidlAya | yohépelaphdregtlyy 3 2 F
based on an earlier drawing by Paul Sandby (Fig®1®)K S a2 dzi KSNYy SyR 2F (KS {
GraA0tS YR Ay Y2ad NBaLsSoOdas (GKS SyaNl gay3 588

major discrepancy is that Sandby depicts the small projecting bay in the foreground as a square
block with windavs only on the end wall, whereas Soane depicts a-®&taigonal 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 aftgr/56 &€ Qa RNIJ gAY

250 sawyerSoane at Westminstep. 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 Soaseirvey drawing of the House of Commons and adjoining buildi
1794: Elevation of the east (River Thames) front as modified by Wren [sic] and outliriekptzm
LI LISNE pody E cpduOYd® [2yR2YY. { AN W
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Fig. 1.5: John T. Smith after Thomas Sandbyth East View of the House of Commons,
reproduced in SmithAntiquities of Westminstefacing p. 145

The eastern range of the houseda plain brick fagade with a hipped roof, a style typical of
late seventeenthor eighteenthcentury town house$>? As noted above, this riverfront range may
KIS 0SSy ySgte odAfdx 2N KSF@gAfte NBYg/IRStf SRY Ro
However, stylistic analysis suggests that the facade 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 buildprgctices had been prompted by the Building
106G 2F mtntI BKAOK FAYSR (2 NBRdJzZOS &R NRA]l 2F 1
illustration also shows that this tall blockhree storeys plus an atticwas high enough to

completely obscure the twatorey cloister behind.

252 3. SummersorGeorgian LondofiLondon: Pleiades Books, 1945), pp;3@®
253pid, p. 52.
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G GKS y2NIKSNY o0@ASgAy3d ediavkndaw aRigiaesicalT { 2 y St
pediment mark the end of the northern wing of the houstewas this northern winghat faced into
{ G { 0SLKAsghted aboap2NACzLIA SR G KS aAiGS 2F GKS FT2NXYSNJ
200A2dzat e 0SSy SAGKSNI G20l tte NBLXLFFOSR 2N SEGSy3
CollegeOyS 2F Wd ¢ { YAGKQA SyaNI gayda o60d myntT CA:
alterations to the bell taver (discussed further beloywhis showsheavy quoins around the
doorway, anda bulky, dentilled cornicewhichgivesthis part of the building a slightly earlier
I LILISE NI yOS GKFEyYy GKS SFaAaGdSNY Tl el RS® /FNISNI RSaO0N
I LI NI Y°8Tyiis sedtiah of the house is apparently lower than the riverfront wiagly two
storeygs 6dzi { YAGKQ&A AffdzZAGNI GAR2Yy &ada3asSada GKFG AG ot
it?®¢KS (g2 o0dAfRAYIa (2 (GKS y2NIK 0@ASgAy3ad NRARIK(GLC
K2 dza S&{ ¥yOhPKQa 0221 lfaz2 AyOftdzRRSa | atAakaGte SI NI
0SF¥F2NB G(GKS IfGSNIXrdAz2ya o6S3aly 6CAID MPTOD / | NI SN
G26SNJ KIS 0SSy Y2 Reéastyel dugdeststhatie Mppédiaafandparajrt K
may, indeed, have been 17or 18"-century additions, although the windows retain their Gothic
character™{ YA G KQa Sy3aN} @gAy3aa |faz2 IABS | I22R AYRAOL
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 aianost certainly connected

to the kitchen rangé&®®

B4 NIISNE dat dzNBdA Gaég - - 23X LIP MHDOD

25 The fact that it was only two storeys high suggests that it might have been the office block built for John

Bingley in 161412. See Colvir¥, A y 3 Q 84, p2 2BNJ a

26/ I NISNE &t dzNBRdzA Gaé¢ - - 3 LIO .IvandCartetisRefich plan &FB8).{ 2 Yy S I NP dz
BT NISNE at dzNBRdzA 1aé¢ - - 23X LI MHGQOD

258 3ee Clarke plan (Fig. 1.10) below, which clearly shows the position of this range just to theasomhthe

former oratory (marked a).
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Fig. 1.6: John T.Smith,d9 @ +ASg 2F (G KS . St frepmauses NBItH,
Antiquities of Westminstefacing p. 45
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Fig. 1.7: John T. Smitd,E. View of the same Bell Tower, taken from the House of Commg
reproduced in SmithAntiquities of Westminstefacing p. 45

The best way to understand the relationship of théaeades to the internal layout of the
house is to compare these perspective illustratidng { 2 ySQa LJX I ya 2F G(KS Kz2d
GKS alyYS GAYS®d ¢KS {2 ySkDNR@Sa LIy 2F GKS 3INERd
(Fig.1.8), have already been notéef 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

259The author thanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for making him aware of this plan.
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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 undercrof. 6 S@SNE / | NISNDRa 24y
theDSy it SYI y Qr18aY makesicleay tBat the Dining Room had only recently been
SEGSYRSR Ayi(2 GKS OSyidNrt oleé 2NRaK&Hsdzy RSNONR T
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.

Fig. 1.8: John Cartd?]an of the Remains of Old Palace at Westmir(stetail), 1788. Pen, ink
and wash on paper, dimensions unavailable. Poughkeepsie: Frances Lehman Loeb Art G
Vassar College, 1864.2.2787.

Unfortunately, no plansf the second floor, or the attic, of the east wihgve been

discoveredHowever, there is a plan of the upper storey of the cloisters (Fig. 1.9) and adjoining

260/ | NISNE Gt dzNRdzAG&¢ /- LY LI Topod

64



(@]

dzZA ft RAY3aX | LI NBydfe LINBLI NBRThis datelsdeds dobfodsh OS 2 F
0S50lIdzaS (GKS &aSO2yR LXKIFI&aS 2F 221 d46Qa tGSNIGA2Yya
drawing does not reflect the changes he made. For example, it does not show the introduction of
the staircase in the former belltosv or the removal of the latand-plaster partitions from the west
cloister?620n the other hand, the projecting bay on the east frordriswn witha square, rather
than a semoctagona)]SY RT G KA & ¢2dz R O2NNBaLRyR 6AGK {lyRoe&
{21 ySQa ¥t 22 NPokdibly tfis i2addrli& plan@vhich ha fedn misdated;parhaps
an office draughtsmarunaware of recent alterationsjmply copied an earlier drawing.

Nevertheless, this is the most detailed source available for the layout of the first floor of the house
FG Fye GAYS RdNAYy3I GKS {LISIF]1SNRa 200dzd GA2y @

261 Office of Works: Plan of the house of the Speaker of the House of Commons, ¢. 1803. Ink on paper, 518 x
ocnYY® [2YR2YY {ANI W2Ky). {2 ySQad adzaSdzy 6{a OTKMKHT
262Colvin,Y A Y 3 Q 36, p? BN PndthAntiquities,p. 29; TNAPRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. Gharles Abbot,

1st Baron Colchester: PapeMiscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary: Memoranda for Mr Wyatt, June 24 1802
{LSFTSNR&a | 2dzAS wSLI ANARZ yo LI
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Fig. 1.9: Office of Works: Plan of the house of the Speaker of the House of Commons, c. 1§
2y LI LISNE pmy E ocnYYd [2YR2YyY { AN W2KY
(added digitally) relate to possible room names/uses discussed itexhe

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
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the service areas, was not unusual in the eighteenth cemfiifijheir placement in the eastern wing

was probably intended to give them a view of the garden and the river. It is puzzling, however, that
0KSaS Gg2 S5AYyAy3a w22Ya INB tA&EGSR Ay RRAGAZ2Y (2
indicate that the latte was not used as a Dining Room before the Speaker took over the house;

I'f 6K2dzZZ3K aNB 5Sf | yeé Qianakeslothdryt was asBdifar €ddizd fanstiRA¥.0 St 2 6 0
Between the dining rooms at®/o rooms described as waiting rooms. As discussed in Chapter Two,

2l GGQa fFAOSNI 2FAGAY3I w22Y Ay (GKS F2NY¥SNI dzLILIS NI 2
Library, whiclsuggestghat it was intended for the use of callers who were waiting to discuss

business with the Speaké&?On this basis, it is reasonable to assume that theserooms fulfilled

GKS alyYS LlzN1}2asS F2NJ OFftSNBR gAaKAy3d G2 aLISE] G2
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
roomst and, via stairways, to the other family areathe eastern range of the cloisters, along with
theeasterrhalf2 ¥ G KS y2NIK NIy3aSs gSNB f S€Earterivasli I OG> F yR
delightedd KI & G KSaS aSOGAz2ya ¢ SNB f[XTicontaBigatedyBnf & T NB ¢
modernA Y i NHzA A2y X 2y S Sy i A NBHollewed® was Bismayedita Bgthat & LIX Sy
GKS NBYFAYRSNI 2F (KS Oft2Aa0GSNAB KltkotheBwoyls TAf f SR ¢
service rooms. The layout of the service rooms was far from ideal, and reflealgftbelty of
adaptingthe cloisters to serve a very different function fraheir intended purposesThe former
courtyard had been roofed over to create space for a kitchen. This infill was only one storey in
KSAIKGY {YAOGKQA AffdaAaGNIGA2Yy 2F (GKS 0SSttt (G26SNI ¢
upper cloister. Moreover fte surviving firsfloor plan (Fig. 1.99hows no additions within the
guadrangle. 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, destroyingrapartant section of the historic fabric.

Large chunks of the side walls were also cut away to provide space for storage and kitchen

263 Mark GirouardLife in the English Country House: A Social and Architectural Histagon: Book Club
Associate 1979pp. 16@;61.

264 Augusta Hall, Baronessanover (ed.)The Autobiography and Correspondence of Mary Granville, Mrs.
Delaneyyol. lli(London: Richard Bentley, 1861), pp. 418.

265See p. 1773 of this thesis.

26/ I NIISNE &t dzNEdzAGaeg - - +LX LI THHO
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equipment?®’ These alterations are clearly delineated in a 1798 plan by Charles Clarke, now in the

Bodleian library (Fid..10) 268

11111

CRA Llores- dellh: augiws —

—

Fig. 1.10: Charles Clarlidan of the Chapel of Our Lady of the Pew [sic] with the adjoining
cloister,1798, ink on paper, dimensions unavailable. Oxford: Bodleian Library, Gough Drav
a.2 no. 51Reproduced under Reproduced under a CE¥NC 4.0 licence.

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 reastern and soutleastern

corners of the oratory in order to create two smalbs2 Sa sz ¢KSNBlFa / tF N)] SQa LI
grita 1Ay G2 GKS 2NRIAYIE F2N¥ 2F (KS OKI LISt o ¢

however, mentions that there were coppers positioned at these corners. It therefore seems

267/ | NISNE a4t pzZRRB.dzA G &€ - - L

28 f 1K2dzaK/ XKAABAXGR2FRhazNI [ FRe 2F (GKS tSgesx GKS NBFSNByY
accompanying description prowenclusivelyi K+ & KA a LJX Iy akK2ga (G(KS f26SN 2N
The author thanks Elizabeth Hallam Smith for drawing his attention to this plan.
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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,
YSRAS@GIE F2NX 2F GKS OKI LISt dcldarihatimyich of bk hisac / £ F NJ S
mouldings and decoration had been removed in order to make way for these copperddi S N &
GNAGGSY RSAONALIGAZ2Y 2F GKS hNIG2NE O2NNRBO2NI GSa

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 divisiohe &fdrth

and West sides, have been cut away for doors, shelves, the hamgiafjwicker bottles,
skewers, and puddingloths. The West side is an entire blank, all the parts having been

demolished®®

Thesedescriptions suggest that Scullery doublgalas a Still Room: the coppers were probably used
for jamrmaking. The space between the oratory and the northern buttress was roofed to create a
charcoal store (illustrated in section on the Clarke plan); astoad was located in the adjacent,
centre section of thevest cloister. To the south of the oratory, the southern range of the cloister
had beenextended 2  OO0O2YY 2RI (S lLarderZ21 Qa w22Y YR

¢KS a0SsFNR KR KERSISEES SNPLASNT 2y GKS SkHad &aARS
BSNI 221 Ay3cd KEGNEF NRSydeY OA Sy i a Ll GBS FRNNYF @ SNPS NC
GKS Ot 2AaGSNJ KR 68Sy SEGSYRSRT Al | LIWISIENA GKI G
t SFGAyYy3I | O2tdzvYy 616 NRfe TEAI2NBRYAYINBEKGYNARE
-002YY2RIGS I NBFrazylofeée &addzmadlyslf K2dzaSK2f R® L
SYLX 28 SR odzi Ay KAa Nbyjuz8aVikSWR2t (122 NIl {y 2218 yoaie (i ¢ S
0KS 20KSNJ AARS g8F GIKKSS {23 NIK yiRaR2Onté2 MBMBIA RS N2 2 NI S NJ
21LISYSR RANBOGte 2y (2 {0 {GSLKSyQa /2dNI3I sKAOK
GF1Ay3 6FaKAyYy3d 2dzidARS (2 RNE® S K26S@OSN) 02y 0
-f SN} a2ya KIFR Of SINIe KIOR FI oRIYOK 2AEF HNESWGOH AR aF1\8 |
ONMzii £ FfGiSNre2ya (2 (KS 2N}i2BRRBABINBARSR | 0208
02y aSNWL a2y Aal ONRaOAAYA 2F 28FgZ Al Ad AYLRNIIY

No

29/ | NIISNE dtdzZNEdzAGaé - - L3 LIJP THO®

2710 John Soane/John T. Groves: Plan of the late Duke of Newcastle's house in the Exchimpecthe

{LISF1SNHE K2dzaSd Ly| 2y LILSNE ndHYY E cnoYYd [2YR2Y)Y
211SM 37/1/28, n. p.

221pid, n. p.

213PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2. 0, n. p. See gisd $3;34 of this thesis.

