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PREFACE

HE scope of this baok, which is based on a study of all
the printed and unprinted sources which have becn
accessible to me during a ten years' residence in

London, has been largely determined by a definitely practical
aim. I have sought to provide for students of social and
economic history in general—and more especially for those
intercsted in the Livery Companies—an outline of the con-
tinuous organic development of the gilds and companies of
London from the days of Henry Plantagenet to those of
Victoria, such as would serve as a starting-point for more par-
ticular investigations. Whilst not losing sight of individual
peculiarities, I have endeavoured to lay the main stress on
the significance which the gilds and companies as a whole
have had for the constitutional history of the city, and for the
social and economic development of the nation at large.

That an even wider aspcct of the subject has not been
neglected will be clear from the title of the opening chapter.
The historical development of English gilds——still more that
of Scottish gilds—cannot be adequately interpreted without
reference to the contemporary ddbelopment of the gilds in
continental cities. It was indeed in pursuit of this clue that
a young German scholar, Lujo Brentano, wrote in 1870 the
brilliant essay which, in conjunction with Mr. Toulmin Smith’s
collection of ordinances, may be said to have inaugurated the
scientific study of the English gild. In Professor Grose's
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Gild Merchant, published in 1890, the note struck is rather
that of contrast than of comparison, but the cssential value of
that work—the most scholatly of all coniributions to British
gild history—lies in the application of a mind fully stored with
the resulls of continental learning to the interpretation of a
wide range of English records. And in spite of much valuable
work—above all, the work of the late Miss Mary Bateson—in
the field of British municipal history, it is still to German
scholars that we must turn for the largest body of suggestive
theory and of scicntifically ascertained and interpreted fact
Three books I would mention to which the serious student
of gild history will find himself impelled continually to return
with increasing profit to himself—Professor Otto Gierke's Das
deutsche Genossenschafisrecht, Professor Gustavg Schmoller's
Strassburger Tucher und Webersunft, and Professor E.
Gothein's Wirthschafisgeschickte des Schwarswaldes.

The desirability of providing such a broad historical
approach, as has been here attempted, to the study of the
London gilds was first suggested 1o me by the invitation in
19og of the Committee of the Advanced Historical Teaching
Fund to deliver a coursc of lectures on the subject at the
London School of Economics.

The extent of my dcbt to the published records and
histories of the companies will sufficiently appear in the
references. 1 am likewise under dcep obligations to the
ruling bodies of the Clothworkers’, Drapers’, Leatherscllers’,
Cordwainers’, Haberdashers' and Feltmakers’ Companies for
kind permission to examine their records at first hand, and
to the further courtesy of the Leathersellers’, the Cordwainers’
and the Merchant Tailors’ Companies in connection with the
fllustrations.

Through the death of Miss Bateson my book early lost
the keencst and most stimulating of its critics, but it has
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+owed a great deal—including all the materials for the account
of the Confederation of Rectors—to some papers of hers
kindly placed at my disposal by her brother, Mr. W. Bateson,
F.R.S, and Mr. W, Page, F.S.A,, the general editor of the
Victoria County Histories.

All writers who enter the great field of London history
must tread in the footsteps and enter into the labours of
Dr. Sharpe. Without his invaluable Calendars of the Wills
envolled sn the Court of Husting, and of the Letter Books
of the Corporation, this book could not have been written,
and Dr. Sharpe has at all times been most generous in
placing his store of unpublished learning at my disposal. To
Professor Charles Gross, of Harvard, and to the Rev. Dr. Cox,
the general editor of this series, I owe a number of valuable
suggestions ; but I must hasten to add that whatever errors
and heresies are found in this book are exclusively my own.
My chicf debt is to my wife, who has given me unstinting
help at every stage of composition and of publication.

G U

24, BUCCLEUCH PLACE
EDINDURGH
November, 1908
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THE GILDS AND COMPANIES
OF LONDON

CHAPTER I

.THE PLACE OF THE GILD IN THE HISTORY
OF WESTERN EUROPE

HROUGHOUT Westcrn Europe till the close of the
18th century the control of trade and industry was
largely, in some countries mainly, in the hands of the

gilds. The attempt made by Turgot, in the same month in
which Adam Smith published 7he Wealth of Nations, to
abolish the privileges of the trade corporations in France, was
one of the chief causes of his downfall, Fifteen ycars later,
.on March 17th, 1791, they were swept away by the Revolution,
and the gilds of Belgium and of Holland shared the same
fate when those countries fell under the rule of France, The
privileged associations of craftsmen and traders of Spain and
Portugal were abolished during the revolutionary period of
1833-40 ; those of Austria and Germany in 1850-60; those
of Italy in 1864. Attempts have been made in Austria and
Germany to replace the old gilds (Z#nfte) by associations
(Innungen) under the complete control of the State, but the
new institution, whatever useful purposes it may serve, can
have little or nothing in common with the old. In many
towns of Switzerland the old gilds (Adbayes or Ziinfle) are
still preserved, though they have lost their special privileges.*

* City of London Livery Compnnies Commission, Rep. 1, vol. v. pp. 365-396.
B
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In England alone of the larger states o Western Europe
therc has been no legislative abolition of the gilds, since the
confiscation of their religious endowments at the time of the
Reformation. This is due to the fact that, while the English
gilds (more especially those of London) have attained a much
grealer degree of wealth and social consideration than any
continental gilds, their trading monopolics fell much earlier
into desuetude. To this we owe that unique sct of survivals,
the Livery Companies of London, whose records and other
antiquities have a value for English social history that can
scarcely be over-estimated.

But the gild is not by any means an institution peculiar
to the civilization of the Western world, Every thoughtful
traveller in China is impressed with the number, strength, and
imporiance of the gilds which are to be found all over that
vast Empite. In all the crowded and busy cities that float
their wares down thc Yang-tse-kiang, and in the remotest
parts of Manchuria, the halls of the gilds are not only as much
renowned for their hospitality as are those of the London
companies ; they still preserve in full activity many of those
economic functions of which the halls of the companies were the
centre in the 15th and 16th centuries. And the Chinese gild
is by no means a mere survival rooted in the soil. Wherever
the ubiquitous Chinaman goes, he takes the gild with him.
The laundry-man of San Francisco, the cabinet-maker of
Melbourne or Sydney, pteserves in his nalive drganization a
power of cohesion that enables him to smile at the incffectual
devices of the Western factory legislator with his notions of
a minimum wage.

In India the trade castes assume all the forms of gild organi-
zation, Not only the wealthy cloth merchant who can afford
to pay from 45 to £50 as an entrance fee, but alsa the poor
potter or carpenter who has nothing to sell but his labour,
is represented by them. In the Ahmedabad District they
are especially strong. They fix piece-work rates, ineist on
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holidays, prohibit overtime, and devote their entrance fees and
Jines to feasting and “ friendly benefits,” *

In Turkey, Bulgaria, and Servia most trades are controlled
by Esnafs, which in all probability may claim a continuous
descent from Byzantine gilds. The Mohammedan tradition
indeed traces them back beyond the days of the Prophet
(who was himself a member of the Gild of Merchants), to the
time of Noah, the patron of carpenters and shipbuilders, and
of Adam, the patron of the bakers. Eve presides over the
washerwomen, Cain over the butchers and the gravediggers,
Elijah over the furriers, Joseph over the watch and clock-
makers, whilst sailors have their choice between the Seven
Sleépers of Ephesus and the prophet Jonah, Byt what has
more claim on our attention is the fact that the Esnaf, in all
essentials but one, bears the closest resemblance to the
medizval gild of Western Europe. It has a governing body
and officers of its own choice, a common seal and corporate
funds sometimes enriched by endowment, its hierarchy of
grades beginning with apprenticeship, its written and unwritten
code, and its annual festival. The shoemakers of Constanti-
nople have a special privilege of jurisdiction, like that of the
14th-century fishmongers and weavers in London. Some
of the Esnafs have apparently an organization of the younger
members corresponding to the “bachelors,” or “ yeomanry,” of
the London company.f The Watermen and the Fellowship
Porters of London, who throughout the 1gth century still
preserved the cssential features of medizval industrial organi-
zation, have their counterparts in Constantinople,

Without going into further details as to the gilds of the
East, we may, I think, attempt to answer the question what it
is that distinguishes them fundamentally from the gilds of the
West. The likeness is striking enough. The traveller who
walks through the streets of the Montenegtin town has his or

* 1, M. Lambett, Zwe Thousand Years of Gild Lift, p. 52
t L. M, J. Garnett, Twrkish Life in Town and Couniry,
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her mind ipevitably carried back to the London of Chaucer
and Piers Plowman, and the London Lackpenny., Where heq
the difference? In the first place, the gilds of the East are
alive, whilst the gilds of thc West are dead. This may not
seem much in itsclf. We must, therefore, add that the gilds
of the West are dead because they have performed the most
useful of their functions; they have helped to build up a
social structure by which they have been superseded. The
gilds of the East are alive because they have not performed
that function, The gilds of the West expired in giving birth
to progress; the gilds of the East are preserved and fostered
in the interests of order. The Western gilds were a dynamic
force ; the Eastern are a static force.

And yet, after all, this is a very incomplete way of putting
the matter. We can only speak of the Western gild as dead
if we confine the term “gild " to one particular form of organi-
zation. Bul if we are dealing with gilds in this strict sense
of the term, we should not have to get much further than
the end of the 13th century., Every century sincc then
has seen the rise of different forms of organization to meet
new conditions of social and economic life, In some cases
the new form was gradually assumed by the old organization ;
in other cases both the body and the spirit were new, but
the new was never so new as not to be very really connected
with the old by conscious or unconscious emulation, imitation,
adaptation. In this way the gild became the craft, the eraft
became the livery company, and the livery company became
the corporation. At first sight it might seem as if these
were mere changes of form, but a more careful consideration
will show that this was not the case. The change of form
indicates an inward growth, a social expansion of the
deepest significance, both for the economic and the political
development of the nation. In short, the Western gild,
in its various forms and in its subsequent developments,
has beent one of the main instruments of what we call
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progress, the progress which distinguishes the West from
dhe East,

But what meaning are we to attach to that much-abused
word “progress”? Let us iake a concrete inslance, It
has sometimes been thought that the break-up of the Roman
Empire was a case of sheer retrogression. And at first sight
the loss seems enormous. Out of a weltering chaos of
barbarism and internecine war, the Romans had built up
a nearly world-wide peace and a strong and unified adminis-
tration ; out of a mass of illogical and conflicting customs
they had created an admirable system of law. They had
worked out a clear and definite idea of the State, and an
equally clear and definite idea of the individual, the like
of which has not again been achieved till very recent years.
Napoleon and William II. look back to Casarand to Justinian
as their models. Are we to say that all the woild has done
and suffered in the interval, the feudal anarchy of the Daik
Age, the motley incongruities of the Middle Age with its
mad saints and heroes, the terrific uprisings of the Reformation
and the Revolution with their wild illusions and their still
more fatal disillusionings—arc all these but a painful struggle
to regain what was lost when the Roman Empire fell? Such
a question is its own answer. The truth is that peace, and
securily of civil rights, and an administration even stronger,
more able, and less corrupt than the Roman, is not too high
a price to pay for liberty. And if the progress the world
has achieved since that time is to be called by any one name,
that nhame must be liberty. But a liberty which has to be won
through such long and devious ways is no simple matter.
It is based on deep and elaborate foundations. It is no mere
casting off of fetters. It is the slow putting on of new habits
and capacities, new sympathies, and new insight. It is a
growth, the most gradual and most permanent of all growths,
a psychological growth.' In the achievement of progress and
liberty in this sensé, the lapse of twenty centuries is but a stage.
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How cgn we best bring home to ourselves the nature of
the advance which has been made by modern civilization
over the civilization of antiquity? It is nol so much the
resull we need to consider as the means by which it has
been secured. Briefly expressed, the difference between the
modern constitutional State and the Roman Empire is thal,
whilst the modern State has atlained o even more elaborate,
far-reaching, and efficient administrative powers, there has
at the same time been secured to the individual a far greater
degree of liberty—not merely of spcech, of publication, and
of combination—but of the positive liberty which consists in
cquality of opportunity and the carridre ouverte aux talents. In
the Roman Empire there was little or no protecting medium
between the all-powerful State and the powerless individual,
and the State by its very weight, even when moved by no
oppressive intentions, crushed all spontaneous initiative out
of the individual. At the present day there exist a great array
of intermediate powers and agencies, offensive and defensive,
which not only prevent the State from oppressing the individual,
but actually enable individual initiative to gather power about
itself and 1o bring pressure to bear on the State.

First of all, there is the element of restraint imposed
upon the State by the character of the very agents whom it
is bound to employ, the restraint that lies in the honourable
esprit de corps and sense of social responsibility of the judicial
and administrative functionaries who do its work. Secondly,
there are the independent powers of local government (I am
thinking especially of England) which are safeguarded from
undue intetference on the part of the State, and which have
always served as the effectual basis of our parliamentary
liberties, Thirdly, there is the power of and the capacity for
voluntary association, exemplified in the fact that the direction
of the State itself is always in the hands of the representatives
of one of two great voluntary associations known as political
parties. Students of constitutional histoty know that these



DEVELOPMENT OF RUSSIA 7

three factors are each of very slow growth—the history of
sEngland is largely the story of their growth—and that in the
absence of them mere formal stipulations and guarantees can
give little assurance of political liberty. The enormous
difficulties of the situation in Russia at the present moment,
for example, arise from the fact that none of these essential
bases of constitutional freedom can be conceived of as
possessing any very effectual solidity. And it is in the
direction of strcngthening these natural pillars of the con-
stitution that the instinct of the Russian reformer is rightly
turned.