214SM 37/1/28, n. p.
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aK2p383KdAlya 2F GKS 2NIG2NR g+Hfta oAyOfdzRAYy3a (GKS
NEY2@ERmAPn 20 KSNI g2NREAY (92 &SI NESyBNTFANBKS 2 GgKe S
KFyRX /FNISNQa mynn NpOtS OflFAayvya GKIG GKS FILaGS
MT M GAAAGT GKA& O2YYSyYyd YAIKG AYLX & GKFG FdzNIKS
' RRAYI(2¥°QA (KSWIzMB@> Ay KAA& MynH YSWRSGR2NDERGSOEL
G2 Y2@3S GKS 12dzaS1SSLISNIOSIwAYE GOfK2 &S NIKB2 a0KA t BNG
Y2 @SR S {7AcSKAKES NaBoeal IS & (odey(a OAl2adzay Saa 2F GKS KAadz2N
I NOKAGSOGdzNF £ YSHR Y U2R NBRS 2062 A2 ¥SNKA yIAy R T (G KSA
OKIttSy3aS gl a (2 | OKASOS GKA&A gKAfad Fftaz2z ONBIlay
{ LS 1 SN3p

In the absence of a labelled plan, it is all but impossible to ascertain the layout of the family
NE2Ya 2y (GKS FANRBRG FE22N) 2F GKS {LISF{SNDa | 2dzaST
FE22N |1 26SOSNE (GKS ™M1 dhaan fill if €bBg af tReNgBps. ICoftBr, far I NIi S N &

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 coedihg[X]?"®

Presumably this spaa@n be identified withii KS & [ 2y 3 DI ff SNEé NBFENNBR {;
/ F NISNR&E RSAONRLIIAZ2Y &aSSvya G2 Avywite GKFG AG o1t a
| 26 SOSNE (GKS hTFAOS 2F 22Nl aQ LIXIY O0CATIDP MDPL &K
cloister to be partitioned, whereas the northern aadstern 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 rang@umbered 5 on Fig. 1.2he more likely candidate for the Long Galléty

Carter claimed that thepperoratory (numbered 4 on Fig. 1.8 R 6 SO2 Y S-rodmtfora f SSLIA y 3
ASNDPYyad®S SAITIKGSSYUK OSyldz2NEZ AdG ¢l a adAatt O2
the first floor, adjoining the family rooms, so that they could easily be called during the night if

required?®2 This arrangement was particularly common for the principal bedroom, which might

215SM 37/1/28 n. p.

276 Carter &t dzNXYXA, ip. &2

217TPRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2. 0, n. p.

281 NISNE Gt dzNBdzA Gaé - - x2LE LI THOO®

2I9TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. 04, n. p.

280TNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2. 0., n. p.

2Bl | NISNE Gt dzNBgA Gaé¢ - - LT LIJP THO

282\, Waterson¢ K S { S NIJA Qoinéstiz History dof Erddigondon: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1982)
98.
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AYRAOIFGS GKIF G K $ menfohds in h&INIT invent@yRvasvoR tRisrfloores The

location of the latter can only be a matter fepeculation, but seems reasonable to suppose that it

would have been placed in the east wing so as to enjoy a view over theTlvesmall rooms in the

$6Sai Oft2AailGSNE AYYSRAIFIGStE@ FR2FOSyd G2 GKS 2NI G2
w 2 2 Yadjdining the bell towerwhich werementioned inthe 1802 memdrom Abbot to Wyatt34

Several other rooms are mentioned in the 1797 inventory which must have been on the first, second

or attic floors of the houseBy definiton, K S d¢al ARQ& DI NNBlié¢ &R OB Ydzal
¢KS dabdzZNESNERE YlIe faz2 KIFI®S 6SSy Ay GKSNBT AG 4l
accommodated atthe top of the hous®! & G KA & GAYSS (GKS a¢l LISadNE w2
RANBOGtE 0208 GKS {dSél NRQa w22 Y (K would I8 bey 2 NIl K C
moved, as discussed in Chapter T8 To judge from the quality of the furnishingsvhich

included eight gilded tapestry armchairs and two matching sofas, a chandelier, two pier glasses and

a fitted Wilton carpet the Tapestry Room was probably the principal drawimgm of the house®®

lfa2 YSY(UGA2ySR Ay GKS Ay@Syia2NB INB Iy a!ydar /KI
YR abSEG w22YEéT odzi GKSNB A& y2 APR2eNMkhatA 2y (2
GKS [AONINE gta t20FGSR Ay (G(KS y2NIKSNY NIy3asS 27
Abo2MYuaH YSY2 FTNRY ! 602G G2 2@l aGd lFralta GKS | NOKA .
of Commons, by removing the Lath and Plaister [sic] Servants Bed Raomsine from the present

Square Tower at the end of the Librarii 2 (0 KS [ 2 6 0 &' Thefower i §uedtighauass ¢ ®

have been the former bell tower. Since the western range of the cloisters was apparently occupied

08 ASNDIylGiaQ 60SRNR2YAas (GKS 2yfé 20KSNI NR2Y AYYSF
NRE2Y 2F (KS 0 dAyIdRAOYSINEIR yH2 NEyK OV 4H Sudvchy @ ¢ KA & NP 2
Picture Gallery®?¢ KSNB A& +Ffaz2 Iy myno fSGGSNI FNRY W2KYy w.
AYGSYRSR fAONINBET GKAA AdzLIL2 NI & GKS GKS2NEB (KL

283TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. 04, n. p.

284TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, 1. 8.4.2. 0., 5q® also p. 1& 34 of this thesis.

285TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2. o4.n.

286 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. 04, nGpquard Life in theEnglish Country House, 286.

271 5602004 YSY2 (2 2@l GG mynH ot wh aanuedekumderthe. 2 E 03 L L ¢
¢FLISAaGNE w22Y a Fi LINBaSyiéo

28 See p. 14 of this thesis.

Z89TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. 04, n. p.

20pid, n. p.

291 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, 1. §.4.2. 0., 15q® also p. &34 of this thesis.

2925ee]. T. Smith, Foundation Plan of the Ancient Palace of Westminster (detail), dated 1807. Published in
Antiquities of Westminstefacing p. 12%Fig. 2.23f this thesi3.
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2 3 | G ( 91802 aligratidng® Both the groundand firstfloor plans show a large staircase at the

junction of the east and north wings of the house (humbered 7 on Fig. 1.9). Presumably, this was the
staircase used by the Speaker and his farhdyer sources, written after Wyatt constructed his new

staircase in the former belltower (see Chapter Two), refertoithet R { G2y S { Gl A NOI &4S¢
I 2YY2y { (ithishmighl vell Sethe staircase in questifhiThere also appears to be an exit

from the first floor of the beltower (numbered 1 on Fig. 1.9). This must havededctly into

Westminster Hajlpresumably, it was used whertemporary firstfloor gallery was erected in the

Hall on special occasions (as discussed befw).

/' NI SNRa NBFSNBYyOS G2 daolNB gl ftfta IyR I 02@S|
AYGSNA2NI RSO2NX GA2y 2F GKS {LISF{1SNRa |1 2dzasS Fd F
cloisters and undercroft, most of the house was furnisired plain style with basic classical
ONAYYAYy3Iad LG ¢2dz R I LIISENI GKF G GdeSionfSt. Nb & { G2y S
{GSLKSYQ OKIFLISts ¢gla ftaz2 RSO2NIGSR Ay (GKA&a gl &
cloisters and underoft remained inescapablé.ongbefore 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 significanthibat
aforementionedRobertWalpolg 2" Earl of Orforgdwho held the office of auditor from 17891,
was the elder brother of Horace Walpole, creaBirawberry Hill, Twickenharthe famousmid-
eighteenthcenturyGothicvilla.?® It was probablyRobertg K2 O2y JSNI SR GKS GaDNRG G-
undercroft from a fuel store to a domestic apartment during the 172806.1 NIl SND&a f I § SNJ RS
2F GKS dzy RSNONRBTFG YSy A 2%Langley firdt publishe@hisfodoya t S& yé 7
G A YLINE @S feéthiddaskymiziv 2742, so the fireplace might well date from thig%ra.

293 TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2.@Barles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papiliscellaneous Papers:

Parliamentary: letter from John Rickman to Charles Abbot{uday] 29 1803.

2%4pA 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. 8.4.2. q: progress of works questionnaire, dated 9 September

1805. See also p55 of this thesis.

2% See pp. 993 of this thesis.

2% sainty,Officers of the Excheques. 209.

B LEtlY {YAGKE a{d alFNB ! YRSNONRT{I(£ZT F2NIKO2YAy3Iod
298\Wao [/ ITINBUSSNIEE of Architectural Innovatiddo.CXY w2 &l f t | f | OSY (% S&k yxua G SNE
Magazine77:2 (1807), p. 735

2%t @ [AYRFASERY G{SNAR2dza D20 KAO I y RnciénRAchileduraindK S ! y OA Sy
Gt NAYy OA LI £ DS ZYAShitediura) HisStdngy @0 1d)A pip .1 442,
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Fig. .11IW2 Ky / I NISNE / NRaa aSoOodAazy 2% {4 {40
South end of Westminster Hall, reproduced in J. Toptame Account of the Collegiate Chay
2F {0 {(SLKSpPa@aar 2 SadvYAyaidSN

2 f L2t SQa afdeé@SianadEadBbf LificslS(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 chias. Horace Walpole himself attended, and was suitably impressed by the presentation
of the cloisterstheyhad been specially lit using lamps placed inside Volterra (white alabaster) vases.
IS RSAONAOBRGANSHEE &k KRIThablfestockirig Mis Reédaney alddyake ad
favourable account in one of her letters, though she must have been reporting séeomt
information as she apparently did not attend the event herdedr description of the lighting in the
Ot 2AaGSNRE | OO2aNRKAS gIAfGEK2 2 SyLieA Sy ol FAYS 2t R D2
undercroft, which she supposed must have once been part of a mona$t&he drew a poetic
O2y (N} &l o0SG6SSy GKS NeR2YQa az2ftSyy LIlad FyR Ala
The employments of its inhabitants could not have been more different than their dresses

the woollen robe, the covered neck, the solemn veil, what a contrast to the enormous

30w, S. Lewis (ed$,KS , £ S 9RAGAZY 27F | 2 Nd. Grf\ew Habehl¥dlednidersity2 NNEB & LJ
Press, 194), pp. 453¢54.
301 lanoverMrs. Delany, p. 416.
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hoops, gold and silver brocade, exposed necks and shoulders, and the numberless

adornments for the head??

These accounts show that, even in the 1750s, Gothic architecture had the power to stir the
imagination and evoke associations of the medieval gakapter Two will demonstrate howudng
1 6620Qa GSy dzNB werdaktigely Sxploitddita?sénie Ispedifig pblitical agendas.

WwWSLI ANBR YR !'fGSNIXrGA2ya 5dz2NAy3a | RRAy3IG2yQa ¢

There is considerable uncertainty as to the extent of repairs and alterations carried out during

l RRAY3ld2yQa GSydaNBd hy Hn WdzyS mtdn / KFIN¥ Sa [2y:
Office of Works, requesting an estimate for any repairs atatations necessary to allow Addington

to move in3%3Clearly, the Treasury expected ththe Office of Worksvould take responsibility for
thefutureYF Ay Syl y0S 2F GKS {LISI1SNR& |1 2da&AaSd ¢KS h¥T.
during the lateseventeenth and earlgighteenth centuries® Yet an 1802 memo by Groves claims

OKIFIG GKS&S o0dzAf RAy3a ¢SNBE 2y %8By thaf1790sSitRseedrytRab NJ (1 K S
S@Sy GKS NBtS@OlrylG 2FFAOAIE A 6SNBE dzyadzZNBE | 62dzi (0 FK
¢NBI&dz2NE oSt iSRfte AaadsSR Iy SELX AOAG AyadNuzOGA 2
repairs to the house®® Nevertheless, Wyatt later claimed that he had not received this instruction,
LINEYLIGAY3 | GSadte SEOKFy3IS sAlGK w2as 3FyR I RSt @

CKA&d O2yFdzaAz2y Yleée KStL) G2 SELXIAYy 6Ké SELISY!
O2yaAraitsSyidte NBO2NRSR Ay (GKScBBEKSSQEISI DORIH( & 2 E
SELX AOAGEE tAAGSR Ay (GKS h¥FTAOSQaARBpossbie22 1 &T Ay
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 speiit & S { LIS { SNR &
| 2dzaS ¢l a4 RNI gy FTNRBY (GKS hFFAOSQA dzadzrf 0dzR3ISG
the royal household, was funded through the Civil List; but in 1798 a special parliamentary grant of

£254218.6d0 ¢+ a YIRS G2 O020SNJ GKS O2aida 27 NBOSyid NB

302 lanoverMrs. DelanyB, pp. 41&17.

303TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 162.

304 Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 35, pp. 2L 3

305PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2Charles Abbot,1Baron Colchester: Papemsliscellaneous Papers:

Parliamentary{ LIS {1 SNR& | 2dzaS 3 Fdz2NYyAlGdz2NBEd . & gK2Y G2 06S NBLI
Mr Grovesn. p.

306 TNA: WORK 6/23, Office of Works and successors: Miscellanea, Memorial¢ 809 6f. 6566; and PRO

30/9/14, 11.8.4.2. hh. aCharles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester: Papiliscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary:

letter from Rose to Calvert, 11 July 1797.

307TNA: WORK 4/18, Office of Works, Minutes: Y833 f. 255; and WORK 6/23, ff. 38, 42¢66.
308 TNA: WORK 5/107, Office of Works, Accounts: Debt Bookg2808
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Serjeantat-! NJY & Q ¥°Zhiz&eBriisto have been a tacit admission by parliamentarians that the
hFFAOSQAa 0dzRISEG 61 & AyadFFAOASYdH (G2 YSSG GKS RSY
occupants. Surprisingly, it seems that the Serjestdt NJYHbW3e accounted for the greater part of

KA&d SELISYRAGIINB® /2ftSYlFyQa YSY2NRIf (G2 GKS ¢NBI
ALISOATFTAOITEE NBIdzSaGdSR GKIG AG 0 SGnURdined?dss I LINE L

(et

Sir William Chambers, themarveyorgeneral, gave the Treasury an estimate ofdBb for repairs

and alterations, quite a substantial sum for a relatively small resid&hce.