There are no doubt many historic reasons to be given
for the constitutional weakness of Russia, but the most
fundamental, perhaps, is 1o be found in the shortness of its
history as a civilized people. When Russia came into the
European system, the great formative process by which our
Western civilization has been built up was all but accomplished.
In that long and glorious work of social and political con-
struction, which lasted from the 12th to the 17th centuries,
Russia bore fio effective part. During those six centuries
Western Europe built up the town, and then on the basis of
the town built up the nation. Without the town there could
not have been the nation as we know it, because it was in the
earlier centuries of town history that the three great essentials
to a free national constitution already spoken of—a sense of
professional responsibility, the experience of self-government,
and a capacity for voluntary association—were painfully
acquired. Russia has no towns in this historic sense of the
word. She has, comparatively speaking, no middle class ; that
is why she has so many Jews. And her working class, such as
it is, is not like our own, a working class inheriting largely the
traditions and capacities of the middle class, but is compased
of transplanted peasants of a social status resembling that of
our own villeins in the days of Wat Tyler. It is for want of
towns, and of those middle and working classes that only
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centuries of fiee town life can producc, that Ruassia finds it so
hard to becdme a free nation,

This brings us tothe point at which we were aiming, If
the town may be said to have built up the nation, what built
up the town? If we answer that il was the gild, we must safe-
guard ourselves from the possible consequences of our rashness.
There are many theories of the origin of the town, mostly
German, and every theorist is naturally zealous for the purity
of his doctiine. Let us take shelter behind the wisdom of
Aristotle. Everything, according to thal eminent sociologist,
has at least four causes—the mateiial, the efficient, the formal,
and the final cause. If we give the town the benefit of all
four, theie is room for a number of theorists to live and let
live. The final cause of the town—the end towards which it
was unconsciously directed—was, according 1o the theory we
have been setting forth, the free self-governing nation. The
material cause—the stuff oul of which the town was made—
differed no doubt in different cases : sometimes it was a village,
sometimes a market at a ford, sometimes a militaiy post, some-
times a deliberately planted colony. The formal cause—the
legal title by virtue of which its special 1ights were cxercised—
this also varied in different cases, but is probably o be saught
for in the creation of a separate and semi-independent juris-
diction within a ceitain area. As to these causes we nced
not seek to dogmatize. What we are conceined with is the
efficlent cause or causes—the natuie of the social force which,
apart from mere material conditions or constitutional forms,
served to bring it into existence and to make it what it became.
The chief of these efficient causes was, I venture to think, the
spirit of voluntary association, and that spirit found its most
typical and widespread embodiment in the various forms of
the gild,

But it may here be asked, has not a doubt been raised as
to whether the gild itsell was a voluntary association? May
it not have been an organ of public administration set up by
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the Crown or by the city, on the authorily of the State, to
regulate industry and commerce in accordance with a far-
sighted State policy? No doubt it was, or became, such an
organ, but it was at the same time, and to a still greater extent,
a voluntary organization. The truth is that we cannot under-
stand mediazval history without getting rid of some of our
clecar-cut modern conceplions. The State, the municipality,
and the individual, as we know them, did nol exist in
medizeval times. They were each in a condilion of becoming.
They were helping each other to grow into their present
definite shapes by constant interaction on each other. Each
necded the counteracting influence of the other as a condition
of healthy growth. If any of the three gained an undue pre-
dominance, it not only weakened the rest bul preparcd the
way for its own overthrow. In medieval Germany the
municipal element had too much of its own way ; it came to
grief amidst the dynastic struggles of the 17th and 18th
centuries, In the France of Louis XIV. the State crushed
the initiative of the municipality and the individual, and by
checking the flow of vital forces brought on, a fit of paralysis.
In the England of the early 1gth century the individual
overbore the commonwealth, until the factory inspector and
the school inspector, with the newly created powers of self-
government behind them, redressed the balance. But what
has given the constitutional development of England its
unique character is its exceptional continuity. The action
and reaction which are absolutely necessary to growth have not
taken violent forms. The State, the local community, and the
voluntary association have grown up side by side, each recog-
nizing the other spheres of action, and learning, however un
willingly, 10 co-operate for the general good.

To speak, therefore, as we did of the nation as having been
built up out of the town, and of the town as having been built
up out of the gild, is clearly a one-sided statement. In all the
intricate processes of social construction, lordship has been
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neatly as important a factor as fellowship. From one point of
view—the legal point of view—it would almost be {rue to sap
thal the State built up the town and the town built up the
gild, There have always been forces from above mceting and
co-opetating with forces from below, But the forces fiom
above have been mainly forces of formulation, whilst the forces
from below have been forces of germination. The foices from
above have been mainly concerned in cstablishing and main-
taining an equilibrium (which, indeed, is their natural function),
while the forces from below have been more often bent on
disturbing cquilibrium in the interests of progress.

Of the evils that follow the ascendency of the former class
of influences, the decline and fall of thc Roman Empire afford
the most striking example. The first five centuries of the
Christian era, from Augustus to Justinian, culminating in the
great code which still dominates the legal mind of Europe,
constitute perhaps thc greatest period of formulation that
the world has ever seen. But the growth from below had
ceased, and the vital force of the body politic slowly ebbed
away. In the formalism of the Byzaniine Empire there is a
something that is almost Chinese, and the likeness would
undoubtedly have become greater if the pressure of outside
barbarism had not destroyed it. 1f we want to be quite clear
that it was not the foices from above that called into existence
the town and the gild of the Middle Ages, we have only to
observe the influence of the all-powerful state on the similar
institutions of the Roman Empire, Voluntary association and
the forms of local self-government were not wanting in the
eatlier days of the Empire, but overwhelming pressure from
above gradually converted them into instruments of extortion
and servitude, The trades and handicrafts which in the
Middle Ages we see emerging by their own free effort from
the bondage of custom, were under the Empire being steadily
forced by deliberate legislation into the position of hereditary
and semi-servile castes, The town which in the Middle Ages
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was the refuge from feudal oppression and the centre of a free
apgrowlh of new social forces, was so afflicled in the later
days of the Empire, by the tax-collector and the official task-
master, that its inhabitants had to be prohibited from fleeing
into the country.*

Whence came the great change, the return to the upward
movement, the budding morrow in the midnight of the dark
ages ! Was it due to the infusion of German blood, or to the
infusion of Christian doctrine, or to some other still more
occult cause? To use a convenient formula of M. Maeterlinck,
“We cannot tell.” We must leave these questions to the
anthropologist or Lo the philosopher. Our sympathies may
be on the side of the angels. We may look for the ultimate
solution to the moral nature of man. But the secondary
causes, with which we have to deal, are quite sufficiently
important and quite insufficiently understood to deserve the
fullest investigation, The greatest body of essential truth
yet attained in this field is to be found in the great work
of Professor Gierke, of Berlin, on the development of free
association, with the ideas of which Professor Maitland has done
so much to make us familiar, The early enthusiasts for the
principle of free fellowship as a primary force 'in social evolu-
tion no doubt left insufficient room for the operation of other
causes, and those other causes, notably the Roman cause and
the Feudal cause, have quite naturally of recent years found
their champions, But the truth remaing unshaken that free
fellowship has been the most vitally essential element in social
and political progress since the fall of the Roman Empire.
When this is said, we may go on to admit that the element of

* Cunningham, Essay on Modern Ciuilination—Ancient Times, pp. 189-190 ;
‘Waltzing, Les corporations professionnelles ches les Rompins, 11, pp. 476484 ; Fagniez
Documents rel, & Phisioive de Pindusirie ¢t du commerce en France, 1. Nos. 5o,
56, 71, Aninstructive comparison may be made between this aspect of Roman
imperalism and the similar results of Russian policy under Peter and Catherine
(see Sir D, M. Wallace’s Russia, ch. xii.). Mr. A, Stead in his Gres? Fapan
describes a similar process now at work in that country.
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lordship apd of the formulating power from above are of the
greatest possible importance to a sound development of humare
liberty. Free fellowship by itself may be an aimless and
even anarchic social force.* In order to produce stcady and
coherent progress the upward thrust of the ncw life and the
downward pressure of the old formula are both needed. But
the upward thrust must be stronger than the downward
pressure. Lordship is a good servant but a bad master, The
study of medieval social history is the study of the inter-
action of upward and downward forces in which, as the
upward forces on the whole prevail, the action of the down-
ward forces may be, and often is, of a socially beneficent
character.

This process of interaction can nowhere be studied to
better advantage than in the birth, life, and development of
the gild, and of those kindred organizations which have
succeeded to its functions. We can there watch in all its
successive phases that transformation of social forces into
political forces which is the very essence of what we call
progress. We see class after class constituting itself a social
force by the act of self-organization. Then as the new social
force gains political recognition, the voluntary association
passes wholly or partly into an organ of public administration.
As class power generates class privilege and exclusiveness,
new social forces gather to a head and find expression for
themselves in voluntary associations, which tend in their turn
to be transformed as they are drawn into the vortex of
political activity. This constantly recurring process is to be
seen in the intimate relation of the Gild Merchant to the
eatliest constitution of our own towns and of many continental
cities; and in the equally close relation which the craft
organizations in many cases, more often on the continent than
in England, bore to the more developed constitutions of the

* Mr,and Mrs, Webb, in Zudustrial Democracy, chap, L., give some admirable
illustrations of this truth,
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towns, just as it is to bc seen to-day in the formation of a
Labour Party on a Trade Union basis.

The main interest of the gild (using gild in a very broad
sense so as to cover the whole of our present subject) lies in
its having been an organ of social progress, the progress that
distinguishes the West from the East. The progress of Soclety,
like the progress of the individual, is a moral fact which cannot
be ultimately derived from any cause outside of itself; but
it rests on psychological conditions, The individual or the
society must first acquire good habits of mind and will, and
then learn to use these habits as an instrument for the achieve-
ment of higher ends, which gradually emerge when the indi-
vidual mind or the social mind has become master. of itself,
The fundamental habits of the social will are embodied in the
State. Society at first creates the State as an instrument of
self-preservation and of inward order. But it may go on to
use it as an instrument of self-advancement. There is always,
however, the danger that the instrument may prove stronger
than the user. We know that nine-tenths of mankind are the
creatures of habit, that in nine-tenths of our lives we are the
creatures of habit oursclves, and that salvation depends on
the other tenth. It is not, therefore, in the least surprising that
Society should tend to become the creature of the State, as it
did under the Roman Empire. In the dark ages, the great
instrument which had so long oppressed its maker was
broken, and Society began the slow and painful task of
building up its habits anew. The apparent inconsistencies,
the endless dualism of the medizval mind, are due to the
instinctive efforts of Society to save itself from the domina-
tion of any one set of habits. In the broad features of
Western civilization we see the results of these efforts: the
separation of Church and State, the separation of legislation
from administration, of local government from central govern-
ment, and finally, the recognition by the State of the rival
sovereignty of public opinion. The political liberty of Western
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Europe h@s been secured by the building up of a system of
voluntary ‘organizations, strong enough to control the State,
and yet flexible enough to be constantly remoulded by the
free forces of change. It is hardly too much to say that the
foundations of this system were laid in the gild. It was in
the gild that voluntary association first came into a per-
manent relation with political powet,



CHAPTER II

THE FRITH GILD AND THE CNIHTEN GILD

HE history of the gilds of London finds a natural
beginning in the second half of the 12th century.
From that time onwards the student may have solid
ground under his feet. There is a natural but mistaken
tendency in the human mind to seek simple origins for
complex institutions, and in the twilight of prehistoric times
this tendency finds free play. It is only when this simplicity,
arising from the subjective interpretation of vague and shifting
outlines, is disturbed by the unmistakable diversities of well-
ascertained fact that history, properly speaking, begins. The
gild, when we come to know it in detail, has many aspects,
religious, social, economic, legal, and political, and its main
interest as an institution or species of institutions lies in the
interaction of these various elements, of which now one is
predominant and now another, but of which, even in the
simplest examples, there are always several to be found
coexisting. Before the end of the 12th century all these
aspects of the gild have come clearly to light, and thence-
forward there is at our disposal a constantly increasing volume
of facts about each of them. The subject still has an unity.
Indeed, it now first possesses the true natural unity of life,
unity in diversity.

There were, however, undoubtedly gilds in London befare
the 12th century. The English Gild of Xnights, which dis-
solved itself in 1125, just as the earlicst of the later gilds were

13
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beginning to form, claimed an origin in King Edgar's reign,
and the Frith gilds of London are known o us through the
Fudicia civitatis Londonie ctnbodied in (he Jaws of Athelstan,
Both, therefore, take us back to aboul the middle of the 1oth
century, and both have been learnedly discussed by English
and continental scholars. The one fact thal emerges from the
discussion is that no actual contact can be traccd between
these earlier cases of gild organization and the later ones
with whicH definite history begins, The earlier gilds can,
however, be brought into connection with the later through
their relation to the feudal atmosphere in which both are
enveloped.