Ld FLIWSEFNR GKFG GKS {LISF1SNDa | 2dAaS s61Fa Ay |
any major works being carried out during 1794. Nevertheless, Addington evidently decided that
Ff GSNIGA2ya 6SNBE ySOSaal Nafor fenf&ingqtle hQugePryoredzl € £ & & o
02y @SyASy e (2 G(IRS2UMNIBUNGayNEe ful gétails dizehidzalain 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 requaelstiyig
Estimate of the Expence [sic] attending the execution of the said pBG&hambers had died five
Y2y(iKa SIFENIASNE &2 w2 asS Qsrvejobganérs Named Vya: RIRNB@&H SR
F3a20AF0A2Y S6AGK {LISIF]TSNRa |1 2dzaSx K28SOSNE KIFR |
alterations made its stately progress through the Westminster bureaucracy, it seems that Addington
pressed ahead with buying new furniture for the lseuHe 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
SEFYAYS (KS oAffta aF2N OF NA2dza | dldporOih&t part BfSt A S NE
0KSaS 2dAKG (G2 0SS 02y aAirRSNGARA | 2dzRHS BSHYAR yAl & 24 TS
articles as are fitted to particular places, or are particularly adapted to the Style and Character of the
HouseX]0 s KSUKSNJ) Y2@SI o6t S 2N y2d0 35Ha prgpdzedRhatas O2y a4 A R
inventoryofi K$&4 S FTAEGdNBA &aK2dzZ R 68 YFERS FyR 1SLI |G
LX S &adzNBE GKI G GKSaS o0dzAt RAy3Ia &K abst@dof big RS NJ { K S
totalled £646 8. 3d.; when added to the cost of repairs to the Serjeatit NJIYHDW3e, this would

309 House of Commons Journals, Vol. 53, £B87 p. 493For the funding of the Office of Works in this era see
ColvinY A ¥y 3 Q 36, pp.RRE| a

S10TNA: WORK 6/22, f. 161.

3 pbid, f. 162.

SI2TNA: WORK 6/23, f. 4.

313 bid, f. 4.

314 1bid, f. 1

3151bid, f. 1.

316 bid, f. 1.
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seemtol O02dzy i F2NJ GKS MHZIpnn alLISOALfte @2G6SR o0& tl|

suggestion for an inventory but, in the event, this was not carried out until October797.

Meanwhile,itseemsthat RRAYy 32y Qa a O wsshnsly an giveh dpproddal G A 2 v &
towards the end of 1796. This may partly explain why, on 30 December, Wyatt appointed a new
team of artificers for the hous#® 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
ofthemrel LILISI NJ RdzZNAyYy 3 2el ddQa fFGOGSNIIfGSNrGA2ya T2N
The most notable name among them was Thomas Gayfere Jnr, the mason who also worked on the
NB a G2 NI A 2 ythapeFand \BegtiNiBsterHAE Theinew team must have set to work
N} LARf &S F2NJGKS FEf0dSNIGA2ya FyYyR NBLI ANE | LILI NBy
substantially complete by Lady Day (25 March) 1*#93adly, though, very little information is
available regarding the nature of the alterations carried out. The only specific change mentioned in
22l 00Qa O2NNBalLRyRSyOS Aa GKS aYlF{Ay3a w2F6 | [ 2Y
| 2dza S 2 F 3IRigmétzl¢ai ehether thisew connectiorwas added at groundr first-
floor level,but the latter seems more likely. The Soane/Groves pRg. 1.2suggests that, even
before Addington moved in, there was already a doorway at ground level allowing access from the
cloisters into the passage from Westminster H&IBy contrast, the Office of Works plan of the first
floor(Fig. 1.9 K2ga y2 R22NBlIF& FTNRY (GKS dzLR3GoWeverfa2 A a G SNI A
connectionwas certainly made lateit isshown in a later plan of 1826 (Fig. 2).&nd, as already
RA&0dzaaSRzE (KS oWfyzioNI LREFIGYS RIFe (KS AMAANBENINBE OG @ 9 A
makes clear that it was not until after that date that the western range ofujiger cloister was

cleared to allow the latter to be used as a passageway to the Comftfons.

SYTNA PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, II. §.4.2. 04, n. p.; WORK 4/18, f. 196; WORK &223, f. 1

318TNA WORK 4/18, f. 216.

S19TNA WORK 4/18, f. 216; ColWhA Yy 3 Q 36, L3L2dNJpan H S pnn X p welsitewft K2 Y & DI &F S
Westminster Abbeyhttps://www.westminsterabbey.org/abbey
commemorations/commemorations/thomagayfere[accesse®5/04/2023.

S20TNA: Work 6/23, ff. 6856. Some minor decorating work may have continued into the autumn, as the Lord

/| KFYOSNI FAyQa oAft 0221 YSydAizya GKS adzall e 2F az2yvY$S ¢
LC 9/349, Lord Chamberlain's Department: Accounts and Miscellanea: Misegllday Book 1796; 1806, f. 7).

321TNA: Work 6/23, ff. 65566.

3229M 37/1/28,n.p/  NIISNDR& &a1SGO0OK LIXIYy 2F mMTtTyy O0CAITDdD modyo | faz
GKIFG GKS R22NBlI & g a o038 @iuliRilloddhg tHsdaidenbBheTl@isteis fo®& My nH
AYO2NLIR2 NI GSR Ay (2 Th&kBmes2B8ctoheBI8MBA.3l 2dzaSd { SS

8235M 37/1/27, n. p.

324PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, 1. 8.4.2. 0., nSpe als@p. 13B¢34of this thesis.
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Fig 1.2: Office of John SoanBJan of the One Pair Flodr826 (detail). Ink on paper, 28.7 x 47
OY®d [2YR2YY {ANI W2KYy {21 ySQa a dz

22 GG Qa It G S NI dodt 26guEn toka (Althost RER D00 At 2@LY priceshot
insignificant suni?® Nevertheless, the house continued to suffer from significant damp problems
probably due to its proximity to the river and, perhaps, inadequate foundatioS.NIi I A yf 8 3 | 60 2
records of the 180208 rebuilding project place considerable emphasis on the foundations of the
K2dzaSs FyR GKS RNI}IAYI3IS | NNIy3ISYSy Fahetlanp 6 KS { LIS
problem was apparently severe enough to affect the health of the Speaker and his family. Several

years later, Addington confided #bboti KI it 4 KS KI R yS@SNJ oSSytAatft oST¥F

335 TNA: WORK 6/23, . 34.
326 Seep. 1350f this thesis.
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but in Palace Yard he had had three fevess KA & OKA f RNB.J Thish@deNIwduBi NS ¢ St €
dzft GAYlI §St& LINP@GARS GKS LINBGSEG F2NJ I Y2NB F YOAUA
100620Qa GSYydaNBod LYOARSy(dlIffex Al Aa 62NIK y2GAy:
tFfFO0S | IFINRé>X NBHKSNRaKI gdza 8¢ ®GK$ (KS alyYS gl &
6o NBOAL SR (2 e dppehrsdhae begncgninor piabtBeGimadd all iy

nineteenth-century Speaker§ 2 NBFSNJ (12 GKS {d8dcgYad®®a |1 2dzaS &aA YL

Furnishings During RRA y 34 2y Qa ¢ Sy dzNB

To datelittle, if anything, has been written abotit K S FdzNy A a KAy 3 2F (GKS { LISI | ¢
Archival sources sugge$tK I G ! RRAY 32y AYKSNAGSR YdzOK 2F bSgOl
GKS K2dzaSd | OO2NRAY3 (2 |y mynu YSY2 o6& DNRGSas
had provided some furnishings during tBdz] SeQute. Upon his deattthe Treasurghen

G LIZNDOKF &SR OSNIFAY ! NGAOEtSa 27F t NRAY OA LIPHThisC dzNy A ( o
implieseither that Newcastle had either paid fadditional items from his own pocketr elsethat

items previously purchased by the Treasury had been given to hinpasjuisite at some point.

After 1794 however, it appears that the Treasury refugedurchase any more furniture fahe

K2dzaSe® LyaaSIRT GKSe t221SR G2 G4KS hFTFAOS 2F 22N
Office to take over this responsibility & I G 4 Qa w71 pc O 2RuNEgardidgy iR S5y OS G A i K
1 NR 2 dz& | NIith B hSusehas RISddyib@ed Nate® According taD N2 @nériioQthe

[2NR / KFYOSNIFAYQa hTFAOS S@SyldzZ ffe adzZl) ASR az
Sideboard and Chairs in the Great Diniwg2 2 ¥dNdvertheless, Wyathind Roseevidentlyfailed

toreachr € FadAy3 asSiatSyYSyay +a t1r4S a mynuI DNROS

SEGSYid Al A& KAad wiKS [ 2NR / KI3%&t SnMiate, kapgpeaiss LINE G A y
GKFG NBtFGAGSte ¥S6 ySo FdNYyAAKAYITa $SNB adzLILI A S
GKFG GKS { LIS | $Eeen cdmplerly BewkurnRhed singeithe year y.38 ¢

It is already welknown that, ly longstanding tradition, th&peakewas provided with an
official silver service to support his political entertaining. Unlike moseoEuropean

contemporaries, the British government had a long tradition of providing official plate for

327PRO 30/9/33, f. 254.

328 For other examples of this practice, see PRO 30/9/33, ff. 107, 56Baltidl College Archives: 65, Box 22,

VB. 1: letter from Charles Manne8&uitton to Henry Jenkyns, 6 February 1822.

2%t wh onkopkmnzE .2E o AGSY LL® 20onond f o {LISI 1 SNRA | ;
supplied?t Minute by Mr Groves.

30WORK 6/23, f. 1.

331PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2. |, n. p.

3321bid, n. p.

333pPRO 30/9/33, f. 463.

78



ambassadors, colonial governors and certain key officers of &tdtds 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 offitey werealsoallowed to

claim a new service at each-edection3*® 1t is intriguing that the Crown granted official silver to the

Speakergiven 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@aainstitution,

and its representative therefore needed to present the same level of dignity as government officials.

hNARIAYlFffes 2FFAOALIET &AAf OSNI AaSNBAOSaE 6SNB INI yic

office-holder for the duration of their appointment®® However, by the early eighteenth century it

KFR 08502YS OdaG2YFNE F2NJ GKS LIXIFdGS G2 0SS aRA&AOKI

interval® LY RSSRX a2YS 2F /dzadQa 2FFAOALFE &FRf OSNB I NB

would be easy to see this lucrative perk as symptomat@dd Corruptiod, and there was certainly

scope to abuse the system or bend the rules in various ways. NeverthRtbsyell 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 ptates well as being a recognition of

GKS {LISI 1 SNDa tasHhmt @ pldtetmaykhavé aldo havd beaiL@spoken

acknowledgment that many Speakers were drawn from the middle classes, especially because

lawyers were traditionally favoured for the rot€’In 1790, Addington was supplied with an

enormous quantity of silverward y Of dzZRAy 3 & A E Rl kighydozéntkhivedaid t f | (S & ¢

forks:3#! Thich testifies to the scale of the official dinners whibh Speakewas expected to host

YR GKS O2yaSljdSyid SELSy&asS 2F (GKS {LISIF1SNDa 2FFA
Unfortunately, the 1797 inventory gives only brief descriptions ofdngblict furniture of

the house, and gives no clues to the stylistic character of any itBondate, novisual records of any

decorative schemes in the house during this leage come to lightit is therefore impossible to

ascertain whether Addington consciously exploited the furnishing and decoration of his official

334 ], RothwellSilver for Entertaining: The Ickworth Collectfbandon: Philip Wilson Publishers, 2016), p. 34.

335 bid, p.43.

336 H. Jacobser,uxury and Power: The Material World of the Stuart Diplomat, {604 (Oxford: Oxford UP,

2012), p. 14

337bid, p. 15

338 National Trust Collectionsittps://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/43656 JAll accessed 15/11/2022.]

339 Rothwell,Silver for Entertainingy. 34

300 S g NRZ dvdzh t ATAOFGA2y & F2NJ GKS {LISF{ISNAKALEZ yo LI
e¢b! [/ dknpE [2NR / KFYOSNIFAYQa 5SLI NI XHYBIB. | 002 dzy i
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https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436563
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436564
https://www.nationaltrustcollections.org.uk/object/436561

houseto try to shape public perceptions of the Speakersfhipe interiors were certainly grand,

K26S@OSNXY LYy | Wdz & mthpp SGIGSNE aAldF2NR 3ISyife

curtains & red & gold figures of the great room under St Stephens [i.e., the undercroft], not to

mention the gitarmed K ANR X 9 &LINI ¢f Ay 3 CA.HdzdBdtherState (i K S

Dining Room in thendercroft is probably the besiocumented interior at this time. As previously
noted, the undercroft had a Batty Langistyle chimney piece, which suggests that some attempt
had been made to decorate the space in accordance with its medieval chat&dteis not known
when this fireplace was installed but, as discussed above, it must have been afted27dlien the
FANB GO SRAGA 2 Ancierf ArdhitegfuBieiasSpulilishedt) 2nzhis account of one of

l RRAY 32y Qa RAYYSNBI ! 06020 y2iSa GKIG adGKS
2NYIFYSYGSR 6A0K CNBYOK g KHThS 1797 ArRaiubdpraferstyeaR DI
GDNBFG S5AYyAy3 t I NI 2dz2NE o6dzi AG Aa y20G Of SINJ
separate dining room shown on the 1794 pfat\Whichever room it was, it was richly decorated,
FSFEOGdzZNAY3I | ac¢dzNy Se /IFNLSGéS ac¢g2 al K23IlFye
worsted window curtfain]g A G K DAt G / 2Ny AOS&£3 | YR FHGAGFKINRIS

Unfortunately, the number of curtains and blinds offers no clue as to which room is being referred

l.:.l

ik L

G2Y GKS wmtdpn {2FySKkDNR@Sa tflty 2F (GKS 3INRdzy R Ff 2

Gt FGSNI GKS {dFdS 5AyAYy3 whad tfinee wingoRs$*®i KS aDONBSI 8

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 #8te&k S &t I aal 3S FyR {0 A
O2y il AYSR GKNBS LIAYGSR LISRSadrta gAdK I YLA
eastern range of the cloisté?®9 @Sy GKS a! yiA / KFYOSNE O2yidl AySR

carpet®! However, it was not just decorative piedist were supplied at public expense: the

inventory also lists functional items including stoves, grates, fenders and fire*tfdhgen the

342pevon 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.

883/  NISNE 4Gt dzNBdzAGaé /- LT LD Topod

I AYRTFASE R AncidntiAicRitecfure ¥ 3 £ I8 Sei@ also B0 of this thesis.

345See Appendix One. 248.

346SM 37/1/28, n. p.

347PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. 04, n. p.

348SM 37/1/28 n. p

349 1bid, n. p.

BWeKS {AGGAYT w22Y FyR (GKS abSEG w22Yé +Ffaz2z TSI GdNNBR

351PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. §.4.2. 04, n. p.
352|bid, n. p.
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service rooms were sometimes equipped with purpasedzA f & FdzZNy/ A G dzZNBY F2NJ SEI Y
[ F NHS 5NBaaSNE F2NJ 0KS {AGO0OKSyYyxZ || aF2ftRAYy3 R24Y
458t FAEQR 6l aKAy3 | YR RRBrhesgovarinent &idently2 NJ G KS t 2 ¢
recognisedi KI G LJdzof A O &dzLJLI2 NI F2NJ 6KS {LISIF{SNRa RAIYA

elements of his official entertainments, such as wine and decorative furniture.
¢KS {LISI]TSNDa cisdzaS Ay ! aS> wmT bn

ltisalreadywell Y2 6y GKIF G ! RRAY 32y asczaedue fofihis SfficlalLIS I 1 S NI

dinners®*However, in light of recergcholarship orthe conduct of politics in the eighteenth

centuryt LIt NI A Odzf F NI & | IyylFK DNBAI FyR ! YIyRIT+AO0] SNE
iKSNB A& y26 a402L3 T2NJF Y2NB RSGHAESR aasSaavySy
O2NNBALRYRSYOSs ft2y3 6AGK 02y iSYLR2NI NE LINBaa NE

more thanjust a venue fothe showpiece parliamentary dinnerg had a much wider role in
facilitatinghis dayto-day interactions, both formal and informal, with other MRspart, the
AYLRZNIFYOS 2F (KS edfiasf thq ihdeuacy of thaidePalacéidd Y Y
Westminster: by the eighteenth century, tipalace no longer had enough space to accommodate all
the activities associated with preparing legislatidhe growing volume of Bills under discussion
caused a chronic shortage of committee rograsd it was not until the 1820s that thmlace finally
gained dedicated library facilities for both Hous&sThis shortage of space forced MPs to conduct
much of their political business in spaces beyond the physical boundaries gdltee including

their own homes®®

¢KS {LISF]ISNDa 12dzas O02dzZ R KI NRfé& KIF@S 6S8SSy Y:
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 houshsouss the various
parliamentary committees they were involved wRHL Y RSSR> A0 Aa LI2&adaArAoftS GKI
itself was sometimes used as a venue for committee meetigsexample, on 23 July 179%he
TelegrapNB LI2 NI SR (0 KI G GKS d/ 2YYA&aaAz2ySNAR X6 F2NJ f Al
YSSGAYy3 2y ¢KdzNARIFIe fladz Fd GKS {LISF]1SNDa K2 dzi S

353PRO 30/9/14, Box 3, Il. 8.4.2., 0¥ p.

354 See, for example, A. Wright and P. Srithrliament Past and Present: A Popular and Picturesque Account

of a Thousand Years in the Palace of Westminster, the Home of the Mother of Parljamoedtd ondon:

Hutchinson & Co., c. 1903). 58.

BBDNBAI YR 2A01SNEZ aG¢KS tYAfyADAOW.BMBWE ¢ = LIIP MHAI MH
BDNBAI YR +AO01 SNEJ08AZ20KS t 2t AGAOIt 5F&¢3x LILIP

357 Colchesterpiary and Correspondence of Charles Ablpgt, 42:43; TNA: PRO 30/9/31, Charles Abbét, 1

Baron Colchester: Papers, Journal, with interpolated correspondence, etcq /A%, f. 250.
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LJt I .3 $hés was one of the committees which Addington led, so it is plausible that he may have

chosen to host the meeting at his own hou880On the other handit is conceivablehat the

meeting actually took place inK S F2 N¥Y SNJ { LIS+ { SN & Th&latérasthidlyl 6 2 S
continued in use as committee rooms after 1764K S& | NB YI N] SR (G Kdza 2y {21\
(Fig. 1.B).TKS F2NXSNJ K2dzaS{SSLISNna f2R3IAAy3Ia o20S (KS
converted into committee rooms by that tini&NeverthelesE ! 60623 Qa RAI NBE NBTSN&
0KS wSO2NR /2YYA&daAz2ySNAR Gl 1Ay3 LIXIFOS aFd GKS {L
visitortotheh2 dza S A0 aSSya dzyft A{Steé GKIG KS 6282 R KI @8
In later years, after Abbot himself became Speaker, his diaries mention that the Westminster Bridge

/| 2YYA&aaArzy YSG alra yvye | #89z2aS¢ 2y |G tSrad 2yS 20C¢

38 Untitled article, The TelegraphThursday, July 23, 1795, p. 4.

39 bid, p. 4.

360 Williams, Topography of the Old House of Commagns.

361 Colchesterpiary and Correspondence of Charles Alibpt 214.

362TNA: PRO 30/9/35 Charles AbbdtBlaron Colchester, Papers: Journal, with interpolated correspondence,
etc, f. 289.
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Fig. 1.13: Office of John SoaRéan of the Two Pair FIqat826 (detail). Ink on paper, 28.7 x 47
OYod [2YR2YY { AN W2Ky {2FySQa adj

It must also be remembered that the conduct of politics in @eorgian eravas not
confined to the formal proceedings of debates or committees in the two Houses of Parliament. In
recent years, historians have increasingly recognibatlinformal contacts outside Parliamewnere
(and arguably still are) just as important as fhemal activitieshat take placewithin it. Thishas
givenrisdotK S O2y OS LI 2 F :Uhleesénaehd iddatHat niarth@s\ahdpbliteA (i & Q

sociability were vital mechasms through which members of the political system displayed and
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exercised their powet® Political sociability was particularly important fgroups, or individuals,

who were excluded from the formal political systeimcludingwomert theycould use social rituals
and events as a means to influence those in power, thus gaining a degree of political agency and
participation®®* Social rituals such as visiting or letteriting, or events such as dinners, salons and
assembliesare now recognised as being vital opportunities for political networking, displays of

allegiance, and the exchange of news and id€as.ii. ¢l a Ay S@AGlIof SY GKSys>X (K
g2dzZA R LX & | LINIH Ay adzOK FOUA@GAGASad LYRSSR: !

T

been motivated, at least in part, by an instinct that a bigger and more convensinigted
townhousewould better equip him for these vital political activitigs K S a2 OAl f NRf S 2F
House must also be understood in relation to the wider social roles of town and country houses for

wealthy families in eighteenthentury Britain®®® In the eighteenth century, MPs were invariably

gentlemen of means; working men were effectively barred by the fact that MPs received no

salaries’®’ It was common practice for MPs to own both a country haugdeK S &S+ G 2F G4KS ¥

landed estates and a townhouse for use whilst in Lond&#.Alternatively, if they could not afford

to buy a townhouse, they might rent temporary accommodation in the capital for the duration of

0KS L2t A GRIExhey combzaordat, 2hgyright also have a suburban villa on the outskirts

of Londonthis allowed them to escape from the city at weekends, in an age when travelling times

to their country seats were often prohibitiv?¢ KS ! RRAYy Ad 2y Fl YAf&Qa O2dzi

Upottery, Devon; but in 1790 Henaysoacquired a suburban villa at Woodley, BerksRBit€®nce he

G221 2@0SNJ GKS {LISI1SNRa 1 2dzaS Ay wmtdn Al
O2YLI NB ! RRAYy3IG2yQa Kz2dzaSa (G2 GK2&aS 2F KAa

' YS3
f 24

O

S

(@]

'dal

O«

to three houses, and it is easy to see hihv@se, too, might fit into the model of townhouse, villa,
YR O2dzy iNE K2dzaSad !'a LINAYS YAYAAUSNE wmn 528y AYy:-

383FortheKA a U 2NA23INIF LIKE 2F (GKAA GNBYR Ay L&RVidkenfed) f KA &G 2N
Women, Privilege and Power: British Politics, 1750 to the RréRedwood City: Stanford University Press,

2002),p. 3; V. Capdeville and A. KerherBétish Sociability in the Long Eighteenth Century: Challenging the
AngloFrench ConnectiofWoodbridge: Boydell & Brewer, 2019), pgndT | YR DNA S3I | yR *A 01 SNJ
5 ¢ ch3LJd mnwm

364 E, Chalusklite Women in English Political Li@xford: Oxford University Press, 200%). 7781

365 1bid, pp. 8197, 10@05.

366 For context se&sirouard,Life in the English Country Hougp. 2;12; S.AveryQuash an&K.Retford, The

Georgian London Town Houdmndon: Bloomsbury, 2019p. 1¢26.

367 MPs were first paid salaries in 19@House of Commons research briefing SN/PC/05075 (2009), p. 2

¥t @ | dzyySeolrttzZ at NARS 2F tfF OSY / KASTFHisiciyyoh aGSNAR | YR
Parliament Project Blo2020),https://thehistoryofparliament.wordpress.com/2020/05/15/pridef-place
chiefministersandtheir-housesin-early-modernengland/[accessed 01/11/2022].

S9DNBAI YR +AO1SNRI @ KS t2fA0AO0Ft 5Feés LIIDP mmn

8703, SsummersorArchitecture in Britain 1531830(Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1977), pp. 33, 51%20; D.

Arnold (ed.),The Georgian VillEStroud: Alan Sutton, 1996), ppcix

22142y Z a! RRAY 32 KdbingtoSpp. RG> y & LIPT %A S3IAt SNE
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owned a suburban villa at Holwood, Brom. & / KIF G Kl YQa &aSO2yR a2y tAdl
country estate of his own; but Walmer Castle, Kehts official residence as the Lord Warden of the
CinquePorts YAIKG 0SS NBIINRSRI Ay RFRepSOilbrd Wardeikwiasg WO 2 dzy
granted to Pitt as a personal favour from the King, partly to augrisitINRA YS YAy A ad SNRa LI
personal finance&’%) Examining the surviving correspondence between Pitt and Addington during

the 1790s, it appearshat the two men were constantly moving back and forth between their

various houses, and paying each other reciprocal visitstter from Pitt to Addington, writtefrom

Downing Streein September 1797, gives a good impression of their hectic schedules:

It will not be possible for me Xt@leave Hollwoodsic], before next Friday dBaturday[..] |

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. | would propose coming to you, but | have shirked a DossioS8®n the

Ground of Business near Town, and should be afraid of being detected near Woodley just at

that time 37

This letter appears to indicate that Pitt and Addington escaped to their vétagarly, even during

the parliamentary sessioH® Other letters confirm that these houses could be venues for work as

well as leisure; indeedometimesit was actually beneficiab have a working environment far

removed from callers and other distractions.din August 1796 letteitt, wishing to discuss some
gSAAKGE G2LAOY adaA3Sada YSSOGAy3a Fd 12f622R NI (KS
Y2NB f SAadz2NBE T2 NI Gedrty Khehysidabgi@nit@ F¢ 1 KK S NBISd | SNRA | 2
the House of Commonsthough often useful could be a doubledged swordMore importantly,

this correspondence shows that Woodley, though not an official residence, played an important

O2YLX SYSYy Gl NBE NRfS (G2 GKS {LISI1SND& |1 2dzaSed ¢KS f
houses, both public and private, at varying d=eg of remove from London, where politicians like

Pitt and Addington could live, work or entertain as circumstances demanded.

2Wo t @ 2d 9KNXYIY YR !'® {YAGKYT GtqmynIODMBEt €t ALY o0ly26Yy
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/2233gaccesse®2/11/2022].

3731bid, n. p.

8743, P. W. EhrmaiThe Younger Pitt: The Reluctant Transitioondon: Constable, 1983), pp. 189.

S7SDHQE152M/ C179707 10: Political and personal papers of Henry AddingtdhViscount Sidmouth:

correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 28 September

1797

¢ KS LI NI AFYSY(OGlINE aSaarazy KIFIR 0S3dzy 2y HT HE@&WLII SYo SN
of Parliament Onlinehttps://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1794.820/parliament/1796

[accessed 08/09/2023].

$7TDHC: 152M/C1796/0Z/4, Political and personal papers of Henry Addingtdiiscbunt Sidmouth:

correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 15 August 1796.
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{FRf&z y20KAY3a A& (y26y 2F 222RfS2Qa AYydSNA2I
demolished, and no documentary records have yet come to #§fAthe house was certainly more
Y2RSaG Ay a0FrtS (KFy GKS { LS {1 SNDappdinkedza S 6 dzi A (
YFEAYGFEAY | RRAy3AG2yQa a20Alt LINBGSyarazyaod Ly 2yS
grandeur of his State Dining Roomi 2 S&a G YAYaiGdSNE FyR adzZa3Sada GKIQ
humbler thinggX] such as pedread, & ewemilk-OK SS & S¢ ¢ K S3°Vetilitheh@ugeRt S& @
fIrO1TSR AN YRSAINE Ala AREffAO NHNIE aSGdiAay3a Y2NB
correspondents mention their visits to Woodley with genuine affectkor. examplein a 1798
f SGGSNE t A0G (@ thiRys dolrdFhavg dbiieang mardkdodd thénBome quiet days at
Woodley.3¥ It seems thatVoodleyoffered both men a chancéo relax and escape some of the
formalities of London life. Humphrey Reptothe landscape gardener who later remodelled the
{ LIS 1 S NIz had ihé didR& yo observe Addington and Pitt together at Woodley. He paints a
G§2dzOKAY 3 LRNINIAG 2F GKSYSXZ RSaONXofidgyrbthedrpetd i NP YL
orthelawnwiththem 6 KAt S GKS F2yR FFOKSNI f I dARATREt & f 2217 &
secluded surroundings of Woodley gave Pitt aaldington the space both literally and figuratively

T to maintain and nurture their friendship, which, in turn, facilitated their political cooperation.