The five centuries of Anglo-Saxon history represent a
transition from a tribal to a tenitorial organization. The
narrower bond of kinship was being gradually replaced by
two wider principles of social union, lordship and fellowship.
Lordship found its expression in feudalism. The transforma-
tion and enlargement of the idea of community by the
principle of fellowship was achieved by such gentle and
imperceptible stages that it is more difficult to realize, but
the most easily recognizable form of it is 10 bc found in the
gild. Lordship and fellowship thus grew up side by aside,
But fellowship, having very much larger possibilities, was
slower in developing them, There are thus two periods to
be distingnished in the early history of fellowship, in the first
of which it was overshadowed by the principle of lordship,
whilst in the second it was learning how to displace it. In
the first of these periods the legal forms of feudalism came
to dominate society In almost cvery aspect, constitutional,
religious, and economic. In the second period the community
is found adopting the forms of feudalism in order that it may
fight lordship with its own weapons., The gild first estab-
lished its authority on a legal footing by assuming the posi-
tion of a collective lordship. Only in that way could it acquire
that power of independent growth which has enabled it, as we
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have seen, to build up the representative machinely of the
rpodern State and the voluntary agencies which are the life-
blood of modern society.

A law of Charlemagne of 779 decrees that no one shall
presume to bind himself by mutual oaths in a gild (geldonia).
A later decree of 821 warns the lords in Flanders and other
maritime parts to restrain their serfs from sworn con-
federacies on pain of incurring a fine themselves. In 884,
when France was suffering from the incursions of the Norse-
men, the clergy and the local officials (ministzi comitis) are
required to instruct the villeins not to form the combina-
tion commonly called a gild (ge/da) against those who rob
them of anything, but to refer their case to that priest who
is the bishop’s representative and to the officials appointed
for this purpose within the district. In each of these cases
there is a clear indication of the spontaneous formation of a
gild from below. Apart from the reference to a mutual oath,
nothing is said of the religious character of these associations,
but in that agc the co-operation, official or unofficial, of the
clergy was an almost indispensable element of any popular
organization, We also know that by the middle of the gth
century the clergy of the diocese of Rheims were allowed to
superinlend the formation of religious gilds bearing essentially
the same character as those which, throughout the Middle
Ages, undeilay every form of social and economic o1ganization.
It must also be remembered that the bishops were not, at this
time, what in their political aspect they aftcrwards became
on the continent, a mere part of the framework of feudalism.
They supplied a vital link, not merely between the Church and
the various States then only in the early stages of formation,
but also between an imperial or royal authority of a very
indeterminate character and the growing element of self-
government in the towns, In this intermediate position lay
their opportunity, and from it they drew their real authority,
which was not derived exclusively from Pope, king, or
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people, Hut was itself an important factor in the development
of all three.* ~

These facls and considefations ought to shed a little light
on the much discussed question of the London Trith gilds of
Athelstan’s reign (925-40). The cxistence of Anglo-Saxon
gilds at an earlier period has been inferred from the use of
the word gegildan in the laws of Ine (¢ 690) and of Alfred
(c. 890). Gegildan clearly means a group of persons larger
than the family, who are mutually responsible for the payment
of each other's fines. “If a man,” says Alfred’s law, * kinless
of paternal relatives fight and slay a man, and then if he have
maternal relatives, let them pay a third of the wer ; his gegildan
a third parl ; for a third part let him flee. If he have no
maternal relatives, let his gggé/dan pay half, for half let him
flee” (fe. be himself responsible); and the law adds that, if a
man without relatives is killed, half the fine shall be paid to
the king and half to the man's gegildan. Dr, Stubbst trans-
lated gygildar by “gild brethren,” and the passage has been
sometimes held to imply a widespread cxistence of gilds in
King Alfred’s day. On the other hand, it has been argued
that the word gegéldan docs not necessarily point Lo a voluntary
association, and might be cqually used of persons grouped
together in mutual responsibility by the public authorities,
On one point the law leaves us in no doubt. There existed in
England in the gth century groups of persons formed to
supplement the tie of kinship in the matter of mutual re-
sponsibility before the law.

The indisputable facts about the later London “ Frith Gild ”
cover much more ground than this. An organization had been
set up, including London and the district around it, with the
main object of putting down theft. Its members were dis-
tributed in groups of ten, each with a leader of its own, and
ten of these groups constituted a larger unit, of which the

* L. Bientano, On the History and Development of Gilds, pp. 12-18,
t Select Chariers, p. 63.
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ten leaders, presided over by a Ayndenman, comosed the
aecutive who received the contributions of the members and
administered the common fund, The executive met for
business every month and feasted together, giving the remains
to the pcor. When a member died, his gild brethren were
each Lo give a gesufel loaf for his soul, and to sing or get sung
fifly masses within thirty days. The duties of members in
regard to the pursuit of thieves were carefully defined. Those
wlo had horses were to follow the track over the border for
one riding, and those who had no horses were to work for the
absent till their return. Members who had lost property and
could show that it had becn stolen, might claim compensation
at a fixed rate (called the ceapgild) from the common fund,
If a thief were caught and hanged, his goods were con-
fiscated, and after the ceapgild had been deducted, half the
surplus was given to his wife, and the other half was divided
between the king and the fellowship.*

So far the facts are beyond dispute, and the question at
issue lies in the interpretation of them, Are they to be taken
as indicating the cxistence of a voluntary association or a
group of such associations, or is the whole arrangement an
elaborate police organization set up at the dictation of the
authorities? To put the allernatives in this pointed way is at
once to suggest a doubt as to the possibility of either of them.
Could a purely veluntary association have had such im-
portant public functions assigned to it? And, on the other
hand, could a purely police regulation, even in Anglo-Saxon
times, have fixed the number of masses a man should sing for
his gild brother? Let us examine the original document to
see if it really impales us on either horn of this dilemma,

The Sudicia civitatis Londonie (Dooms of the City of

* Thorpe, Ancient Laws and Inststutes of Bngland, pp. 97-103 § Kemble,
Saxons tn England, 11, pp. 521527 ; F. Liebermann, Geselse der Angelsacksen,
1. pp. 173-83; Gross, Gild Merchant, 1. pp. 178-181; G, L. Gomme, T7¢
Gevernance of Longon, pp. 122-I34.
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London) % embodied amongst the laws of Ai(hclstan as a
supplement 10 legislation already recommended at four
meetings of the Witan, and finally confirmed by the pledges
of all the representatives, two of whom were apparently from
London. This is stated in the tenth article of the Fudicia,
which, seems to trequirc reading along with the eleventh, as a
sort of displaced preamble to the previous articles.

ArT. 10~ [That] all the Witan gave their pledges all together to
the Archbishop at Thunresfeld when Zlfeah Stybb and Brithnoth
Oddas son came to meet the assembly by the kings command ; that
each reeve should exact pledges in his own shire ; that they should
all hold the frith as King Athelstan and his Witan had counselled it,
first at Gieatanlea, and again at Exeter, and afterwards at Feversham,
and a fourth time at Thunresfeld, before the archbishop, and all
the bishops, and his Witan whom the king himself named who were

thereat: that those dooms should be observed that were fixed
thereat.”

The picture here presented of the action of the Witan is
not that of the organ of a fully developed State decreeing laws
with a conviction of its absolute sovereignty. Nor do the
Londoners accept the new law in this sense. *The bishops
and the rceves belonging to London” hold the frith as
required and take the pledges, but the law itself is partly
reformulated, and the machinery for carrying it out entirely
originated by them in consultation with the Londoners. The
result of their deliberations is set forth in Articles 1 and 12
of the Fudicia, the general purport of which has already been
given. They are introduced as follows :—

% This is the ordinance which the bishops and reeves belonging to
London have ordained and confirmed with pledges among our
¢ frith gegildas' both nobles and freemen in addition to the dooms
which were fixed at Greatanlea and at Exeter and at Thunvesfeld.”

The first article states the law for the punishment of theft,
and whilst it contains several new provisions, designed to meet
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1 the special needs of London, itisin the maina recapiﬂ'ulation of
“the dooms fixed at the national assemblies, since the longest
paragraph of the article concludes with the words, “all as it
was before ordained at Grealanlea, and at Exeter, and at
Thunresfeld.” Articles 2-9 are concerned with measures
for enforcing the law. In substance they are police regulations ;
but they have very largely the form and the spirit of ordinances
passed by a voluniary association, except that they appear to
represent the assent of all responsible householders. The
wording is that of a series of resolutions passed by a large
assembly. Thus Article 2 begins—

“That we have ordained that each of us should contribute four
pence for our common use within twelve months and pay for the
property which should be taken after we had contributed the money ;
and that we should all have the search in common,”

This does not sound like a police regulation dictated from
above. It is the language of a community which is self-
governing upon instinct. The Londoners have no notion of
slighting the authority of the king or the Witan, They simply
assume a natural right to amplify the law and to arrange for
its particular application to themselves. They do this on their
own initiative under the advice of bishops and reeves, but
they remain open, as they conclude by saying, to further
suggestions—

ART, 9—"'And lel it not be denied nor concealed if our lord
or any of our reeves should suggest to us any addition to the
ordinances of our frith gilds that we will joyfully accept the same as
it becomes us all and may be advantageous to us. But let us trust
in God and our kingly, lord if we fulfil all things thus that the
affairs of all folk will be better with respect to thefl than they before
were. If however we slacken in the frith and the pledge which we
have given and the king has command of us then may we expect or
well know that these thieves will prevail yet more than they did
before. But let us keep our pledges and the frith as is pleasing to
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our lord ; % greatly behoves us that we devise that which he wills
and if he oider and instruct us more we shall be humbly ready.” 4

There is a decided absence of formality in all this, Itis
not a bye-law of a “local authority” framed with a strict
regard for constitutional limitations. And the amendment to
the law subsequently made by the king and recorded in the
twelfth article, is quite as remarkable for the informality of its
procedure as for its humanitarian sentiments. The Witan
of Exeter had declared that no thief should be spared over
twelve years of age if caught stealing over sevenpence. The
London ordinance had mercifully substituted a shilling for
sevenpence. And it would seem that the influence of the
clergy had been successfully used to temper the harshness of
the law still further.

ArT. 2—"The king now again has ordained at his Witan a
Witlanburh and has commanded it to be made known to the
Archbishop by Bishop Theodied that it seemed to him too cruel that
so young a man should be killed besides for so liltle as bhe has
learned has somewheie been done. Hc then said that it seemed to
him and to those who counselled with him thal no younger person
should be slain than 1§ yeas except he should make resistance
or flee and would not smrender himself, . . " #

Now, this want of clear theoretical distinction between the
functions of local and central governmeni does not in the
least imply that those functions had, in fact, no separate
existence. On the contrary, this vagueness of the border-line
between them was the natural condition of growth by mutual
interaction. .And precisely the same is true of the distinction
between the sphere of voluntary association and that of public
authority, whether local or central, If here and there the
ordinances of the Frith gilds seem to indicate the activities of
voluntary association, there is no reason for tefusing to put

* A translation of the whole text has recently been made more accessible in
Mr, Gomme's Goverriance of Landon,
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this natural interpretation upon them., A documenrt which is
a mixture of nalional law, local police airangements on a
partly volunteer basis, and moral exhortation, may, without
too great a strain on its consistency, have also embodied a
record of charitable and religious agencies of a voluntary
character designed to support a public effort for the preservation
of peace and order.

This uncertain position of the Frith gilds, so far fiom
being anomalous, strikes the very key-note of English gild
history. The gild is conslantly crossing, often unconsciously,
the line that separates public functions from private, compul-
sory association from voluntary. In this respect it is a
characteristically English institution, and can claim company
with the Bank of England, the Inns of Court, the Universities,
the political parties, and, indeed, most of the vital organs of
our social and political life.

We hear no more of the London Frith gilds, and cannot
therefore assume that the organization had a continued
exislence, or that it exercised any influence on the earliest
constitution of London. But it is woith noting that the
French institution called LZa Pazx, or La Commune de la paiz,
which became very widespread in the course of the following
century, had many points in common with the Frith gild,
The bishops were the injtlators of the movement which sprang
out of conditions already described. Each diocese became
the centre of a large association which embraced all classes,
peasant and noble, cleric and layman, town and country. All
members took an oath to pursue the violators of the peace, so
that an armed force existed in each diocese, which the kings,
as they grew more powerful, endeavoured to use for purposes
anything but peaceful. The Paix had also courts of its own
for the settlement of disputes.®

Concerning the English Cnihten Gild of London, the one
thing that can be asserted with some degree of confidence ia

* Luchaire, Zes Communes Fyangarses, p. 39
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that it hayl a continuous existence for at least a century. The
story of its origin as preserved amongst the records of IHoly
Trinity Priory, which succeeded to the property of the gild, is
as follows :—

#“In the times of King Canule (another version says King
Edgar) there were thirteen knights very well beloved both of King
and Kingdom. These hegged of the king a ceitain piece of land
in the east part of London which the inhabitants had lately forsaken
by teason of the hardship and service they stood charged withal.
The knights suit, for to have this land granted unto them for ever, with
the Liberty of a gild upon it, the king upon this condition granted
namely that every one of them should perform three combats, one
abave the ground, and one beneath it and one in the water and
come off with viclory, and that also upon a day appointed they
should run at tilt against all comers in the field which is now called
East Smithfield, all which they performed gloriously. The king the
same day named the gild Cnihten gild appointing these boundaries
unto it.  First that it should reach from Ealdgale to the place where
the bars now are eastward on both sides of the road. He extended
it another way towaids Bishopgate, as far as the house of William
the priest. . . . To the southward the liberties of the gild reached so
far into the water of the Thames as a horseman riding into the river
at & dead low water could dart his spear from him. So that all
East Smithfield with part of the right hand way, which stretcheth by
Doddings Pond into the Thames and nlsp the Hospital of St
Katherines with the mills (which hospital was founded in the reign
of King Stephen) together with the outer stone wall, and the new
ditch of the Tower, stand and are within the (ee aforesaid,” *

The earliest charter, however, in the possession of the gild,
that of Edward the Confessor, which gives them sac and soc
within burh and without over their men, carries back still
further the tradition of their origin by granting them to be
worthy of as good law as they were in King Edgar's days,

* Dr, Sharpe's Introdnction to his Calendar to Lelter Book, C, xvi.~xxvi,,

containg the latest and fullest discussion of the dacuments, of which the Letter
Bock embodies o transeripy (pp. 217-235).
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“and in my father's day and Cnut's” After this’the gild
received a series of charters which prove its continuous exist-
ence until its dissolution in 1125, The fact that the knights’
gild thus held in fee during such a troubled century the land
commanding the eastern gate of London, taken together with
the further fact that the gild, when it dissolved itself, had
many aldermen within its ranks, has led to the not unnatural
supposition that the gild had some large share in the control
or government of the city. That it had some share is extremely
likely, and in speculations as to the nature of that share, the
meaning of the word “ Cniht” becomes of vital importance,
especially as that meaning had altered considerably between
the days of the founding of the gild and its dissolution.