¢KS FTR@GFyGFrasS 2F GKS {LISF{SNDa |1 2dzAaST K26S3SI
Commons offered considerable scdjoe spontaneous, informal entertaining. For example, on 25
January 1798, Addington wrote to Abbot from the house, asking him to call the following morning so
GKIFGd KS O02dA R AYT2NY KAY 2F (KS ¥AgaaQ@z Rz GB NE
SELX Ay daNdItiA il & RAYAy3a [ t2yS gAGK GKS { LIS
aNXpP tAGIQa LIINROI GA2Y ( KS3ThislSugdesSsNatitt Bnd ¢ NRA G (0 Sy K
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 statesmevere at this time. Nevertheless, the prime minister
gla y2t GKS 2yfe at G2 o0SySTAOG FTNRY ! RRAy3aG2yQa
2 Af 0OSNF2NDOSQa RAIFINE y23Sa GKIFIG Ay CSoNHzZ NBE wMT dc 3

85 bl &K C2NRXI a2 22Rf SeéRdy#BekSi¥e Histarg Rt S . SNJ] aKANBE S
http://www.berkshirehistory.com/castles/woodley lodge.htrfdccessed 01/11/2032G. Tyack, S. Bradley

and N. PevsneBerkshirgNew Haven: Yale University Press, 2010), p. 492.

$9DHC: 152M/C1795/F[Political and personal papers of Henry Addingtéhyiscount Sidmouth:

correspondence and papers for the year 1796, letter from Sir John Mitford to Henry Addington, 6 July 1795
380DHC: 152M/C1796/0Z/5, Political and personal papers of Henry Addingtdiiscbunt Sidmouth:

correspondence and papers for the year 1798, letter from William Pitt to Henry Addington, 18 October 1798.

381BL Add. MS 62112: Repton memoirs, ficER

32TNA: PRO 30/9/31, f. 212.

383 Colchesterpiary and Correspondence of Charles Aot 133,34.
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G{LISFTSNIIa1SR YS FyR tAdd G23SGKSNI G2 O02YS I yR
2T al ONBR 22@& | 3RuctKgestudces rd daibthelped ihdiRgiod to build rapport
with individual MPs, which would then have helped to smooth the conduct of business in the

Commons.

No evidence has been fourd Addingtoninviting3d dzSaGa G2 adl e G(KS yA3IKi
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 occasionalipvited Addington to stay at 10 Downing Street, despite the fact that the
G2 K2dzaSa 6SNB 2yte | FSg YAydziSaQ o1 tc®7 FNRY St
building works was one reason for thisor example, on 13 January 1797 Pitt asked Addington to call
G 526yAy3 {iNBSG G(KS ySEG RI&X FyR IRRSRY &aL¥F &
LISNKI LJAa &2dz gAff R2 Y ZRNIEKAGEA aASERRA Qil20 Sial 10SK G 60SKRS KIS
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
notice3®In a January 1794 lettera K2 NIif @ 0ST2NB (KS 3IRithadwrieh G KS {
G2 ' RRAYy3AG2yT (StftAy3a KAY GKFG AT aez2dz KIgS yz2i
52 ¢y Ay 3 ¥ ThidNoBides anather example of the frequent contact between the two men,

and the importance of their official houses in facilitating this.

Informaland spontaneousociabilitywereclearly integrato! RRA Yy 3G 2y Qa L2t AGA Ol
| 26 SOSNE (KAa R28& y20 RSGNIOG FTNRY (KS. AYLRNIIy
There can be no doubtthat K S { Ljfaudliaim&ndipdinners and legeswere as much about
politics as sociability?® As noted above, there is clear evidence ttrase events were alreadyell-
established traditions by the time Addington took the CR&iAbbot visited one of the official
dinners in 1796, and he wrote a lengthy descriptioiit diis diary. Though it has been reproduced
before, it is such an important source that it has begiotedin full (see Appendix Oné¥’ There

was a consistent pattern for the dinners, as Abbot explains:

384 Wwilberforce and Wilberforcd,ife of William Wilberforcél, pp. 496;97.

38 DHC: 152M/C1797/0Z/6, Political and personal papers of Henry Addingtdiiscbunt Sidmouth:

correspondence and papers for the year 1797, Pitt to Addington from Downing Street, Friday 13 January 1797.

386 Although some eighteentoentury grandees retained servants at their London houses all year round, this

gla Iy SELISYyaAdS LINFOGAOS FyR $2dz R LINRPOThé BeauK | S 0S¢
Monde: Fashionable Society in Georgian Lor{@dord: Oxford University Press, 201438)13.

387DHC: 152M/C1794/0Z/4 (op. cit.), n. p.

388 Ziegler Addington p. 61; DaseniSpeakers of the House of Commays,292,93.

389 See p. 8 of this thesis.

3% Reproduced in, for example, Wright and SmRlayliament Past and Presehtp. 59.
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¢CKS NMzZ S A& F2NJ GKS {LISIFTSNI (G2 3IAGBS KAa TFANAI
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 priatel$ and those

who visit his levee [sic] on Sundeyenings:®!

Abbot goes on to explain that these gatherings took place in the State Dining Room in the

undercroft3®?Hisl OO2 dzy G | f a2 Y I | S devédLdbtinied td Belheld régiaRyloyf G 2 v Q:
{dzy Rl &8 S@SyAy3asz 2adzaid I #Adinktiédabokel ilRthoseSi8ygtheh y b 2 NI 2 y
Speaker and théord chancellor apparently held their levées on the same nighis practice appears

G2 KIF@S 02y (AydzSR NXlyd@2 d RRARAINNRE ONB GBSNRIANSOK | = 2
attended thelordcK I Yy OSt t 2 NRA f SPSS 0ST2NBE Fegerclatny (2 (KS
that Addington later moved his levées to Saturdays following an intervention by the devoutly

Christian William Wilberforc&® However, in a later memorandum Mitford recalls attending

l RRAY3Il2yQa fS@SS 2y y CoMNHEznusthaverbeenore ofdhis DK & | &
levées that Addington held, perhaps even the very last, for Mitford himself was elected Speaker

shortly afterwards®® 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
{LISF1SNRna £t SPSS KFER 0SSy OKIFy3aSR (2ayPHenceNtRI & y A =

might actually have been Mitford, not Addington, who was persuaded to change the day.

There is little information about how these thevéeswere structured at this time. Indeed,
levéesremainan underresearched aspect of eighteentientury political life, although they were
guite common in the earlier years of the century; many prominent politicians, inclyxdingg
ministers Walpole and Pelham, held théfAi¢ KS { LIS { SNRa f S@SSa Sy RdzNBER

continuing well into the twentieth centur§? Sadly, there are no known images of the levées prior

391 See Appendix One. 248.

392 | bid, p.248.

3931bid, p. 28.

3% See pp. 4647 of this thesis.

395 TNA PRO 30/9/32, Charles AbbdtRBharon Colchester: Papers: Journal, with interpolated correspondence,
etc., 179¢1800, f. 35.

3% Ziegler Addington p. 62.

397GA: 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 Addingtori, 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.

3MDNBSNE daAildFT28RpEp W2KYy CNBSY!l Y

399 R.1. Wilberforce and S. Wilberforcghe Life of William Wilberforgeol. 1ll(London: Seeley, Burnside and
Seeley, 188), p. 7

WODNBAI YR +#AO1SNRI @@ KS t2f AGAOFt 5Fe&és LIIP MmO
PVIWwARAY3IZ [/ KAzZNOK | yR DFENROFERAZ a¢KS {LISF1SNRa | 2dzaS¢ .
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G2 GKS O2YLX SiA2y 2F GKS ySg {LISIF]TSNRa |1 2dzAS Ay

stiff, formal affairs, in which visitors solemnly queued up to be presented to the Speaker (Fig.

1.14) 402

Figl#¢ KS {LISF{SNR& [ SPSS Ay (G(KS az2NyAy3d
Westminsterpublished inThe lllustrated London New&4:970, 23 April 1859, p. 39Bnage
from The British Newspaper Archive (www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk); © 2023 Findm)
Newspaper Archive Limited.

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. 16431715) In its original form, it consisted of an intimate audience with the monarch

while they dressed® However, the idea began to be copied by senior politicians, and indeed by

020 ST gl NRZI a

vdzZl f AFTAOFGA2y & F2NJ GKS {LISI]{SNEKALEZ yo
WDNBAI YR +A01SNES d¢KS t2fA

G
GAOFf 51l@8éx LI mmnod
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almost anyone with pretensions to social status, as parodied by Hogarthvinthits S Q& t N2 ANK & &
paintings®! f 1 K2dzZaK NBf I GA@BSte TSo RSOl Aéedaharbeed KS { LIS
established, it is apparent that ¢lir format differed somewhat fronthe traditional definition ofa

levée. Firstly,dvées were originally conceived as morning evgmis surviving references make

Of SINJ GKF{G (KK yISEf SAKRRE | FRSY G a “SEecantly, lesesk OS Ay U
were ostensibly intended strictly for discussion of business, rather &isarsocial occasion; hence,

no refreshments were servée®®ONBA I | yR +A O]l SNE RSAONAROGS fS@SSa
FYR LIR2tAGAOI T ZopphdiSiNd political Igadeds ®frally ahdaisclplifie their

supporters®) | 2 6 SGSNE Ay | € FGSNJ £t SGGSNI G2 DS2NRHS t St f.
0YySS bAOK2ft & I yaAdadl NddeK IKR G 8StR2 NIKa (f SIESS § LISH §
a20ALt StSYSyld a ¢Sttod IS | Oldatte RSAONAROGSR (F

daly

unfortunately, he does not elaborate on tHi§.It is not known, for example, whether any

refreshments were served. N@ itknown 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 guest list forone of Charles Manness dzii i 2 y (3°%40nly @ateS S a ®
names are listed, which appears to suggest that wives and daughters were not admitted. It is

NEFraz2yloftsS (2 FaadzyS GKIFIG GKS alFyYS NUzZ Sa ¢2dzZ R K

There is clear evidence that Addington used higdevto as an opportunity to network and
build rapport with fellowMPs. 6 6 2 0 Qa4 mMT tpbc | OO02dzyd 2F ! RRAYy3Il2y Qa
FFGSNI GKS AYyAGALFET JI2FSNYYSyYyd yR 2LILRaAGA2Y RAYYy
his private friends and those who visit his levee [sic] on SuSda&yS y X§THigistrangly implies
thatt RSALIAGS GKS { LISI | Sindependéniipbliticdkzéigure tie had a WoyaNGikchs | £ £ &
of friends and followers who regularly attended his levées. For Addington and his regular guests,
GKSasS tS9sSa Ydzald KIF@S LINRPGARSR | aSyasS 2% OF YLl N
attendees at the official dinners werequired to wear court dress with bagig and sword; it is
reasonable to assume that the same rules applied at the let/é@#is was certainly the case during
Manners{ dzii i 2y Q& { LISI 1 SNAKALI 6aSS ! LIWSYRAE ¢620T I YR

404 william Hogarth!  wl { SQa t NP 3 NB4iail onlcanVYas, 637S5mim 3 @n8dd:SSir John

{2FtySQa adzaSdzyYZ tnmd C2NJ Y2NB O2y(iSEGz aSS GKS LI AyiA
(http://collections.soane.org/objecp4l [accessed 22/11/2022]).

4053see, for examplelellew, Henry Addingtom, p. 368.

WDNBAT yR +AO0] SNBF5GCKS t 2t AGAOIE 51 8¢

4071bid, p. 115.

408 pellew,Henry Addingtori, p.368.

WgeKS { LIS HINDR 5 NyRyMoMIg $&t 25Makc B8333p. 3.

4105ee Appendix Ong. 248.

411 |bid, p. 8.
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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 swofdsijt dresswasconsidered old

fashionedin the eighteenth century; but it nevertheless carried an element of prestige and

grandeur, derived from its association with the cotit¢ KS { LISI {1 SNRa f S@SS YA 3IKI

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 opportufitypoliticiansii 2 WNBI R G KS NR2Y QX
fAGSNItted . SEfSesy FT2NJ SEFYLI ST NBOFtta FGGSYyRAY
[XLB LISNOSAGBSR o6& (KS O pazgns Ssgemylad Shat something Y I vy S N.
extraordinary had happeneg XAdter some time M{SpencerPerceva[1762;1812]took
Y FAARS YR &FARXY &, 2dz aSSYy y204 G2 0SS I 4l NB
fSG YS GF1S @2dz K2YS (% [AyO02fyQa LYy Ay Y&

(V)]

hy GKS NRARRS K2YS3> t SNOSGIt 0 MNEdprfillusir&tes thaf, Svbilst 2 T t A (
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
alAlF2NRQa NBEAOgHIZSQLA2YE 08 BRARG || FSo 6SS1a €I {°F
L ¢ A0SR o0& KAa w! RRAY3Iil2yQae RSAANBE (GAff SO
surprise the Master of the Roll€harles George Percevdll BaronArdern 1756184 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
KAYUGSR GKFG GKS alaidSN 2T (KSEonwdrPlead)q**l LILXE A OF |

Mitford made a point of recording this exchange because he later came to believe that
Addington had lied to him about his conversation with Ard&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 atd never completely rise above political manoeuvring, particularly

once his transfer to the premiership was in sidgftte sudden change of Speakers in February 1801

WHGrédx aClFOGA2Y YR ClFLaKA2YyY ¢ KSSyRdNE »opamii2etsh R 23zNI 5 N
(2015), https://journals.openedition.org/apparences/131[accessed 07/11/2022].

413Bexley to Pellew, 11 July 1845. Cited in Pelléenry Addingtori, p.368.

414GA: D2002/3/1/11, n. p.

4151bid, n. p.
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{LSI1SNna |1 2dzasS dzy At tAdGG é6Fa NBFRe G2 €SIF@S wmr
his first levée in his own house at the Adelphi; at eatg, Abbot visited him there on Sunday 15

February, and he noted that Pitt and Addington were also pre§é€Mitford also hosted at least

one meeting of the Record Commission at the Adelphi in M&fdleanwhile, Addington hosted his

FANBRG /1T 0AySd RAYYSNI I a LIENMeTfiallyfdoyed idtaiDbwding G G KS { L
Street in early Aprit!®

a2NB NBaSINOK Aa ySSRSR (2 dzyRSNEOGFIYR 6KSGKS]I
GSOSYAyYy A LI NI A Séesin tiie $atéBighteénthledtlff’ NeefthelesS, @he above
information certainly adds nuance to our understanding of such events at this time, and proves
0S82yR R2dzod GKS L2t AGA O f Netektikigss, Pddiddtoyi @Bt have G KS |
been conscious of the strain these events placed on his salary. Despite the official provision of a
hogshead of claret, it seems that successive Speakers still had to spend large sums on alcohol out of
their own pocketsAfter he had handed over the chair to Mitford, Addington sent him a letter
NEljdzSadAy3a LI &YSyid F2NJI KA& akKFINB 2F | al 23aKSIFR
tlfFO §21It,sdeemsitléat Mitford, in turn, left some alcohol behind when he moved out; in 1803
Abbotestimated the value of the wineinthehousé [ R® wSRS&aRI t Sa OSttl NJ g
£200022¢ KAaX 2F O2dz2NBSX NBLINB&SY (S Rnthe othet hantlihe 2 F (G K S
K2dzaS$SQa LINPEAYAGE (2 tIFNIAIFIYSYyd yR GKS [Fé [ 2dz
particular, the epic sevegear impeachment trial of Warren Hastings (188) was approaching its
climax at the time he moved i1# 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 Gallef¥: The firstfloor plan dated 1803 marks an exit from the kelver, which
presumably gave access to this (Fig. 1.19; numbered 1). The royal proclamation which officially
AN YGOSR GKS 1 dzZRAG2NINE | 2dzaS (2 ! RRAy 22y YIRS y?

416 pPRO 30/9/33f. 87.

“17bid, f. 120.

“18)bid, f. 91.

“19\bid, ff. 113, 127.

420 pellew,Henry Addingtori, p. 368.

421 GA: D2002/3/1/3: John Freemaiitford, 15t 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.
422PRO 30/9/33, f. 203.

423 3. BernsteinDawning of the Raj: The Life and Trials of Warren Hast®lgisago: lvan R. Dee, 200Q), p
254¢58.

24W.S. Lewis (ed$,KS | S 9RAGAZY 2F | 2 MewiHaved: VdelUgivierSi Bress, 2 NNB a LJ
1937%83), vol. 9, pp. 27B0.
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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 triadn 4 April, Addington wrote to the Lord Great Chamberlain to

formally request the use of the Gallef¥?.He was duly granted a block of seats, Guenville must

have negotiated with him subsequently; Addington generously gave upisa&atsn order to

YIE1S aLl O0S F2NJ DNBygAaAffsSQa LI NIe&s FyR KS S@Sy | f
{ LIS 1 S NX¥ahisleg@isozie Seves as another reminder that, despite the undoubted
LINEFS&aaAz2yltAdaY 2F KAad O2yRdzOG Ay GKS OKIFANE ! RF

¢tKS 9yYR 2F ' RRAYy3AG2yQa {LISIF]1SNBEKALI

The above evidence clearly shothat i K S { LIS I {h8ipeAg@dingténde@r®ance both the

prestige of his role, and his personal reputatidhe most importanproof of his growing political

stature during the 1790 the increasing attention being paid to him by Kieg.Addingtonhad

met George Ilfor the first time in MarcHL788 but at that time there was no reason for the King to

take much notice of hirf?’. @ MT pdpX K2gSGHSNE ! RRAYIG2y Qa LISNF 2 NJ
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 ghstage

thewar®! FGSNJ NBPASgAYy3a (KS (NR2LIAYX GKS NRBelf FFYAf
touring the gardens and taking dinner in a marqd&a he King must have been suitably impressed

by his reception at Woodley, for the following year he paid awialbeit only a brief one to the

{ LIS 1 SNRA& | 2dza Sd ThyPorcwpindepp@Stitad SNI my nn X

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

L I 0S&a 2F YSSiUAy3a akKlff KIFE@S 06SSy Gaoisgf SGSRO
until the arrival of the LORD MAYOR at Westminster Hall, attended by a considerable

425 Bernstein,Dawning of the Rap. ix; Parliamentary Archives (PA): LGC/5/1/152, records of the lord great

chamberlain (15581980): miscellaneous documents (153820), 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 (£%980): miscellaneous documents (1858

1820), agrant of the use of the East Gallery in Westminster Hall bydiiegreat chamberlain 1790s; LGC

5/1/149, letter from Lord Grenville to théord great chamberlain requesting the use of a gallery in

Westminster Hall during Warren Hastings's trie8 April 1794; LGC/5/1/150, letter from the Speaker of the

| 2dzaS 2F /2YY2ya NBaLSOGAy3d GKS 9Faid DFffSNEBEX AGK (F
LGC/5/1/151, letter from the Speaker of the House of Commons (to the deputy great champestgiecting

a8FGa Ay 2S8a0YAY&EGSNI | Ittt RAZNIGEL/HLUES2 (NGRY | FadAy3IaQ G NK
427 Ziegler Addington,pp. 52;53.
428 |hid, p. 80.

429DHC: 152M/C1799/F/1, Political and personal papers of Henry Addingtéfisdount 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 populacé...] PalaceYard [sic] was nearly filled with the people, when the
YLbD STl GKS {t9o! YIFWQ{ (2 NBGdNYy (2 GKS t I f|

' YR2dz0 G SRf &3 GKS Y2GA@Sa F2N) dKAa @GAard gSNB LI N
provided a warmer and more comfortable waitingom for the King than theotoriously cold

Westminster Halt*! Nevertheless, the fact that Addington played host to the King suggests that the
{LISEF1TSN ga SELISOGSR G2 104G & tFNIAIFIYSydGQa NBLN
RSY2Yy&aGNY: GA2y 2F 2SaGYAyadildSNRAriahéhtary domaink 2y FTNRBY |
l RRAY3Id2Yy gta LXFeAy3d Kz2ald G2 GKS YAy3d S@Sy (Kz2o

palace

NAST GK2daAK A4 ¢l ax DS2NEBS LLLQ& Grard G2 Gl
acknowledgement by the King that Addingtioad becomea politician of stature, worthy to play
K2ad (2 (GKS @SNE KAIKSad Ay GKS fFyR® LG GKdza LN
to boostboth the professional and personal prestige of its occupants. As it turnedioeil,790s
probably constituted the high G SNJ YI N] 2F ! RRAY 3( 2 y Quildeihyt NESNI L
resigned aprime minister, havingfdi SR G2 Ay (GKS YAy3Qa | tLINR DI f T3
The King, knowing that Addington opposed emancipation, now urged him to form an administration
gAOK tAG0GQa o0fSaaAy3as G RShebubdddugnthisiory dDROBAI BR2 i ®a a
premiership(1801c04)lies beyond the scope of this theskautit is noteworthy that the King
granted Addington a life tenancy at White Lodge, Richmond Park, in addition to his official residence
at 10 Downing Stree€* This was atriking indication of the respect and affection the King had

developed for the former Speakaihite Lodge effectively replaced Woodley, which was sold, and

quickly faded into obscurity. It was eventually demolished in ¥862.

'a F2NJ GKS {LISIF]TSNRA |1 2dzaS AGaSt FTavetyRRAy3IG2Y
singular townhousgwhich he nowpas®d on to his successors in the office. HowevelK S 6 dzA f RA y 3 ¢

unique qualities were not immediately obvious to the outside woHdccessive occupants had

430Untitled article,The PorcupineTuesday, 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 Historyol. 35, p. 495).

431 For the draughty conditions in Westminster Hall in the eighteenth century see Colkin/ 3 Q &5, p? 2 NJ &
389.

2Ehmmanand YAGKSE at AGGT 2AffAFYEZ yo Lo

43¢ K 2 NYDBINGTON, Henry (1%3B44), of Woodley, nr. Reading, Berks. and White Lodge, Richmond
Park, Surg, History of Parliament Onlin@ 986),https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/17990
1820/member/addingtorhenry-1757-1844[accessed 07/07/2023].

434 pellew,Henry Addingtori, pp.408&cn T / 221 a2y S a! RRAy3Id2yés yo LI®
WC2NRI G222RfSe 12daAaSér yo Lo
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recognised theramatic scenic potential dhe cloisters and undercroft, babheir true historical

significance wasenly appreciated bya relatively small circle @ntiquaries Moreover, the historical

and Romantic associations of theSethic structuresvere not being fully exploited. The cloisters

remained hidden away behirmhonymoused-brickfacades; a casual observer, viewing theuse

from the river or Westminster Bridge, would probably never have gueasisl remarkable

interiors. The house wasndoubtedly grand, but it lacked an overall visual identityturn, this lack

of visual identity made it harder for the house to develop a clear political idestityar as can be
ascertainedthere were not yet any decorative features which firmly tied it to the office of Speaker.

In 1801, the cloister house at Westminster wasrelythe house in the which the Speaker lilvét

gl a y2G4 &8SG FANYte SadlotAaAakSR a GKS {LISI{1SNRa
subsequent Speakeralong wth the creative vision o brilliant, if mercurial, architeat to

transformthe{ LIS {1 SNR& 1 2dzAS FNRBY | Y SNBTiedextchaptgfa Ay (2
gAtt SELX 2NB 6KeéI YR K263 GKS {LISIF{SNR& | 2dza8 ¢
Speakership; and it will explain how architect and client consciously exploited historicist architecture

and furnishings in order tiurther elevate the political stature of the Speakership.

436 Colvin,Y A y 3 Q &, p2533NJ &
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House. It was during the Speakership of Charles Abbot (8020 (G KI G G KS { LISl 1 SN &
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 wagonsciously considarg how architecture, furnishing and decoration might be exploited

in order to bast the political stature of his officé. KA & OKI LJGSNJ gAft o0S3IAYy o8&
character and Speakership, and the circumstances which prompted the rebuilding pkBettit
willO2y&ARSNI GKS | NOKAGSOGdzNTI £ O2y GSEG 2F 2@l dG0Qa
Revival. It will then give an overview of the progress of the rebuilding project, before considering the

form and layout of the finished house & muchdetail as is available=inally, it will consider how

Abbot made use of thouse during the remainder of his Speakership.
The Speakerships of Sir John Mitford and Charles Abbot;(IBathd 180217)

Once Addington had accept&@eorge IRa AY PBAGF GA2Yy (G2 F2NXY | I28SNYY
a few weeks to allow him time to assemble a new cabinet. Addington took it upon himself to recruit

his own successor as SpeakbusRS Y2 yaid N> Ay 3 (G KS HAef@gddarddSy 1 Qa 02
over thisnominalsA Y RSLISY RSy (i ' LILRAYGYSYG® | RRAYyIl2yQa OKz
aAlT2NRYE ¢K2 KI Rgeme@l§Wittdrdhimge &as Linénihaskdfi& Bespite the

fixed salary secured by Addington, the role was not a financially lucrativeaftee a successful legal
careera A UF2NR Y29 62NNASR GKFG GKS {LISF{SNEKAL ¢2dz
L2 @ SREHa@wvéver, it appears that PifiressuredAddingtoninto choosng Mitford for the Chair;

®wd DO  WIKRORE, $obn (b7@B30), of Lincoln's Inn, Mdx. and Batsford Park, &l&kstory of
Parliament Onlin€1986),https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790 820/member/mitford
john-17481830[accessed 08/09/2023].

438 bid, n. p.

439 Gloucester, Gloucestershire Archives (GA), D2002 3/1/11, John Fréditiard, 15t Baron Redesdale:
correspondence and professional papers, Memorandum on his acceptance of Speakership of the Commons,
1802, n. p.

96


https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830
https://d6.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1790-1820/member/mitford-john-1748-1830

after much persuasion, Mitfordventuallyaccepted the post* This was unfortunate, because there

was another MP who, by then, had his heart set on the SpeakeiGharies Abbot#

AbbotQ @ost upto-date biographies are his entries in t@xford Dictionary of National
Biographyand theHistory of ParliamentBoth of these cast him as a zealous reformer, determinedly
pushing to modernise parliamentary administration and root out corruption, though inevitably
hampered by vested interest4?> 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
controversid prorogation speech of 18183 Like Addington and Mitford, for that matter Abbot
was essentiallyamiddiot  aa fFgeSN®» IS gl a GKS azy 2F | Of St
beyond this, he knew little about his own ancestin 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 laleA EG SSY K ' yR SIENIé& aSoaSyiSSy
older brothers included an Archbishop of Canterbury and a Bishop of Salisbury, which would have
conferred further respectability on the famifffb S@S NI KSf Sdas> ' 0620 O2yOSRSR
YSFya OSNIIAYE 27F KA a*“Q@aygubgerisdnZrom aintldisk @iy ¢ 2 NI K A
Abbot had to make his own way in the workbrtunately, he found success as a barristeentually
earning £1,500 per annum from his pract{edout £130,000 at 2019 valug¥’ However, the death
2T KAad 2f RSNIONRUGKSNI AY mMTdhn OKFy3ISR GKS O2dNES
office asclerk oftherdzft S& Ay YAy3Qa . Sy OK?3 (anfost 8250,0005at2019 NE 2 F
value9.*®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 2" BaronColchester (ed.)The Diary and Correspondence of Chaklaisot, Lord Colchester,
Speaker of the House of Commons X8&17, vol. | (London: John Murray, 1861), pp. 226 ; Thorne,
GaAldT2NRZ GNR2R02/8/H11yhdp. LIOT

“lwod DO ABBONENarkes (73829), of Kidbrook, SussHistory of Parliament Onling986),
https://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1791820/member/abbotcharles1757-1829[accessed
08/09/2023].

) o 2 Xf1AYya2YyS a! 0020GX OBNBRIOSEEs/FoANBRG . F NRY /2t OKSah!
org.libproxy.york.ac.uk/10.1093/ref:odnb/faccessed 10/01/2023] ¢ K 2 biftS >/ KInNE Sa ¢ =

M2 Xf1Ayazys a!oo20 /KFENISaéds yo LI®

444 1bid, n. p.