Originally it signified “ boy, or servant,” and though in the
1oth century it had acquired some of its late meaning, it still
conveyed the sense of a subordinate class. In the feudal
hierarchy, then beginning to be formed, the cnicht was to the
thane what in the later medizeval craft the journeyman was
to the fully qualified master. He was part of his lord's housc-
hold, not, indeed, as a mere page or servant, but as an armed
retainer. He received grants of land in reward of faithful
service, and his lord often mentioned him in his will along
with his children,®

At a time when gilds were formed mainly of merchants
and craftsmen a gild of knights would have a fine sound, But
in a society predominantly feudal as it was in the 11th century,
even in the boroughs, the gild of knights may well have
borne much the same relation to the gild of thanes as the
yeomanty or bachelors of a later London company bore to
the livery. We know that at Cambridge and Exeter there
were gilds whose membership embraced both classes, and
that the knights were expected to bear themselves as junior
members, These gilds had essentially the same social and
religious features as the parish gilds of the 14th century, and

% Gross, Gitd Meyvehant, L p. 186,
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differed bnly in the atmosphere of feudal violence in which
their members lived, their superior social status, and the wider
arca from which they were drawn. Professor Maitland
compared the Cambridge Gild of Thanes to a County
Club.

It séems certain that part of the obligation under which
the thanes in a county held their land was the keeping of one
or more knights in the burh for its defence. These knights
by their numbers and the cohesion that comes of a common
life in close contact, may easily have become the strongest
social element in the town—not, however, the highest
element where, as in London, there were burh-thanes to whom
the king addressed his writs, Neither knights nor thanes
were merely professional soldiers, The law that a merchant
might acquire thane-right by faring thrice over sea is well
known. Just at this time the Italian cities were rising to
commercial greatness, and their first social troubles arose
from conflicts between classes resembling the thanes and the
knights of England.

Such are the materials on which we may base speculations
as to the character of the English Gild of Knights in London.
That it had a social and religious element may be regarded as
proved by the fact that in surrcndering their land to Holy
Trinity Priory on dissolution the members’ chief motive was
the maintenance of this element. That the grant of the land
outside Aldgate was connected with obligations undertaken
by the gild for the defence of the city is a hypothesis not
unlikely, but not proven.* Corporations of knights connected
with the defenice of a city, and holding territory outside it,
were unknown on the continent. If the Cnihten gild
possessed such a function, its constitutional importance would
be great, but that it was ever the actual governing body of
London is extremely improbable.

* This s the hypothesis of the late 5, C. Coate, Ses Trans, London and Midd,
Arch, Socy V. Dp. 477~493.



DISSOLUTION OF CNIHTENGILD 27

It remains to notice briefly the manner of the éild’s dis-
shlution, It was a common thing for a gild to secure spiritual
benefits by becoming affiliated to a religious house. In 1128
the surviving members of the Cnihlen Gild determined to
surrender their land to the newly founded Priory of Holy
Trinity with this object. They assembled in the chapter-
house and offered upon the altar there all their charters.
After which act of consecration they went through the legally
symbolic formality of handing over bodily to the Prior the
church of St. Botolph as being the head of their land.* The
king confirmed the gift, and the Prior “ being admitted as one
of the aldermen of London to govern the land and soke, did
sit in court and rode with the Mayor and his brethren the
aldermen as one of them in scarlet or other livery as they
used ” till the Reformation.}

* Round, Commune of Londer, p. 104, and Gafficy de Mandeille,
Appendices on * Gervase 'of Cornhill  and ¢ Early Adwinistration of London.”
t Stow's Swurzep, pp. 147, 161,



CHAPTER 1III

THE COURTS OF THE BAKERS, FISHMONGERS, AND
WEAVERS

HE central and distinctive feature of the London gild
in its fully developed form of a Livery Company was
a Court. This body, which became known in the
course of the 16th century as the Court of Assistants, was
not merely an executive committee like those to which all
large societies are obliged in practice to entrust the manage-
ment of their affairs, It was not a court merely in name. It
had actual jurisdiction over its members, and even aver out-
siders who were engaged in the same {rade. By its judg-
ments unruly apprentices were whipped, journeymen on strike
were imprisoned, and masters offending against regulations
were fined. Mcmbers were forbidden to carry trade disputes
before any other court, unless the court of their company had
first been appealed to in vain. This element of trade
autonomy was a recognized part of the civic constitution, and
was supported, if need arose, by the authority of the Lord
Mayor. This implied, of course, that it was exercised in due
subordination to that authority, and that whatever power the
cowrt of a livery company possessed, was implicitly, if not
explicitly, delegated to it by the city.

Yet even this limited degree of self-government requires
to be accounted for, since it was not by any means universal,
Some sort of religious and social organization indeed was

28
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possessed by practically all the leading trades in tae larger
towns and cities of the Middle Ages. But such organization
did not carry with it the legal powers of a court. In most
English towns it would seem that the municipal authorities
were careful to keep even the primary jurisdiction in matters
of trade in their own hands, and this was also the case in
many continental cities, such as Nuremberg. Wherever we
find the trade gilds exercising the powers of a court we may
take it for granted that those powers were not won in the
first instance without a struggle, and that their success in that
struggle is a result that needs to be explained.

The first element of this explanation lies in the fact that
in several important cases, the control of a trade had been
exercised by its own members before it passed under the
corporate authority of the city, and that this autonomous
control was embodied in a court possessing exclusive rights
of jurisdiction over the trade in question. For two centuries
after the city had achieved a corporate existence these inde-
pendent trade courts continued to exercise their powers, and
they were not finally subordinated to the city’s regulative
authority without a severe conflict that shook the constitution
to its foundations, In several of the greatest crises in the
history of medizval London the power based on the exercise
of separate jurisdiction enabled the members of a single trade
to play a dominating part in city politics; and as it was just
at this period that the courts of the larger livery companies
were taking shape, it can hardly be supposed that the effect of
so striking an example was entirely lost upon them. It is for
this reason that thc Weavers' Court and the Fishmongers'
Hallmote claim so early a consideration in our study of the
development of London gilds,

Of the various elements that went to make up the govern-
ment of London, before the grant of the Mayor and Commune
in 1191, the Folkmoot was the most primitive. It met three
times in the year, at Michaelmas to hear who was sheriff and to
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receive his commandments, at Christmas to arrange for the
special watch kept at that time, and at Midsummer to guasd
the city from fire, Any Londoner who neglected to attend
the three Follkmoots incurred a fine of forly shillings to the
king. A gathering of the same kind was common in German
cities at this eatly period. It was known as the wugebolene
Ding (Ding =thing =assembly), or the meeting that must be
attended without summons, and there were gencrally thrce in
the year, To the Folkmoot in later days some of the more
solemn and legal functions, such as the proclaiming a man as
an outlaw, continued to be reserved, But as the legal and
administrative business of the city increased and became
specialized, it passed largely into the hands of smaller
assemblies held more frequently. The Huwus-Ting (House-
meeting = Hall-moot) met cvery week for legal and adminis-
trative business, and the same select body of landholders who
pronounced the dooms there, presided in the several wards as
aldermen over the wardmotes which localized the administra-
tion of arder, cleanliness, public morality, and just dealing.
Among the duties of the king’s represeniatives at the
Folkmoot, or wngebotene Ding, was the elementary regulation
of trade. As lord of the market the king claimed not only
tolls on all goods brought for sale into it, but regular dues
from the settled population of craftsmen or traders, and fines
for the use of false weights and measures and the sale of
noxious wares, Thus, at Hameln in the 13th century the
Schultheiss at the three meetings of the Ding admitted new
bakers, butchers, and weavers to the exercise of their callings
on the payment of large entrance fees, and fined those who
had sold bad food since the last meeting.* It was a natural
result of the tendency to specialization that the king’s repre-
sentative should come to meet each trade separately. In
Augshurg the Prefectus had three annual meetings with the
bakers, three with the butchers, and two with the sausage
* F. Kentgen, Urbunden sur stiidischen Verfassungsgesehichie, 149,
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makers.* The same thing happened at London, wh.ire there
wgre special hallmoots for the bakers and for the fishmongers,
There were four principal hallmoots of the bakers, three of
them being held at the time of the three Folkmoots, and
another at Easter to provide for the king’s arrival and that of
the great men of his realm.t The fishmongers were obliged
to attend two Lag-Aalmotes, one on St. Martin's Day, the other
in Lent}

The next natural step in this process of devolution was
that the king’s representative should appoint deputies, or that
the king or other lord should himself delegate the task of
supervision. At Basel, for instance, the bishop, who was lord
of the town, appointed, in the early part of the 13th century,
separate masters or overseers to each of a number of trades.§
Where the feudal tendency was strong these offices, like that
of the sheriff itsclf in England under Stephen, would tend to
become hereditary fees. In Paris the lordship over a number
of the chief trades was transmitted as an hereditary right to
the descendants of the royal favourites, who first receivecd the
grants, and in some cases the trade did not buy its liberty till
a late period.|] There is no trace in London of any such com-
plete feudalization of the control over trade and industry.
The sheriffs appointed bailiffs to hold their courts and collect
their tolls, and the control of the bailiff was in time 1educed to
a mere formality, by the gradual encroachment of the members
of the trade forming themselves into open or concealed
association for this purpose,

The actual emergence of a gild through this process can
only be traced in a few cases, but the influence of the early
methods of regulation and toll-taking in drawing together the
members of trades and in fostering the spirit of voluntary

* T. Keuntgen, Urkunden, 125,
t ZLiber Albus, translated by H, T, Riley, p. 3t0.
T Zbid., p. 323.

§ F. Keutgen, Aemter und Ziinfre, 158.
I R. Eberstedl, Magisterinm und Fraternitas, N



BRUGES

TRADE NAMES IN THE STREETS QF BRUGES



LOCALIZATION OF TRADES 33

associalion must have been universal, There can be little
dbubt that this was one of the main causes of that localization

CENTRAL
“DARIS
1202

of trades in streets named after them, which is one of the most

striking features in the eatly topography of the medizval city.

The most casua! observer wandering through the streets of
D
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Bruges cannot fail to notice what a large number of them still
béar the names of the trades once carried on within them.
Many such names survive even in modern Paris, and when
medizval Paris is reconstructed from a tax roll of the 13th
century, distinct evidence of two successive localizations of
trade can be found—the first in the island Cité between the
cathedral and the palace, and the second caused by a migra-
tion to larger quarters on the northern bank of the Seine.*
In the 12th-century records of Cologne, the position of houses
is indicated with reference to the localities occupied by the
several trades——“amongst the shoemakers,” “amongst the
tailors,” etc.t And if we look up amidst the roar and bustle
of our own Cheapside, the signs of Wood Street, Bread Street,
Friday Street, Milk Strcet, and Ironmonger Lane carry our
minds back to the stalls and booths of a medizval market.

Early market regulations were chiefly concerned with the
tolls. Only in a few cases was there an attempt at inspection
in the public interest. Foremost amongst these is that of the
baker, who has always worked under the eye of a jealous
public opinion and subjected to a kind of regularized lynch
law. Bakers' associations were everywhere amongst the first
to be lormed, but the vigilance of public regulation held them
in check and prevented their assuming the more autonomous
powers of the fully developed craft-gild, Whilst, therefore, the
bakers afford us the eatliest clear evidence of the first stage of
the development of the gild out of the hallmoot, we shall have
to look for illustrations of the later stages in other trades,

An early document gives us the dues originally payable by
the London bakers as the customs of the hallmoot. These
were, a halfpenny or a farthing loaf, whichever he baked, from
every baking, “and all those who baked three times a week or
more, owed a penny a week.” }

* H, Geraud, Paris sous Philippe le Bel.

t F. Keutgen, deniter und Ziinfte, 141.

T M. Bateson, ** A London Municlpal Collection™ in ZEnglish Historical
Reziew, October, 1902,
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Now, in the year 1155 we learn from the Pipe Roll that the
bakers were paying into the Royal Exchequer £6 a year for
their gild. Thal it was a large sum for them to pay may be
inferred from the fact that in 1138 thcy were (4 10s in
arrcars, and that for the next iwo years they paicd apparently
nothing at all and were £16 10s. in debt. Later on we find
the gild struggling back into solvency, and in 1165 it was again
paying £6 a year, and continued to do so regularly till 1178,
after which the gild disappears. What did the bakers get in
return for these large sums? It can scarcely have been the
bare privilege of self-government, and it is questionable
whether in the case of the bakers this privilege was to be
bought at all. The only possible equivalent for such a pay-
ment was the removal of the tolls. If the gild had thirty
members paying a penny each in tolls per week, it would make
a slight profit on the transaction. The bakers were in fact
securing for their own trade what the citizens had secured for
London as a whole under Henry I, but had lost again in the
{nterval of anarchy—the privilege of farming their own taxes,
When the city regained the farm In 1191, the lesser fatm of
the bakers was probably merged in it. Under Edward III, we
find the city bakers paying a toll of a halfpenny a day for each
stand in the market towards the farm of the city, and a
bezant (25.) to the sheriff on first entering the trade. The
four meetings of the hallmoot continued to be held—the
account already given of them is derived from an ordinance of
Edward I.—but in course of time their practical functions
were displaced by the Assize of Bread fixed yearly at the
Guildhall, and by the regulation of bakers by the alderman
in the wardmoot, In 1485 the hallmoot has become a solemn
formality. It is the Holymot, the Curia Sancti Motus (Court
of Holy Motion). The bakers are assembled yearly on the
Sunday before the feast of St. Thomas the Apostle, to swear
ta things that “in times past have not been observed ” and so

* Plea and Memoranda Rolls at Guildhall, At Roll 2 {1327).



THE BAKERS' GILD 37

“run into perjury to the great peril of their souls.” * In the
mean time what had become of the bakers' gild? In the sense
of an association recognized by the king and responsible for
the payment of a yearly farm to the Exchequer, it had dis-
appeared. But associations of craftsmen have at all times
existed long before they were officially recognized, and have
continued to exist long after that recognition was withdrawn.
It may be taken for granted that the tax-farming operations
had been rendered possible by the earlier formation of a social
and religious fraternity such as we know the bakers to have
possessed in the 15th century. Throughout the 13th and 14th
centuries the existence of the bakers as an organized com-
munity is continually manifested, though the civic authorities
seem to have withheld from it, until 1496, most of the powers
of self-regulation which were usually conferred on a “ craft” or
mistery.f Shortly after that date it succeeded, in advance of
the majority of the crafts, in gaining incorporation as a livery
company.}

The bakers’ gild seems to have openly taken over the most
important functions of their hallmoot—its taxing functions,
and to have held them for a score of years, after which they
passed to the city. The fishmongers, without any public
recognition as a gild, captured their hallmoot by silent per-
meation, and held it for at least a century and a half. And
the fishmongers' hallmoot had much fuller powers than that of
the bakers. It was known as the Laghalmote ox Leyhalmode,
and in addition to the two yearly meetings on St. Martin's
Day and in Lent, which all members of the trade must
attend on pain of a fine of 21 pence, its functions comptised

* Harl, MSS, 6811, fo. 121. An entry in Letter Book, H (p. 207 of Dr,
Sharpe's Calendar) revesls an intermediate stage in the decay of the hallmaat. In
1382 the bakers complained of having to attend twice & year at the Halymots
held in St. Thomas Acres ; and obtained leave to be exempt from fne if they
dttended once.

1 Letter Baok, L, fo. 122.

Y Zid., fo. 227h.
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the holding of a court which sat once a week 1o scttle disputes
amongst the London fishmongers, and might go on sitting
from day to day in cases in which foreign fishmongers were
involved. The fishmongers were not crafismen like the bakers,
but merchants, and their courl was in part a court of the “law
merchant.” Now the “law merchant” was administered in the
13th century at the Guildhall in the Court of Husting; yet
any case affecting the fishmongers could be withdrawn from
the Husting by their bailiff and taken before the hallmoot in
Bridge Street. In short, a separation of the lesser hallmoot
from the Husting had taken place exactly parallel {o the
separation of the larger hallmoot from the Folkmoot, Both
courts were under the nominal presidency of the sheriff, and it
is not clear what motive produced the separation, It tnay
have taken place when the right kind of law was not to be
had at the Husting. Or the sheriff may, at a time when his
own office was tending 1o become an hereditaty fec, have
created a subtenancy in the fishmongers' hallmoot, Bul
whatever the original motive, the ultimate elfect was to pave
the way for the fishmongers’ independence, By the end of
Henry IIL’s reign the courts of hallmoot, though nominally
held by the sheriff’s representative, were actually administered
by the fishmongers, who paid two marks a year for the privi-
lege. This is their own account of the matter—

* Also the men of the said trade give unto their Bailiff two marks
per annum . . . the same in farthings, halfpennies, and pennics,
according as their collectors may collect. And they $o pay these
two marks, because if anyone belonging to the Hallmote is im-
pleaded in the Husting, it is the duty of the Bailiff to withdraw him
from the Husting into the Hallmoot in Bridge St,, that they may

distrain upon their own debtors or do that which justice shall
demand.” *

Now, there can be no doubt that by this time the fish-
mongers were one of the wealthiest and best organized bodies

® Ziber Albus, p, 323,
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of tradesmen in the city. One of the chicf accusations made
by the aldermanic parly against Walter Hervey, the popularly
elected Mayor of 1271-2, was that he had received an annual
fee from the community of the fishmongers to support their
causes, whether just or unjust.* A list of eighty-nine of them
paid the enormous sum of five hundred marks in 1290 to
purchase pardon for all illicil transactions, forestalling, and
other trespasses.f The first name in this list was that of
Adam de Fulham, who was afterwards Alderman of Bridge
Ward and became Sheriff in 1298, being at that time in
possession of Botolph's Quay ;1 and the second name was
that of Richard de Chigwell, a leading wool exporter, and
owner of one of the three ships with which the city furnished
Edward I. for his navy. From the iime Edward II. ascended
the throne the fishmongers began to play a leading part in
city politics. Their young men did battle with the armed
retinue of Edward’s foreign favourites in thc stieets of the
city,. When the Londoners received ihe joyful news of
Isabel's safe delivery of the young prince who was afterwards
Edward III, and “did litlle for the greater part of a week but
go in carols throughaut the city with great glare of torches
and with trumpets and other minsirelsies,” the fishmongers
determined to celebrate the event with a noble pageant.

% They caused a boat to be fitted out in guise of a great ship,
with all manner of tackle that belongs to a ship, and it sailed through
Chepe as far as Westminster, where the Fishmongers came, well
mounted and costumed very richly, and presented the ship to the
Queen, And on the same day the Queen took her departure for
Canterbury on pilgrimage, whereupon the Fishmongeis all thus
costumed escorted her through the city.”§

Finally, the growing power of the trade reached its culmina-
tion in the election of Hamo de Chigwell, one of the most

* Chronicles of the Mayors and Skesyffs, tronslated by IH. T, Riley, p, 175.
t Calendar of Patent Rolls, x290, p. 377.

1 Calendar of Letter Boak, B, p. 218.

§ Riley, Memorials of Londan, p. 106,
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notable Mayors of London, who, by the support of the middle
class, the king's favour, and his own adroitness, managed to
retain office, with the cxeception of twa bricf intervals, from
1318 till the calamitous closc of Edward’s reign in 1326.

All this social prestige and political influence had their
economic basis in the enjoymeni of a certain degiee of
monopoly in what was, after bread, the first necessity of life
in the Middle Ages. Such a monopoly implied not only a
strong organization, but sufficient capital and mercantile ability
to give control of the sources of impoit. In early times
London fishmongers had estates on the Thames and the Lea,
and owned the small river craft that brought in the fish; later
on they were not only the chief shipowners, bul rode out in
companies to bargain for the fish in the Norfolk and Suffolk
ports. The trade therefore included every depree of wealth
from the merchant prince lo the costermonger, and class
divisions sprang up inevitably within its ranks. The strongest
body of fishmongers, the well-to-do shopkeepers who had places
in the three authorized fish-markets in Bridge Street, Old Fish
Street,and the “Stocks,” insisted on all fish passing through Lhese
markets before it was retailed elscwhere. The poorer dealers,
who made a living by carrying the fish on barrows to the doors
of the craftsmen in the subutbs, wanted to buy their stocks
direct from three large fishmongers who had places on Fish
Wharf. The dispule ran high, and blood had already been
shed in the quarrel, when the free irade parly appecaled to
Parliament. The king ordered an inquity, and this, being
held by the mayor Hamo de Chigwell, himself a fishmonger,
declared against the free traders, who appealed against the
decision. Then the king’s justices discover that the whole
power of the monopoly rests on the Hallmoot.

"We understand,” says their new writ, * that certain ordinances
have lately been made by certain fishmongers of London and con-
firmed by oath amongst themselves, as to the sale of fish, that it shall
be sold exclusively through their hands at a higher price than it
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otherwise would be , . . and that they hold a certain court amongst
themselves for their own purposes which they call Halimot in which
they have enacted such ordinances as aforesaid and have conspiied
to maintain and defend them contraty to the regulations made for
the common good of the city.”

The justices ask by what warrant the fishmongers hold
this illegal assembly. The fishmongers indignantly reply that
no such illegal assembly has been held. The two yearly
courts to which the title of Halimot properly belongs have
been held since time immemorial by the sheriffs or their
bailiffs to regulate thc trade and punish offenders, and a
weekly court is also held under the same authority to decide
disputes in the fish-market. All fines inflicted go to the
city.

While this cause was still pending, during the famous Jzer
of 1321, Hamo de Chigwell, who had been replaced in the
mayoralty a few months previously by a political opponent,
was suddenly restored 1o power and the hallmoot was saved.
Edwatd IIL confitmed its powers by a charter of 1363, which
makes no secret of the monopoly conferred thereby on the
fishmongers. During the ten years of continual revolution
which commenced just before the accession of Richard II, the
fishmongers’ privileges were the main question at issue between
the two city parties, In 1379 nearly a third of the aldermen
elected were fishmongers, It was the fishmongers or some of
them who opened the gate to Wat Tyler. The year after
John of Northampton—elected mayor for that very purpose—
got the fish monopoly abolished by Parliament, only to find
himself hurled from power and his policy reversed in 1383
The fishmongers though restored 1o power did not venture to
re-establish the hallmoot immediately, One of the last acts
of Richard was 1o bestow on his friends the fishmongers a
new charter with all their original privileges,* but with the

* Liber Custumarum, 1. 385-405 5 Hlerbert, Twelve Great Livery Companics,
IL. 1184 Calendar of Letter Books of Corporation, I, Introduction,
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arrival of Bolingbroke this grant lost its value, and the hallmoot
never regained the exercise of its distinctive immunities.

Though we may not be able to follow in detail the process
by which the fishmongers first acquired their privileges of
jurisdiction' nor the manner in which they exploited them, the
general significance of the hallmoot is sufficiently clear, It
was a court of public law transferred into private hands. In
fact if not in form it presented an almost exact parallel to the
private jurisdiction in the hands of lords temporal and spiritual
which constituted so great a part of local government in the
Middle Ages. More than a score of such seignorial immunities
existed in London and were being challenged by the king’s
justices at the same time as the hallmoot. Many of these,
like the “liberties” of St. Martin and of Blackfriars, long
survived the Reformation. On the grounds of this similarity
we may venture to apply lo the fishmongers’ hallmoot the ex-
pressive phrase coined by a French historian and to call it a seig-
neurie collective, a collective lordship. The author of this phrase,
M. Luchaire, points out that the towns themselves first won
the right of self-government under this form. They gained a
collective right of immunity from the public law of the county,
and a collective right of quasi-private jurisdiection within their
own boundaries.

The power of the fishmongers is probably Lo be explained
by the fact that they had got a good grasp of their special
immunity before the city had thoroughly consolidaled its
powers of self-government, and were therefore able to resist
absorption for a long time.

What the fishmongers may be said to have won by stealth,
the weavers secured at an early date by the open grant of
charter. Like the bakers they gained the privilege of farming
their own taxes. But they secured it much earlier (before
1130), and continued to hold it till Tudor times. The position
of the weavers amongst London trades was in this respect
unique, but in the 12th century there were gilds of weavers
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enjoying similar privileges at Lincoln, Oxford, York, Win-
chester, Huntingdon, and Nottingham, as well as a gild of
fullers at Winchester. A century later many of these gilds
are found to be engaged in a struggle with the newly con-
stituted municipal authorities, who refuse them the rights
of freemen. It has been suggested that the wcavers were
foreigners. This is not improbable, but the explanation of
the antagonism may be sought on the more general grounds,
already suggested in the case of the fishmongers.