MWYD CAYOKI YIS d&! quicsDnNERSENHES:/doi.mrg/10A093/ref:odnb/4[accessed
10/01/2023]

448 TNA: PRO 30/9/31, Charles AbbétBaron Colchester: Papers, Journal, with interpolated correspondence,
etc., 175%1796, f. 3

M2 Af1AYyaz2ys a!'oo2ix / KFENIS&aéz yo LI®

448 bid, n. p.
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more than £500 per annurtf? This income enabled him to give up his legal practice and pursue a
career in politics: he entered Parliament in 17959n 1796 he made an advantageous marriage to
Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Philip Gibbes, a wealthy Barbadian planter (and en$fss&rphilip gave
his daughter a marriage settlement of £5000 (over £375,000 at 2019 vati&sus, by the late

1790s Abbot was wepllaced 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 oftiteites and the
preservation of public record§3 This brought him to the attention of Speaker Addington, who
became his political mentor for the rest of hiscaré®l. RRAy 3G 2y &adzLIL2 NI SR ! 6062
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 &f§ o022 aid GKS {LISIFI{1SNAKALI KIR 3IABS
His mentor, like himself, had started out as an unassuming middss lawyer; Addington had used
the Speakership to carve a niche for himself within the political establishment, winningdpect
of MPs, peers and even the King himself. Previous biographers of Abbot have shown little interest in
his social ambition®® This thesis, however, argues that such ambitions are key to explaining his
AN YRA24S NBoOodzAf RAYI 2F GKS {LISI1SNRE | 2dzAaSd ¢ KS
short summary of his early life with which he opened the first volume’861°¢ 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 estakidbrooke, 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 Ongf this thesisargues that the retirement peerage a was a powerful incentive

MWwed 50 | dzYSsT a¢KS + I {-GaSfuryERgland2IgcSnies, Rrices, BiymdRosed y (i K

{2YS t NRoOof SYa Ay Hiuntrgtindzldary Quar@y 5 42(2044Y) ppé G 7.

W2 At 1Ayazys a! o626 / KFENISaés yo Lo

BlaccordingtoamrTy n R20dzYSy s DA6o6Sa& 26ySR mnd ®gasidsbf@SR LIS2 LI
British Slavery Databagettps://www.ucl.ac.uk/Ibs/person/view/214664319faccessed 20/07/2021]). Abbot

KFR @20SR AY Tl @2dz2NJ 2F 02t A0A2y O0ST2NB KAA YIFNNAF IS
O0CK2NYSIT a! 060202 /KIEINISaeés yo LI0d ¢KAA AffdzAaINF1Sa
a reformer, and his desire to accumulate wealth in order to climb the social ladder.

B2 { ANJ t KA Aldgabids of@&ish SlaverfDatabase).

43 The latter recommended the establishment of the Record Commission in 1800. Abbot took a leading role in

GKAZ 02R& T2NJ GKS NBat 2F Kia OFNBSN® {88 2iftlAyazys
454 ColchesterDiary and Correspondence of Charles Abbat LJ® nHT 2 Afl{Ayazys a!oo62iz
%52 Af 1Ayaz2ys a!oo2ix / KFENIS&aéds yo LIOT ¢K2NYySzI a! o620z

456 PRO 30/9/31, ff. &12.
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for Mitford: it offered the prospect of establishing his descendants as a titled dyriéstiar as can

be ascertainedAbbot never explicitly adntiéd to such an ambition; no doubt that would have been

regarded as unseemly. Yet, as Porter nobeying an estate and cultivating political connections

were essentiasteps for anybody hoping to enter the ranks of the titled nohiftyBy 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 acceptangeli 2 G KS St AGS OANDES 2F . NRGLE A
YSSRSR tAySIFASY y2 FY2dzyd 2F Y2ySeé 02dZ RZ Ay A3
background. Abbot would therefore have to seek more creative ways to entrench his new social

stature.
¢CKS {LISF{SNRA |1 2dzaSY ¢KS 5SOAaAirzy (2 wSodzifR

When John Fit@bbon, ' Earl ofClare(b. 1748)died in February 1802, Mitford was raised to the

peerage as Baron Redesdale anok/ f  NEQa LJX I OS oflr@land HsNdpartur& | y OSf £ 2 N.
meant that Abbot finallysecured his dream jolipeing elected as Speaker on 11 February, ¥802.

Upon taking up the poshe almost immediately had to considére need for major alterations to

GKS {LISI1SNDa | 2 dzaSdfthis thesigtBeih@ise suffgfed frdsedduS NJ h y' S
problems with damppossiblydue to inadequate foundations and drainage on the river front

(discussedurther below).**®2 & I G 1 Qa ¢2N)] a4 Rd2NAYy3I GKS mtdhna KIFIR T
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 discussiposhkibility

2F YF22Nl g2N] a RdNAYy3I GKS F2NY¥SNDRAa 6 NhéSHmed LIS 1 SN
Fyy2dzyOAy3 2@t iddQa LXFya (2 NBY2RSt GKS (g2 | 2dz
| 2dz2S ¢+ a |Y2y3a (KS & o*U thisRA0Y @port to the ToeSsurJdifclis&® R2 6y
FAdz2NIKSN) 6St260> 28FGd OfrAvYa GKFG KS YSG ! RRAy3(
1801, so that their proposals could be discussed on the spot. He claims that Addington sanctioned

certain alteratiors at that time, but gives no details as to what these were, although he

I O1y26tft SR3ISa G(KIFIG GKS& 6SNB ay2( ljdAd¥itiz2 GKS SE

Bwed t 2NISNE a9y3IftArAakK {20ASGe Ay (i KkMBmestd@RENGSin K / Sy ( dzl
the Eighteenth Centurf.ondon: The Folio Society, 1998. 52

458 bid, n. p.

459 See p135 of this thesis.

480 Untitled piece,The Times4 March 1801, p..2

461TNA: PRO 30/9/14, Charles AbbdtBharon Colchester: Papers: Miscellaneous Papers: Parliamentary, Box

2,item |. 8.1. 2. c: Copy of Report to the Treasury Relating to the Works Carried on at the Houses of Parliament

FYR GKS {LISF{SNRA& |1 2dzaS>T FNRBY a NFAcdinis forWolkaDor® atmy n pT |y
GKS 1 2dzaSa 2F tIFINXIAIFIYSyid FyR {LISIF]TSNDa | 2dzaS>x . SisSSy
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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 chaif®2Mitford was certainly considering further alterations, as he gave Abbot a list

2T aadz33aSadArAzyaéd dzLll2y> 2N aK2NIifeé | FUSNE KAa NB3
trivial compared to the sweeping reconstruction which Abbot would soonletiy dzLJ2 y @ a A G F 2 N
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 cloist&ts.

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 infmnmddlis 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 acmts%* 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 hroughout thepalace, in closets and wardrobes, wherever space could be found for
them*®¢ KS ySSR FT2NJ I RSRAOFGSR fAONINE &aLICBBS KIR f
proposals for a new House of Lords chamber would have included a joint library for both Ff§uses.
However, by the turn of the century no concrete steps had been taken to provide one. Eventually,
Abbot resolved to set asidbe western range of the upper cloistér2 ONXB I 4 S PiblicRSRA O (i S
IAONI NBE¢ TF2NFPUKS UOASI @F2AEaA®YYSRALFIGSE & | R2FOSyd
be convenient for MPs; and they would be able to access it without having to pass through the rest
ofi KS { LI®uisé. 8ltkdugh 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

W ¢d { YAGKYT YSyidAazya GKIG GKS K2dzaS 61 & aFdzNIKSNI ||
tenure, which adds weight to the theory that some alterations were carried out at this timeA&egiities of

the City of Westminstdit.ondon: T. Bensley, 1807), p. 258e als@p. 132¢33 of this thesis.

¢ php!lY twh onkpkmnI .2E oX AGSY LL® Fdndud | dY {LISI S
Feb 1802, n. p.

464TNA: PRO 30/9/15, Charle& Baron Colchester: Papers, miscellaneous letters, letter from George

Whittam to Abbot, 8 July 1809, n. p.

465D, Menhennet, "The Library of the House of CommdineFirst Sixteen Years," in H. S. Cobb)(dgssays

Presented to Maurice Borfdondon: HLRO, 1981), p..44

4665 E. SawyeBoane at Westminster: Civic Architecture and National Identity,cIB38! (PhD thesis,

Columbia University, 1999), p. 172

467TNA: PRO 30/9/33: Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester, Papers: Journal, with interpolated

correspondence, etc, f. 463
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Library in his endf-year diary summary for 180%¢! 6 6 2 6 Q& LJ LISNR dzadzZ- £t & NBTF
0 KBubli@glA 6 NI NB ¢ X (KdzA RAFFSNBYGALFIGAY3I AG FNRBY KAa |
no evidence that it was open to the general public, and it seems far more likely that it was only open

02 ataoPblElddNRNEE o1 & |y A YthdcNiEtdr yitimatdlypyoedod G A 2y T
small for the purpose. Investigations in the aftermath of the 1834 firewhich about twethirds of

GKS /1 2YY2yaQ € A0 NI NEmdkeded thgt mhany iterBsNdnaimed scattev@le S R
across odd carers of thepalace (despite the construction of a dedicated Library building in 1828).

LG Ydzad lfaz2 o6S y2GSR GKIFG GKS {LISI{1SNNRa& DIffSNE
were concentrated; indeed, there was sometimes a duplication of holdings across multiple locations.

For example, a letter froreorgeWhittam, clerk of thejournals,to Abbot in 1809 mentions four
copiesoftheprd yA2Yy LI LISNE o0SAy3d LINARYGISRY 2yS F2N GKS {
Office, one for the British Museum and one #&dficial house of theclerk of thejournals?”°

bS@SNIKSt SPablicIA d NiloNEIéQaK lga | adNRy3a OflAY G2 0SS 02
organised library for the House of Commons; and it was certainly an important forerunner of the

official libraries of both House¢. K S f A1 Sf& NRfS 2F GKS {LISI{1SNDRa | z
YSSiAy3a KIFa | £t NBIFIRe o0SSyubliglddo IR NBY /FKAINIDKSND BESIT
K2dzaS5Qa LINI OGAOFt NRES Ay FEFHOREAGEFEGAY3T GKS LRt A

However there is also clear evidentkat Abbot was attempting to elevate his social status
YR OSYSyid KAa FrYAfeQa LIIFOS FY2y3a . NARGIFIAYQA NI
him into contact with many of the richest and most powerful men in the country; those from old
establshed families could usually boast an impressive family seat. When he first took the Chair,
Abbot was not universally respectét.In part, this was becaudee had alienated many powerful
people during his brief tenure as Chief Secretary for Ireland @B0)1*"3 However, it seems that, in
some cases, there was an element of personal snobbery as well. LordtMié&oSir Gilbert Elliott,
l'RRAYIG2yQa 2f R NIO2HIY SHAINRI KX | {{toiSndtaRNdergXlR o 0 KS

NI} G KSNJ KL y*7*I12Abbot-wad td-vsnlthe BedpEctithese critics, he would surely have
gAaKSR (2 LINRB@S (KIFd KS fAGSR Ay I aitetsS oSTFALGOA

48 pRO 30/9/33f. 182

489 Menhennet dThe Library of the House of Comméns LJ8dC 2rNd { 2 ySQ&a / 2YY2ya [ Ao NI
YA Y 3Qa6, ph.B5AERA

470PRO 30/9/15letter from George Whittam to Abbot, 8 July 1809, R pK A 1 i YQa 2206 GAGE S Aa
The RoyaKalendar and Court and City Register for England, Scotland, Ireland and America, for the year 1814
(London: J. Stockdale, 1814),104.

471See pp. 8482 of this thesis.

MeK2NY ST a! 06020 /KINISaegz yo LI

4731bid, n. p.

474 National Library oBcotand:Minto MSS, 11054, fol. 84 v dz2 i SR Ay 2 Af 1 Ayaz2ys a! 6062i
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opportunity to make an impressive architectural statemesntid,given its prominent location at

Westminster, MPs could hardly fail to noticeNtoreover, amajor rebuilding of the house would
2FFSNI LYy 2LILRNIdzyAde G2 o0SGGSNI SljdzAL) Ad F2N GKS
position as the public figurehead of the House of CommBoghthese objectives, however, could

quite easily have been accomplished by a mansionGtassicastyle. To understand whg Gothic

idiom was adopteditisnecessarji 2 O2y &ARSNJ 6KS OoNRI RSN O2y GiSEG 21
developments at Westminster and the progress of the Gothic Revival at the turn of the nineteenth

century.

w

22 GG Qa D ZheArdhi@ctural Cotexty Y

22l 0GQa RSaAdy F2NI GKS {LISF{SNna | 2dzasS F2N¥SR 2y
remodel the Palace of Westminster. It had long been obvious that the megiielsle 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 money and the political will to get these schemes off the grouA.The most

important proposals were a series of designs prepared by William Kent in the 4730sse

schemes were designed in the théashionable Palladian sty(a strict interpretation of

Classicisi’” Ultimately, only one Palladian edifice was actually erected at WestmiriEbés was

the Stone Building relatively modest office block, designed by John Vardy and located immediately

to the west of Westminster Hall. This was constructed in stages between 1755 and4mabe

MT Pnas Ada y2NIKSNY 6Ay3a NBYFAYSR dzyNBIFfA&ZSRI | 3
(Fig. 2.1).

475 Sawyer Soane at Westminstepp. 39¢71.

484, M. Colvin(ed.y KS | A&l 2NE 27T & K6BQ1YSR(/cAdod HVISDNIRZRR. 41625 ©
SawyerSoane at Westminstepp. 31¢32,37,38500 { | @ SNJ £ a2 RA&aOdzaasSa GKS ! RF
projects for a new Palace (ibid, |0¢85).

477 For a full history of the Palladian movement, and its distinction from\theclassicaimovement which

followed it, see J. Summersofirchitecture in Britain 1530 830(Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1977), pp. 817

46, 35980, 40%13.

48Colvin,Y A y 3 Q 35, pp. 22&B14
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Fig. 2.1: Office of John Soaone Building, St Margaret's Street, Elevation of entrance,fr
MT®Ho ORSGIFIATODP LYyl 2y LI LISNE RAYSYaarz2yy

37/1/5).