The weavers of London gained their first charter from
Henry L about the same time as the city received its charter.
But, as Dr. Round has conclusively shown, the essential points
of the grant to the citizens, the farm of London and Middlesex
at £300 and the election of sheriff and justiciar, were lost a
few years later, and not regained till the grant of Mayor and
Commune in 1191, whilst the weavers retained their farm and
the rights of self-government involved in it throughout the
century.* Moreover, the citizens of London to whom Henry 1.
made his grant were a community still enveloped in a feudal
atmosphere, a community whose rights and powers were
closely restricted by the privileges of its individual members,
as well as by those of non-members dwelling in its midst.
The charter itself reveals this clearly in its famous ninth
clause, “that the churches and barons and citizens may have
and hold quietly and in peace their sokes with all their
customs . . . and that the guest who shall be tarrying in
the sokes shall pay custom to no other than him to whom
such soke shall belong or to his bailiff”t And even a century
later we find the king's sheriff, elected by the citizens, com-
pelled to lie in wail in the highway for debtors or offenders
against the peace, since he may not attach them in the soke of
a baron.f

* J. IL, Round, Gegffrey de Mandeville, Appendix. + Liber Albus, p. 115,
1 M, Bateson, **A London Municipal Collection,” wn Englsh Historical
Resery, July, 1902, p. 8.
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Now, the effect of the charter granted to thc weavers was
lo place them collectively on a level in this matter with the
barons and religious houses that possessed sokes in London.
The grant of a gild gave them a private jurisdiction, a soke,
a collective lordship over their trade. In the great Jfer of
1321, when the king's justiccs were challenging the feudal
immunities held by barons and churches in London, they not
only called in question the fishmongers’ halimot but the
weavers' gild. The weavers cite their charters conferring a
gild, and say that by virlue of their gild they claim to have
“their comt from week to week concerning all matters
touching their gild, , . . and if any one of their gild is impleaded
elsewhere than in their gild, viz. in a plea of debt, contract,
agreement, or small transgression, they ought to claim him
from Court and have him before the Court of their Gild.”
An unfriendly jury of Londoners who have many objections
to raise to the way in which the weavers exercise their powers,
admit the legality of the court itsclf, and they further find
that since the grant of their first charter the weavers have had
a gild in the city by right of which they have chosen bailiffs
from themselves from year to year,* In the course of an
earlier dispute the weavers were allowed {0 have the right to
hold a yearly gild in the church of St. Nicholas Hacoun on
St. Edmund’s Day, to which all of the mistery must come on
pain of a fine of threepence.t

In its yearly meeting, its weekly court, and its right of
withdrawing pleas from the sheriff, the weavers’ gild presents
a fairly close likeness to the fishmongers' halimot. Both are
in effect feudal immunities, but the legal basis in the one case
is entirely different from that in the other. The fishmongers
boldly claim that their halimot is a public court. The weavers
claim a private court by chaiter. The charter indeed says
nothing of a court. Henry IL grants the weavers their gild
with all the liberties and customs which they had in the days

#* Liber Custumiarum, I, 420-422. t Tbid., 1. Yoz,
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of his grandfather, and that nonc shall meddle with their craft
within the city or in Southwark or other places pertaining to
London except through them and unless he belong Lo iheir
gild. In return for which they are o pay yearly two marks
of gold (£12); and no one is to do them wrong on these
points on pain of a fine of £10.* This grant of exclusive
control of their trade seems to have implied jurisdiction over
it. In a similar charter which Henry II. gave to the tanners
of Rouen conveying all the customs and rights of their gild,
the concluding words are “that none shall vex nor disturb
them nor implead them concerning their craft except before
me.”{ When such an exemption from a local court of first
instance was granted, the recipients of the grant always
appear to have assumed the right to execrcise this lower
jurisdiction themselves,

But there was another important difference between the
case of the weavers and that of the fishmongers. The
privileges of the fishmongers grew up out of obscure begin-
nings, and were at their height when they were abolished.
The exceptional position of the weavers, based on explicit
royal charters and confronted only by a half-formed municipal
government, was strong at first, but became weaker as the city
grew stronger, and was at last so ineffectual as not to be
worth while abolishing. The first weavers were not mere
craftsmen. ‘Their ability to purchase a charter, the amount
of their farm, which was twice that of the bakers, and their
possession of a court of merchant law, all point to their
having a body of well-to-do traders amongst them. During
the 12th century, however, a body of influential citizens grew
up outside the ranks of the weavers, who were interested in
the cloth trade and had an unchartered gild of their own.
Hence the attempt of the city soon after the grant of the
Mayor and Commune to destroy the privileges of the
weavers. The citizens offered to pay yearly farm of 20

* Liber Custumarum, I, p. 418. t Fagniez, Documents, 115,
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marks in place of the 18 marks paid by the weavers, and
to give a further sum down of 60 marks if the gild were
abolished and not again restored, The offer was accepted ;
yel a few years later the weavers were teinstalled on condition
of paying the higher farm, and in Henry IIL's reign they
deposited their charter with the Exchequer for safety, A
century of economic development rendered these legal safe-
guards useless. In 1300 most of the weavers were employed
by burrellers and other capitalists engaged in the cloth trade.
They could only retain their gild and their bailiffs by sub-
mitting to an appeal from their court to the mayor and by
allowing the burrellers to assist in 1evising their ordinances.
The only use of their court was to protect their status as
craftsmen. In 1321 the citizens accused them of passing
ordinances to shorten their hours and raise their wages. In
1334 the city court set aside the exclusive rights of the
weavers by declaiing it lawful for all freemen to set up looms
and to sell cloth as long as the king received his yearly farm.*
After that, though the independent position of the weavers was
in form retained, their relative importance steadily declined, Lill
the introduction of silk-weaving under the Tudors gave their
gild a new lease of life,

* Unwin, Zndusirial Organization, pp. 29, 30.



CHAPTER 1V
THE ADULTERINE GILDS

HE gilds for which the weavers and the bakers paid a
T yearly farm to the Exchequer of Henry II. were not
the only institutions of that name in the 12th century.
We are confronted on the very threshold of gild history, with
the problem of the unlicensed or “ adulterine” gilds, The data
for our study of them are few and simple. They consist of
cighteen entries in the Pipe Roll of 1179-80 recording fines
inflicted by the king upon as many gilds for having come into
existence without licence, The fines vary in amount from half
a mark (6s. 84) to 45 marks (£30), and the total is just
under 4120, which sum is recorded in subsequent Pipe Rolls
as being still unpaid even in part. The fines seem to have
been given up for a bad debt and the entry consequently
dropped, but it suddenly recurs, perhaps under the stress of
pecuniary embarrassment, towards the end of the reign of John,
long after London had got its Mayor and Commune.

The interest which the entries of 1180 have for the student
of London history is undoubtedly very great. Occurring as
they do only eleven years before the extortion of the Commune,
and presenting, as they also do, unmistakable evidence of a
widespread system of organization among all classes of
Londoners, whichis viewed with suspicion by the Government,
they suggest the almost irresistible conclusion that the gilds must
have had some connection with the revolution that happened

47
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as soon as the pressure of the great administrator's hand was
removed, Translated and rearranged the eniries run :—

The gild of Goldsmiths of which Ralph Flael is alder-

man owes . . . 48 marks
The gild of which Goscelm is alderman owes . . 30
The gild of St. Lazarus of which Ralph le Barre is

alderman owes . . 25
The gild of Pepperers of whu:h Edward is alderman

owes . 16
The gild of Bridge of wlnch Aylwm kae ig alder-

man owes., . 5
The gild of Bridge of whlch Peter F1tz Alan is

alderman owes . . 15,
The gild of Bridge of which Robert de Bosco is

alderman owes . . 10
The gild of which William de Haverhlll ia a.lderman

owes . - T
The gild of strangers of whmh Warner le Turner 1s

alderman owes , . 40 shillings

The gild of which Richard Thedr is alderman owes » 2 marks
The gild of Haliwell of which Henry Fitz Godron is

alderman owes. . 2o shillings
The gild of Bridge of which Thomas Cook is alder-

man owes. . . rmark
The gild of Bridge of whlch Walter Cupans alder-

man owes. . 1,
The gild of clothworkers (pm arior ﬂm) of Whlch ]ohn

Maur is alderman owes ., . I I
The gild of butchers of which Lafeite is alderman

owes .
The gild of which Rochet‘olet is alderman owes Iy,
The gild of which John White is alderman owes . I,
The gild of which Odo Vigil is alderman owes . i »

The first comment which this list suggests is the enormous
difference in the amount of the several fines which must have
had some reference to the wealth of the offenders. The gilds
clearly represented some of the poorest as well as some of the
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richest of the citlzens. Not only so, but the cleavage between
the two classes is wide. Eight of the gilds are fined only a
mark each, whilst another eight pay sums varying from 10
marks lo 4%; and whereas the aldermen of the poorer
gilds bear in several cases plebeian names like Coolk and
Cooper, those of the richer gilds have amongst them some of
the leading citizens of the time. William de Haverhill was to
be one of London’s first sheriffs under the new constitution of
1191. He bore a name that takes a distinguished place in the
annals of the city both before and after his time. Aylwin
Finke was one of the king's minters. He appears on the
Pipe Rolls as paying feudal aids to the king, and there can be
little doubt that he was of the family from which St. Benet
Fink derives its name. The alderman Edward evidently
required no other name, and it is therefore likely that he is
identical with Edward the Reeve who figures prominently in
the Pipe Rolls at this time. Peter Fitz Alan was not impro-
bably a nephew of the famous Gervase of Cornhill, the Justiciar
of whose family Dr. Round has given such an interesting
account, Goscelin appears again in the Pipe Roll of 1191-2
as one of two “ by whose view Holeburn bridge is repaired.”
Whatever uncertainty may exist as to the identification of
individual names, there can be little doubt as to the general
conclusion that the eight gilds with the fines of 10 marks and
upwards represented in their membership the aldermanic class
into whose hands the practical control of the constitution of
1191 fell ; and that the eight gilds which were fined a2 mark or
less indicate thc beginnings of an organization in that larger
mass of citizens who had no effective share in that constitution,
and whose discontent gave the rising of William Fitz Osbert
in 1196 its serious aspect. We can hardly be wrong, there-
fore, either in taking the appearance of the adulterine gilds as
a whole as evidence of the growth of organized civic opinion
that led to the grant of the Commune, or in finding in the
social cleavage, which is so marked a feature of the gilds in
E
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1180, an explanation of the disturbances that followed so soon
upon the ercction of a new form of oligarchic rule with a
popular name,

When we turn from these general considerations to consider
the gilds more particularly, we are at once struck with the fact
that no less than five, three of the wealthier class and two of
the poorer class, bear a common designation as gilds of bridge.
This has been supposed to indicate an clement of localization
in the gilds, Now, the bridge no doubt has always been the
centre of London trade and traffic, so that not only the cooks
ot the coopers, but the fishmongers, the vintners, or the wool-
mongers, would have been justified in calling their gild after it.
But this is not exactly localization, nor is il very likely that
five trades any more than five localilies would adopt or receive
the same name for their association unless for a special reason.
And this special reason existed. Only four years beforc the
adulterine gilds were fined, the great work of replacing the old
wooden bridge, so often destroyed by assault or fire or flood,
by the stone bridge which became the pride of the Londoner
and one of the marvels of Europe, had bcen commenced, 1t
was regarded as a religious work. Peter of St. Mary Cole-
church began it, the Archbishop of Canterbuy is said to have
given a thousand marks towards its construction, and the
bridge-chapel wherein masses were daily celebrated was
dedicated to St, Thomas of Canletbury. When it first began
to need repair, Edward I. not only imposed an extra toll
for the purpose, but sent an appeal through the clergy for
the pious aids of the devout. The chapel on the bridge
preserved a list of such benefactors “in a table fair written for
posterity.”

It can scarcely be thought that during the thirty-three
years in which this great undertaking on which the prosperity
of London trade so largely depended was going forward, there
was an entire absence of voluntary organization in its support
Religious associations for this purpose were common in the
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Middle Ages. The repair of bridges and roads was among
the objects of the gild of Holy Cross at Birmingham. At
the very time when London Bridge was building, a special
religious order of Bridge Brothers was spreading over Europe,
and the celebrated bridge of Avignon over the Rhone, four
arches of which are preserved in the modern structure, was
their work.* Although, therefore, we have no more positive
evidence than is contained in their name, it is at least a
plausible hypothesis that the five gilds of bridge were so
called because, amongst their other religious and social objects,
they gave special prominence to the regular contribution of
alms to this common purpose.

But, it may be asked at this point, are we justified in
taking it for granted that the adulterine gilds existed mainiy
or even partly for religious and social purposes? Only two
of them bear names that suggest a religious dedication, and
four of them bear names of trades. May not the majority
of the eighteen have been the forerunners of the later craft-
gilds and not religious fraternities at all ? Itis well to raise
this question thus early in order to get rid of a confusion that
has been created by a misunderstanding of the royal inquiry
into gilds and crafts in 1389. It is often supposed that of the
two writs which were then issued, one asked for particulats of
all existing religious gilds, and the other for similar parti-
culars of all craft-gilds. This is quite a mistake, The inquiry
made in the first writ related to gilds and fraternities generally,
and included in its scope the gilds or fraternities connected
with crafts, as the returns extant for London, which include
the certificates of the Drapers', Cutlers’, Barbers’, Glovers’, and
Whittawyers' fraternities, sufficiently show; and the ordinances
of these fraternities differed in no essential respect from those
of the parish gilds. The other writ required the produc-
tion of all royal charters granting special privileges to crafts
and misteries. Very few crafts and misteries possessed such

* 1. J. Jusserand, English Wayfaring Life in the Middie 4 ges, pp. 3842, 48-49.