During that decade, however, the idea of a wholesale reconstruction gbdleee appeared

to gather momentum. In 1794, a House of Lords committee commissioned Soane to make plans to
enlarge their chambet’”® AsSawyerexplainstheg 2 NRAYy 3 2F GKS [2NRaQ O2YYA:

ambiguous, and did not explicitly mandate any new constructi®Moreover,{ 2 I Yy S Q&

aboutlil K S [c@mNiRsiofgive a misleading impression about the scope of the prajeallying

the Lords envisaged a total reconstruction of the enpiaéace compleft’L y F I O X

commission only related to the House of Loitdelf; it was not part of his brief to make proposals to

alter or replace the House of Commons, or any other part optidace?®? Nevertheless, it is well

known that Soane had a longstanding ambition to build a great parliament complex, axdoves
ONRI REBE [hittBre dhérdoredeggnial NHzOG A 2 v €

developideas for remodelling the widgralace complex, including the House of Comnhs.

KAY G2 Lidzi &aiGKS

However, the Lords effectively abandoned the project in 1795, most likely due tectreomic

479 For the full circumstances of this commission, see Sav@aane at Westminstepp. 11653.

480 SawyerSoane at Westminstepp. 14&49.

481see, for example, J. SoareBrief Statement of the Proceedings Respecting the New Law Courts at
Westminster, The Board of Trade, and the New Privy Council Office, ett.pption: James Moyes, 1828), p.
GKFG KAa LIXIFya 6SNB AyGSyRSR (2
482 Sawyer Soane at Westminstepp. 14849.

17, hereheR S Of | NB &

483 |bid, pp. 91¢92, 14849,
48450aneadmitted i K A &

I 2YYAGGSS 2y
further in Chapter Three.

Ay Kia (Sadiavyzye (2 GKS myoo 0O2YY
KS 31 @S atl NBS O2yaARSNYGA2y (G2 G4KS OFLI OAGE |

iKS

| 2 dz:REporf 1833 2EB)Y5E Yhis Commitizk Wilkbe distusged
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stringency caused by the war with France. Although Soane was apparently told that the project was
0 SAYy3 & raba hannadelied, there is little, if any, indication that the Lords showed any

serious interest in reviving his schemes after this date, despite his continued lol#ying.

NeverthelessSoane continued to develop lishemes on a purely speculative béfs.
Thesedesignawill be discussed in more detail in Chapter Three, but they were ldééaclassical
atetSz Ay 1SSLAYy3I Al K Infightoffite Gater chdSeNdtianisticriticisbdNG ¥ S NS y
2F 28l G0GQa 62N X Al Aa Apfdpssaldvduld lavelinolvgdzadi&al G K I G { 2
Ff GSNIGA2ya G2 a2YS 2F 2SadYAyadSNRa YSRASGIE o
back to the thirteenth century, this was situated towards the see#st of thepalace complex,
overlooking the river and close to the old House of Ld%8At this time it was used as a conference
chamber for the two House®$?{ SOG A 2y RNJI 4 A ycd5ipropo3als {ndicatytBa@ie M T don
would have totally remodelled the interior inGlassicadtyle (Figs. 2.3, 2.4)° Admittedly, it was not
ly26y 4G GKA&A RIFIGS GKIFIG GKS OKIFYoSNRa YSRASGEE ¢
whitewash®'b SGSNI KSt Saaz Fa /FLRyQa mtpd AffdzAINI GA2Y
a42YS @GAaAA0tS KAAG2NRAO FSIFGdzZNBAX LI NIOAOdz I NI & (KS
suggests that most, if not all, of these features would have been remdnddter years Soame
gK2 ol a ¢Sttt gl NB 2F (KS [|tydwhpjaged Kk ¢leyhenOofifisi A OA & Y 3
d0KSYS&asx SYLKI&A&AAY3T AyaldSIR KAa AyldSyidazy (2 NE
Houses®2Nor, it seems, was Soane candid with Carter when they discussed the subject in the late
1790s*%2 Although later historians have sometimes portrayed Soane as being more sympathetic to

conservation than Wyatt, thisvidencestrongly suggests that his attitudes to conservation and

485 SawyerSoane at Westminstepp. 20307.

486 |bid, pp. 32%29.

487 bid, pp. 15896.

48 p_BinskiThe Painted Chamber at Westminsteondon: The Society of Antiquaries of Londt886), pp. 2,

91l

489 bid, pp. 2, 911.

WC2NJ Y2NB RSGFAE 2y {21 ySQa LINE LiScareRtWestdBristépy.Sy i 2F (K
158¢59. Sawyer also notes that Kent had previously proposed a scheme to classicise the interior of the Painted
Chamber in 1730 (ibid, pp. 442).

41Binski,The Painted Chambep. 23T t ® b® [ AYRTA St RIB17)4ANRW GorplstoNII SNJ C{ ! 6
5N} gAy3az FyR (K cit)lpph ISR / KI Y5 SNE

492 5panepBrief Statementp. 17

493 sawyerSoane at Westminstepp. 21&19.
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old House of Lords in 1823, a move which attracted some criticism fronf®Ps.

Fig. 2.2: William CapoRainted Chamber, 1799: interior view looking east with Trojan Wa
tapestries shownl1799, watercolour on paper, 191 x 235mm. London: Parliamentary Art
Collection, WOA 1648

91 8§88y F2NJ SEFYLX ST wo | AffT aWt NPOSSRAYy3I fA1S Ddz2 ClI «
Westminster, 179v y o AréhEectural Historp9 (2016), p. 260
S ColvinY A Y Q&6 ;2 N] &
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Fig. 2.3: office of John Soamglace of Westminster, House of Lords, Design, 1794: Sectig
ORSGIFIAT O MThPnE Ayl YR 4l akK 2y LI LISNE c/
16/6/1.
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Fig. 2.4: office of John Soamglace of Westminster, House of Lords, Design, 1794: Sectivh
ORSGIFIAT U AY]l YR 61 &K 2y LI LSNE cmH E
16/6/3

Carter was not the only enthusiast for medieval architecture in the 1790s. Over the course of
the eighteenth century, Great Britalmad witnessed a significathough by no means universal)
revival of interest irthe Gothic style®® It is beyond the scope of this thesis to fully trace the
development of Gothic houses duringghera, butt is important to acknowledge the influence of
Horace WalpoleStrawberry Hillvas long assumed by historians to be the first Gothic Revival house
in Englandbut this is now known to be false: for exampReter Lindfield hakighlightedHenry
t St KI Y QBshdr Rlats SuFreyesignedoy William Kenin the 173057 Nevertheless
Lindfieldr Ol y2¢t SR3ISa {GNIgO0SNNE & aly AYRA&ALMzIlof &
w S @ AP & 1€ (apipach toGothicarchitecturewasundoubtedlyinfluenced by Walpolgout
there appears to be a consensus among historianstie®® S @St 2 LISR 2 | f L2t SQ& adGef
greater archaeological accurat®y This is particularly demonstrated by Lee Priory, Kent, designed by

Wyatt for Thomas Barretand builtc. 1782y p T 2 F f LI2f S KAvYaSft ¥ RSaONAOSR

4% Brooks,The Gothic Revivaip. 51¢104.

497P_ N. LindfieldGeorgian Gothic: Medievalist Architecture, Furniture and Interiors, &®(Woodbridge:

Boydell, 2016)pp. 3;t ® bd® [AYRFASERI aQ2KA3I D2GKAOQY 'y 1 yiAR2i
andP. N. LindfieldPolitics and the English Country House, £@880(Montreal: McGilv dzZSSy Qa ! Yy A OSNA A (
Press, 20230p. 1022

98 AYRFASE RI,pp.ZKA I D2GKAOE

Cad ad wSSPS YR td® bd [AYRFASEIRI aa! / KATheR 2F { (NI 4¢
Burlington Magazind 57 (2015), pp. 83642;J. M.Robinson,James WyattArchitect to George I{New Haven:

Yale University Press, 201@p. 220;23; SummersonArchitecture in Britainp. 404.
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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 bet®w.

Wyattt like other Gothic Revival architettsvas also heavily influenced by Picturesque
aestheticslt is difficult to precisely date the emergenoéthe Picturesque as a cleadgfined
aesthetic philosophiy { dzZYYSNB2Yy | NHdzS&a GKFG aiKS NBFf tAOldz
mid-1790s3°2 However, there can be little doubt that Downton Castle, Herefordsbindt c. 1772,
78 by Richard Payne KnigFig. 2.5), was laousewhich embodied Picturesque principle® For the
purposes of this thesis, the important point is tHRitturesqueheory championed asymmetry and
irregularity, in contrast to the Classical ideals of symmetry and propottiarhis allowed architects
to experiment with inventive new forms of massid.Downtonthe multiplicity of towers, of
varying heights, widths and depths, creates a varied skyline and brings movement and variety to the
facades. Robinson suggests that, during the 1790s, Wyatt began to place an increasing emphasis on
massing®. St G2ANJ / A0t ST wdzifll yR 6002y aiNHzOiGA2y 0 S3dzy
death; Fig. &) 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 1798)(FAjtBough
dzy SESOdzi SR (KAa RSaAdy OfSINIeé &aK26a8 K263 Ay w2
2y Gl a@YYSONBESZ ANNBIdz F NI YIFaaAy3ad NBEFESOGAYT GKSA
castellation, rather than elaboraté A & G 2 NA OA & RSO Af Ay FPSAthodgh O2y @Se  (
the Shoebury design remained unexecuted, Robiresgues thatNorris Castle, Isle of Wight (1799)
and Pennsylvania Castle, Dorset (182@)comparable in their reliance on massing rather than
ornament” 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 towerather,

S0W, S. Lewis (ed$,KS |, It S 9RAGAZY 27T | 2 Newdavea: YdellUgiverSit Bress, 2 NNB & LJ
193783), vol. 12, p. 111.

501 For discussion of lighting effects, see p. 184 of this thesis. For discussion of lacquer furnituréd,68ee p.

502 SummersonArchitecture in Britainpp. 47375.

503 |pid, pp. 47375

504 SummersonArchitecture in Britainp. 403; BrooksThe Gothic Revival, 93.

505Robinson,James Wyattpp. 231;32.

508 |bid, pp. 23%32.

507 |bid, p. 232.
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projections from the fagade, styled astowerd 2 +F OKAS@S | aAYAf I N GAadz £

House3%

Fig. 2.5: unknown artist, illustration of Downton Castle, Herefordshire, c. 1880. Ink on paj
dimensions unavailable. Published in The Rev. F. O. MorrisTed.I;ounty Seats of the
Noblemen and Gentlemen of Great Britain and Irelantl,5 (London: William Mackenzie, c.
1880), facing p. 71

508 See pp. 25€¢61 of this thesis.
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Fig. 2.6: M. J. Starling after T. Alldouth Front of Belvoir Castle, Leicestershinblished in The
Rev G. N. WrighTihe Gallery of Engravinggl. 1 (London: Fisher, Son & Co. 1845), facing.p.
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Fig. 27: James WyattShoebury CastléEssex): Design for a castellated house, unexecuted
probably a remaodelling, for Sir John Smith Burges Bart,. 1R n paper, dimensions
unavailableLondon: RIBA drawings collecti@B71/WYJAS[13}@). © RIBA Collections.
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historiang is the University of Oxford. Wyatt undertook numerous building projects there from the
1770s onward; this muld have brought him into contact with the austere latedieval or Tudor
Gothic style typical of many Oxford college buildif§3 he cloister of Magdalen College (c. 1474
80) is typical of the genre, with its simple crenelations, squm@ded windows and minimal
ornament (Fig. 2.8). In 1794¥/yatt proposed a new quadrangle for Magdalen; its style clearly
derived from the original cloister, although it was much larger in size (Fig*283)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 Westmingieth executed and

unexecuted show clear signs of this collegiate influenas discussed belotWt

Fig. 2.8: the Cloisters, Magdalen College, Oxford, c.-8@7Bhotograph by Fr Lawrence Lew C
reproduced under a CC BXD-NC 2.0 licence

509 A, Dale JamesdWVyatt (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 195@)p. 8%87; RobinsonJames Wyattpp. 19%218.
S0\wyatt also proposed a Tudor Gothic scheme for Balliol College at the same time; but ultimately, neither
were executed. Sed. M.Colvin,Unbuilt Oxford New Haven: Yale University Press, 198p) 8%89, 107

511See p. 151 of this thesis.
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Fig. 2.9: James Wyatt, design for the Great Quadrandiagtialen College, Oxford, 1791
(unexecuted). Watercolour on paper, 550 x 950mm. Oxford: Magdalen College Archivg
FA16/2/1AD! Reproduced by permission of the President and Fellows of Magdalen Collg
Oxford

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 housasvillas This is not to say that London
townhouses of the period were exclusiv€assicalf 2 NJ SEI YL ST 51 yA St DI NNB
Strand fagade of Northumberland House (completed c. 1752), has been described as an early
example of Jacobean ReviviINevertheless, only a singééghteenthcenturyLondon townhouse
was constructed in Gothtbroughouty G KS FIF Y2dza Gt 2YFTNBG /1 adfSéx b
175760, with design input fronSanderson MillerSir Roger Newdigat@nd Richard Biggshe
OK2A0S 2F D2GKAO Ay GKA& OF&aS NBTim®WagB R (KS LISNE
Countess of Pomfret, who was a notable enthusiast for Gothic déSiyloreover,Classicism
I NBdzt 6t & NBYFIAYSR GKS WRSTI dzZ 6Q OKawiy$he2F adetsS

eighteenth century. Admittedly, Gothic had been adopted for some relatively minor projects: for

512 A, AymoninoEnlightened EclecticismiheGrand Design of theIDuke and Duchess of Northumberland
(New Haven: Yale University Press, 202f),66;69.

S3f @ CNBSYIyYy>S !y 9y3IftAaKs2YlIyQa 1 RYS! NBAYSH2Y I fGNSS§
Georgian Group Journa0(2012), pp.8TMnHT 2 ® |1 | g1 S&> a2 fLIES wAIKG 2N 2|
I NI Ay 3 2B¢orgjad Gidup doérmal (2013), pp. 20gMmMT t ® [ AYRFASE RI G ¢KS /[ 2dzyi

D20 KAO wS @A @ebrgian GarhplJdurinabA20 4),5pp. 7494.
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