52 THE GILDS OF LONDON

royal charters, as the great majority owed their constitution as
crafts or misleries entircly to the authority deputed to them
by the city.* But in neither case did the “fraternity of the
craft” owe its origin or its constitution to these grants of royal
or civic authotity. The fraternities existed before the charters
and the civic ordinances. Indeed, they procured the grant
of them and supplied the social force that made them effective.
The craft or mistery element and the fraternity or gild element
became ultimately so intermingled in the livery company that
the combination of both elements was sometimes expressed
by any one of these terms. Some of the companies, and
these were the earlier cases, were incorporated as gilds or
fraternities, others were incorporated as misteries, whilst in
a few cases the relation between the two elements is made
quite clear by the terms of the charter; but in all cases of
incorporation the fraternity element underlay the mistery
element.

In order to make the interaction of these various factors
clear a separate chapter must be devoted to the discussion
of each. But it is necessary at the outset to emphasize two
points : (1) that in the complex structure of the later livery
company the fraternily or gild element supplied the nucleus
round which the rest was formed ; and (2) that these fraternities
among members of the same trade were of essentially the
same character as other fraternities, such as the parish gilds,

If we may take these points for granted, the difficulties
raised about the adulterine gilds largely disappear. They
were none of them crafts or misteries because they were not
organs of deputed authority. The Crown disowned them.
The municipality did not yet exist. They did not pay like
the weavers' gild a yearly farm to the Exchequer. The only
remaining sense in which they can have been gilds at all is
as voluntary associations for social and religious purposes.

* The writs are given jn Toulmin Smith's Engiish Gilds (Enrly English Text
Saclety).
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The gild in this sense existed, as we have seen, in the
1oth century, if not eatlier, and it continued to exist in the
same sense down to the Reformation. The broad features
of the institution changed remarkably little. We find them
serving as a social bond between the turbulent feudal society
of the Saxon shire, between the knights who were gradually
being withdrawn from feudalism behind the walls of a borough,
and between the Londoners, noble and simple, who were
making a common effort to replace feudalism by a settled
civic security. And we find them, four centuries later, a little
elaborated but essentially the same, providing a social basis
for a clique of wealthy merchants bent on monopoly, for a body
of journeymen plotting to raise their wages, and for a band
of peasants who are being encouraged by their parson to
consult Domesday Book and cast off all servile obligations
to their lord. The oath of initiation, the entrance fee in
money or in kind, the annual {east and mass, the meetings
three or four times a year for gild business, the obligation to
attend all funerals of members, to bear the body if need be
from a distance, and to provide masses for the soul ; the duty
of friendly help in cases of sickness, imprisonment, house-
butning, shipwreck, or robbery, the rules for decent behaviour
at meetings and provisions for settling disputes without
recourse to the law,—all these features have their precedenls
in Saxon gilds, and they constitute the essential ordinances
of the fraternity down to the Reformation, and indeed long
after it.

We may assume, therefore, with some confidence that all
the adulterine gilds belonged to this general type. And the
only details we possess of the inner life of a London gild of
this petiod lend weight to this conclusion. These are contained
in an agreement between the Fraternity of Saddlers and the
canons of St. Martins-le-Grand, which dates from about the
end of the 12th century. The saddlers had their shops at that
time, as later, at the north-west corner of Chepe, hear the ends
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of Foster Lane and Gutter Lane, close to the site of their
present hall, and they had formed a religious connection with
the neighbouring collegiate church, of a kind that became very
common later between the fraternities of crafts and the various
religious houses. On the feast of St. Martin they attended
mass together and made an offering of alms and tapers. The
funeral obsequies of deceased members were also held in
St. Martin’s church and 84. was paid for tolling of the bell.
In consideration of the dues that fell in this and other ways to
the canons, the saddlers were admitted to be partakers of all
benefits with the church of St. Martin’s, both by night and
by day, in masses, psalms, prayers and watches; moreover,
they were all to be separately prayed for by name, on
appointed days during Holy Week, in two masses, one
for the living, the other for the dead. The presiding officer
in the Saddlers’ gild as in the adulterine gilds was called
an alderman, and he was supported by four echevins, who fill
the same place as the four wardens who are met with later.
Of the purcly social side of this fraternity the agreement
naturally tells us nothing.*

Now, the Saddlers possessed, during the 14th century, one
of the most powerful organizations in London. They were
one of the half-dozen who secured special privileges by royal
charter, and they were incorporated before the close of the
14th century, And it is a most significant fact that the only
misteries of which we can say the same, /. the Goldsmiths,
the Merchant Tailors, the Skinners, and the Mercers, are all
known to have had strong fraternity organizations eatly in the
14th century, some of which can be traced back into the 13th
century. With this important evidence of continuity before
our minds, we may turn for 4 last glance at the adulterine gilds.

Four of the gilds are definitely connected with trades,
The goldsmiths head the list with a fine of 4§ marks, and

* W. Herbewt, History of Twelue Great Livery Companies, 1. 163 J. W,
Sherwell, History of the Guild of Saddlers,
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the peppeters are assessed at 16 marks, whilst the butchers
and another of the humbler crafts are only fined a mark
apiece, which is the amount likewise paid by Thomas Cook’s
gild and Walter Cooper's gild. The distance between
merchant and craftsman is here unmistakable. In later times
there is no such yawning gulf dividing the greater from the
lesser companies. It is a mere historical accident that has
placed the Salters or the Clothworkers amongst the greater
companies and the Leathersellers amongst the minor com-
panies. The difference in wealth and power between the
greatest and least of the livery companies in the 15th century
was considerable, but it shaded off into intermediate degrees.
Why should the distinction between rich merchant and poor
craftsman have been most marked when the total wealth of
the city was smallest ?

The answer is that in the 12th and 13th centuries this
distinction was not produced mainly by economic forces, but
was due to the existence of social and political barriers which
were not removed by the new constitution of 1191. On the
contrary, the aldermanic class under a mayor of its own choice
consolidated its power, and the name of commune only served
to stimulate the discontent of the outsiders. This ruling class
was notl one of merchants in the modern sense of the word,
That honourable profession had not yet come into existence.
The aldermen were, in the first place, landholders, the thanes
and knights of former days, and this was the basis of their
political privileges. But by the end of the 12th century they
had become also a class of royal officials—the king's minters,
his chamberlain, his takers of wines, his farmers of taxes.
There was scarcely a mayor, sheriff, or alderman of London
in the 13th century but held at one time or another onc or
more of these offices, This official position was the source,
or at any rate the essential condition, of their mercantile
success, The profits of honest merchandise were small in the
r3th century. The Jews, indeed, grew enormously rich by
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money-lending, but they were the king’s chattels, and had no
security for life or property. To the Italians who succeeded
them, merchandise and even money-lending were subsidiaty
to the farming of taxes and even to the cxploitation of real
estate. The aldermen, many of whom were of Jewish, Italian,
or Gascon descent, were in the closest relations with the
foreign financiers, and acquired their wealth by the same
means, cxcept that they had a more solid stake in the country
and controlled the city cowts. Their wealth was largely
invested in real property, and they sat in judgment on pleas
concerning land. In times of social distuibance, the popular
parly suspended the aldermanic land court and went about
with crowbars reclaiming the aldermanic encroachments.®

As aldermen the ruling class assessed the king’s taxes,
and they were constantly accused of oppressing the poor and
oblaining exemption for themselves.f As sheriffs and
chamberlains they were the purveyors to the royal household,
and it was said that they paid the king’s debts in bad money
and stockfish. It would be unjusit to accept the truth of
these charges as applying to the wholc class, But jt is at
least clear that the mercantile operations of the aldermen were
closely connected with the exercise of official power,

The two most influential citizens of London at the end of
the 13th century, Henry le Waleys and Gregory Rokesley,
will serve as ready examples. One was the alderman of
Cordwainer Ward and the other of Dowgate, and between
them they held the office of Mayor from 1273 to 1284. Henry
le Waleys held a great number of tenements in the city. He
is found disputing the right to a bakehouse ; administering
the house-property of the Archbishop of Canterbury; acquir-
ing a widow's land in Boston. When the city sends him in
1297 to Scotland to appease the king's wrath, he gets a grant
of a quay and houses in Berwick which have fallen into the

* Riley, Chromicles of O3 Longon, pp. 39, 164,
t Rat, Hund, fo London, gasn.
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king’s hands. He is constantly going to Gascony on the
king’s business, and while there he deals largely in wines on
behalf of the king's butler.* Rokesley, too, was interested in
land, and held a mortgage over the Bishop of Ely’s properly.
Moreover, he was, in conjunction with one Italian, the buyer
of the king’s wines; in conjunction with another, a farmer of
taxcs; whilst with a third he administered the king's Exchange ;
and at a later date was associated with a fourth in reforming
the coinage (it was he who was accused of paying in bad
pennies and stockfish). At the end of his long official career
we find the king seizing his goods.t

Henry le Waleys 'and Gregory Rokesley were Lypical
members of a small class which was altmost acquiring the
character of an hereditary caste, based on the descent of landed
property and strengthened by intermarriages. Its hereditary
character is shown by the repetition of the same family names
in the list of sheriffs—the Blunds, the Buckerels, the Basings,
the Aswys, the Cornhills—and the intermarriages are proved
by their wills, This class has left many marks on London
Lopography, in names like Bassishaw and Farringdon Watds,
Bucklersbury and Cosin Lane, names that have become
rooted in the soil because of its association with them for
generations. How far can we connect this class with any
form of the gild?

A large number of ils members were probably included
in the wealthier adulterine gilds. The Basings, Blunds, and
Buckerels were not only mayors and sheriffs, but goldsmiths,
e financiers and minters; and though the goldsmith lost
some of his relative predominance, it is not unlikcly that the
gild of 1180 was the same fraternity of St. Dunstan which we
find in existence in 1272,} and which supplied a basis for the

* Culenda of Patent Rolls, 127, p. 242 ; 1280, p, 421; 1299, p. 408; and
Calender of Close Rolls, 1274, pp. 73, 114, 126.

t Celender of Patent Rolls, 1275~9, pp. 15, 95, 126, 236, 240, 278, 301,
42t ; Calendar of Close Rolls, 1280, pp. 9, 95, 212.

1 Sharpe, Calendar of Wills,vol, i, p. 14 o,
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later livery company. The 14th-century fraternity of Pep-
perers, which afterwards became the Grocers’ Company,
cannot claim formal continuity with the Pepperers’ gild of
1180, because its own records contain an account of a distinctly
fresh start made in 1345 Other links between the later
fraternities and the eatlier gilds are extremely conjectural.
The fraternities of three crafts that were strongly organized
before the close of the 13th century—the Tailors' fraternity of
St. John the Baptist, the Skinners’ fraternity of Corpus Christi,
and the fraternity of the Mercery—had probably been in
existence since the early part of the century, and it is likely
that each of them had members in the aldermanic class.
The eatly sheriffs and chamberlains dealt largely in skins for
the royal wardrobe ; Serle the Mercer was twicc mayor, and
Philip le Taylur was the aldermanic candidate when the
populace elected Walter Hervey in 1271. We might perhaps
be justified, therefore, in assuming that the f{raternities
mentioned along with others connected with such flourish-
ing branches of merchandise as the wine and the wool trades,
were taking the place of, if they did not actually arise from,
the eight wealthier gilds of 1180. But on the whole we hear
less than we should naturally expect of their influence and
activity.

A possible explanation of this gap in gild history may
be suggested. Amongst the leading citizens of London
there was very little specialization in trade till the 14th
century. Most of the aldermen were woolmongers, vintners,
skinners, and grocers by turns, or carried on all these branches
of commerce at once. The social affinities which found
expression in the gilds of 1180 were of a semi-feudal character.
The political aims which were not improbably the strongest
motive for their formation, found satisfaction in the grant
of Mayor and Commune. After appropriating the new
constitution to its own purposes, the aldermanic class had
less need of minor organizations as long as it held together.



EARL SIMON'S PARTY 59

But the history of oligarchies is always the same. As their
numbers increase their ranks close, and those who are
excluded place themselves at the head of those who have
always been outside, and lead an attack on the citadel of
privilege. This situation had grown up in London during the
first half of the 13th century, and the king fostered the
divisions in the city for his own purposes by coquetting with
the anti-aldermanic party. The national crisis of 1262-3
further complicated matters. The Barons also made bids
for popular support. The aldermen who joined Simon de
Montfort's party found themselves obliged to lead a mob.
Under the command of a Buckerel, as Marshal, the citizens
marched out to burn manor-houses and pillage fishponds.*
The list of those proscribed as rebels in 1269 shows a strange
mixture. It contains {wo or three of the oldest names in the
city, and side by side with goldsmiths, mercers, and drapers
there are fishmongers, barbers, butchers, tailors, and armourers.t
It is clear that, from a variety of causes—inward as well as
outward and political as well as economic—the oligarchy is
beginning to break up. And amongst the agencies that are
tending to produce this result there is the struggle of the
organized trades, some of which now emerge into the light of
history for the first time. In 1267, when the embers of the
recent civil war were still smouldering, an armed conflict took
place in the streets of London between some of the goldsmiths’
craft and some of the tailors. The clothworkers and the
cordwainers also joined in the fray on either side. Over
five hundred were said to have been engaged, and many were
wounded and some slain. Geoffrey de Beverley, a clothworker,
and twelve others who had taken part on either side, were
hanged.} The crafts taking part in this sttuggle were amongst
the very earliest to gain special privileges from the Crown or the
city, but as they had not yet obtained these, their organization

* YL T\ Riley, Chronicles of the Mayors and Sheviffs, p. 65.
{ Zod., pp. 125-127: Y Bid,, p. 104,
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was without any public authority. We may, therefore, as-
sume that the belligerents were members of fraternities, and,
indeed, in three out of the four {rades, private associalions are
known to have existed before the close of the century. But the
special significance of this incident is that the main issue of city
politics is shifting. For a century it has been chiefly a struggle
between the aldermen and the outsiders, or between two sets
of aldermen inside. Now it is between two sets of crafis.
The meaning of this new phase of civic life must be reserved
for a subsequent chapter.

Nore,—A mercantile oliparchy such as that above described might nol
unnaturally have been expected to find its appropriate legal form in the Gild
Merchant, an institution of ell but universal prevalence in English towns at this
time, and for this renson the existence of a Gild Merchant in London was gene-
mlly teken for gronted by historians until recent years. 'When, however, the
subject came to be scientifically and exhaustively dealt with by Professor C. Gross
in the Gild Merchani (1890), it was shown that there was no evidence to
warrant the assumption, as not a single 1eference to such an inslilution had been
found in the records of London. This conelusion remaing unshaken, in spite
of the discovery (English Hisltorical Review, April, 1903), by Mr. C. ;. Crump,
of a document in which the needed reference is explicitly made. This consists of &
charler granted by the king at Windsor in 1252 to a Florenting merchant, cou-
ferring on him and his heirs, all (ke berties and free customs of London, among
which are the right to buy and sell as freely as any citizen, and (o be in the Gild
Merchant of that city. But as Mr, Crump very justly obscrves, (2 chancery clerk
ehdeavouring to convert a Florentine merchant into & citizen of London mlght
well have thought fit to mention a gild merchant as e matter of mere form, b
‘What, however, is of special interest in this document is that the Florentine
is nol Lo be tallaged at more than one mark of silver. This was a privilege which
many of the aldermanic class had been procuring for themselves individually by
charter. This avoidance of the full incidence of the properly tax was one of the
chief grievances of the citizens against the oligarchy as recorded in the Hundred
Rolls. It mey be added thet the city of London possessed all the rights that
would have been conferred by a grant of gild merchant,



CHAPTER V
THE CRAFTS AND THE CONSTITUTION

N that great development of civic life in which lay the main
contribution of the Middle Ages to the cause of Western
progress, and which reached its culmination about the

middle of the 14th century, the organized power of the
crafts was undoubtedly the most striking feature, From one
end of Western Europe to the other, from Lubeck to Florence,
and from Bristol {0 Vicnna, this new social force was to be
found under every variety of external circumsiance, working
oul a political revolution, sometimes by a quiet series of com-
promises, but in other cases with a violence that foreshadowed
the worst days of the reign of tetror, In many of the largest
cities of Europe—in Paris, in Florence, in Ghent, in Cologne,
in London—and in a great number of smaller ones, the crafts
wielded, for a time at least, the whole power of municipal
government.

In contrast with this period, the centuries that follow down
to the 1gth are apt to seem a time of sheer reaction,
both in municipal life and in the organization of trade and
industry, Cities and towns settle down under the rule of
oligarchical councils, and the wealthy companies which have
replaced the crafts are constituted upon the same oligarchical
model, It looks as if the bright promise of municipal
democracy was cruelly cut off when it was on the very verge
of fulfilment, and the best hopes of human progress deferred
for five long centuries.

61
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Such a catastrophic view of history is based on a miscon-
ception both of the revolutionary age and of that which
succeeded it. The forces so noisily at work in the 14th
century were quietly pursuing the same task in the 15th
century—the task of building up an cnduring social and
political organization for the middle classes. The 14th
century had been a time of social growth—a growth rapid,
indeed, and luxuriant, but irvegular and anarchical, and uncon-
scious of the common principles in which it was rooted. It
was the work of the 15th century to give effect to those
principles, to prune away excrescences, to harmonize con-
flicting tendencics, and to produce a working compromise.
Out of the number of brilliant but ephemeral sketches it had
to make a lasting work of art. In this way the fraternity and
the craft were absorbed into the livery company, but the
process involved no break with the past, either of the form or
of the spirit,

Itis chiefly around the word “craft” that the misconception
above alluded to is apt lo gather. The craftsman is thought
of as a manual worker, and a revolution wrought by the crafts
seems to involve the rise of an extremely democratic form of
government. But the word “craft,” like “art” or “mistery,”
with which it is largely synonymous, had no such limited
meaning in the Middle Ages, It signified a trade or calling
generally, and the typical member of a craft was a well-to-do
shopkeeper, a tradesman. Often, it is true, he had gone
through an apprenticeship to the manual side of his craft, and
this fact was of the greatest importance as it brought manual
labour under the influence of the professional spirit. But the
full master of a craft was from the first always a trader, and
as trade and industry developed and gave more scape for the
ability to organize and direct, and more opportunities for the
employment of capital, the master rose in the social scale. He
became a merchant or a manufacturer, and he carried his
“craft” organization along with him into what was now an
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upper middle class, leaving the small master of the lower
middle class to build up a new organization for himself on the
same model, and it is not till comparatively recent times that
the manual worker proper—the wage-earner—secured a
permanent professional organization for his own class, In the
Middle Ages the manual worker as such was not an important
factor in social or political development. He fought the battles
of contending factions, and in times of disturbance he might
try to strike a blow for himself, but his desires and his
grievances were not among the forces that moulded social
history.

The story of the relation of the London crafts to the
city constitution opens suddenly in a most dramatic fashion.
Shortly before his final struggle with Simon de Montfort,
Henry IIL. had been bidding for the support of the London
populace by appealing to them in their almost obsolete general
assembly, the Folkmoot, against the authority of the aldermen.
As soon as civil war broke out the barons also made bids for
the adhesion of the Londoners. The path of revolution was
thus made comparatively smooth. For nearly a century the
government of the city had been in the hands of the aldermen
with the mayor as presiding officer, FitzThomas, the mayor now
elected by the popular party, was enabled by the king’s example
1o ignore the aldermen, and to make the Commune a reality,
by submitting all large questions to a general assembly. “In
all he did,” says the aldermanic chronicler, “he acted and
determined through them, saying, ‘Is it your will that so it
should he ?’ and if they answered ‘Ya VYa,' so it was done
A popular organization which may have been helped into
existence by some vague traditions of the old frith gild, though
its spirit and aims were entirely different, was formed to
support the mayor. “The people leagued themselves
together by cath, by the hundred, and by the thousand under
a sort of calour of keeping the peace.” Strong in their sense
of this new union, they went about reclaiming public land
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which had been encroached upon by the aldermen. The
mounted watch, which represented the feudal traditions of the
ruling class, was swamped by a crowd of armed men on foot
eager to find a pretence for harrying the Jews and other alien
capitalists,

It was in a London thus imbued with the revolutionary
spirit that the crafts first appear. FitzThomas, after a little
temporizing and diplomacy, had decided for the barons, and
the barons in return had offered to extort from the king any
additional liberties which the Londoners might desite. This
great opportunity, says the aldermanic chronicler, was entirely
lost, Instead of strengthening the existing constitution against
the king as the aldermen would have done, the mayor pro-
ceeded to open the floodgates of revolution.

% He had all the populace of the city summoned, telling them
that the men of each craft must make such provisions as should be
to their own advantage and bhe himself would have the same pro-
claimed throughout the city and strictly observed. Accordingly after
this, from day to day individuals of every craft of themselves made
new statutes and provisions—or rather, what might be styled
abominations—and that solely for their own advantage and to the
intolerable loss of all merchants coming to London and visiling
the fairs of England and the exceeding injury of all persons in the
realm,” *

The mayorally of FitzThomas ended with the defeat of
Ear] Simon three years later, and the regulative powers of the
crafts no doubt disappeared with the revolutionary constitution
of which they formed a part. But in 1271, when Henry III.
was on his death-bed and the future king was in Palestine, the
craftsmen again succeeded in getting a mayor elected to repre-
sent their interests, The aldermen and more discreet men of
the city wished to elect Philip le Taylur, but the populace
made a great tumult in the king’s hall so that the noise
reached his lordship the king in bed, continually crying aloud,

* Liter de dutiguis Zegitus, translated by H, T, Riley, pp. 58-60,
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“1Ve are the Commune. We ought to elect the Mayor, We
want Hervey to be Mayor. Hervey is our man” The
aldermen, to prevent something worse happening, consented
in the end to Hervey's election, and contented themselves with
calling him to account after his term of office had expired.
Amongst other charges made against him it was alleged that
he had levied a voluntary contribution on his adherents for the
defence of their interests ; that he had taken a regular yearly
fee from the fishmongers on the understanding that he should
support them in their causes whetber just or unjust; that he
had taken bribes from the bakers to connive at short weight ;
that he allowed the brewers to sell ale below the assize; and
that for a great sum of money received from certain trades he
had set a part of the scal of the community which was in his
keeping to new statutes which they had made solely for their
own advantage without the consent of the aldermen. The
ordinances he had made were disallowed, he was degraded
from his aldermanry, and excluded for ever from the councils
of the city.*

These two crises in London history afford us a brief but
vivid glimpse into the working of the forces that were re-
moulding the constitution of the city. Itis not merely a case
of a mayor setling up a new kind of craft organization. It is
still more a case of the craft organizations setting up a new
kind of mayor. FitzThomas and Hervey were not creating a
new social force; they were merely giving a public sanction to
the exercise of a force already active enough to have placed
them in office. It is necessary, therefore, to distinguish care-
fully two different aspects of the craft: (1) It was one of the
main agencies in the transformation of the civic constitution ;
(2) it exercised a subordinate autharity delegated to it by the
constitution,

Nearly everywhere in Western Europe at this time the
sacial and political life of cities was exhibiting the same form
* Lider de Aminguiz Legibus, anslated Ly Riley, pp. 174-175.
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of development—in Flanders, along the Rhine, in North and
South Germany, in Italy. A court of magistrates (Aldermen,
Schoffen, Echevins), whose semi-hereditary privileges were
connecled with the ownership of land, was being transformed
into a council representative of mercantile interests, and this
council was being invaded by the crafts. Beginning at first
perhaps with some indirect shate in electing the council, the
crafts during the first two or three decades of the 14th
century secured in many councils half or more than half of the
representation, and finally, afler further struggles, the whole of
it. And in proportion as the crafts gained the predominant
power in the council, the main interest of cily politics passed
from the conflict between them and the previously ruling class,
and centred in the party struggles of the crafts themselves.

Throughout the 14th century, then, the crafts furnished
the strongest creative force in city politics—a force which
shaped and reshaped the constitution; a f{orce making
for progress, or at any rate for constant change and move-
ment; a dynamic force working from below. But in the
ordinances granted to the crafts by the city we naturally see
litile or nothing of this. In them the crafis appear as mere
instruments of order and authorily, as exercising a static
force directed from above. To realize the other side of their
activity we should require another kind of record that has
seldom been preserved, a full account of election contests and
a report of the debates in the city council. As it is we have
to content ourselves with glimpses vouchsafed us by the
chroniclers in times of crisis and revolution.

At such times the secret of the craft's political achieve-
ments are revealed. We see it acting as a well-organized
voluntary association, meeting frequently to devise plans of
concerted action, and levying contributions on its members to
furnish a war-chest. Such activity could not be effectual
without permanent organs, and we shall not expect to find
these amongst the official machinery of trade regulation
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sanctioned by the authorities. Whenever a line of policy is
persistently followed by a craft, it proves the existence of a
social bond mote intimate, binding, and secret than the one
furnished by the civic ordinances, and the universal form of
establishing such a bond was in the Middle Ages a Fraternity
or Gild, We have already taken a glance at the essential
features of gild organization, and shall consider them in detail
in a later chapter. For a moment we can take the gild for
granted as the living force bechind the craft-movement, and
praceed to take a brief survey of that movement in jts two
closely related aspects, (1) the growth of the influence of the
crafts on the civic constitution, and (2) the development of the
powers dclegated to them for the regulation of trade and
industry.

Between the defeat of the crafts under the leadership of
Walter Hervey and their next decisive advance lies an interval
of fifty years, a time of economic progress and, except for the
last ten years, of compatrative political rest in the city. In
order to assuage the violence of faction (which had led to the
hanging of Lawrence Ducket in Bow Church at midnight),
Edward I had suspended the mayoralty for thirteen years, and
restored the city’s liberties only on condition that the foreigners,
who were the chief victims of every disturbance and who
supplied him with loans and the city with capital, should erjoy
freedom of trade and security. The anarchy of Edward IL's
reign left parties in the city once more free to settle acconnts
with each other. But parties had in the mean time changed
their character. The struggle was no longer one between the
aldermen and the crafts. The leading crafts had prospered
and had now aldermen in their ranks, The ruling class no
longer identified their economic interests with those of the
foreign capitalist. A new capitalistic interest had grown up
connected with the trades and industries of the city. When,
therefore, the popular mayor reappears, he is no longer
dependent on the support of the irregular Folkmoot or the
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levies of illegal fraternities. Not only has he a new middle
class behind him, but he lcads a party of aldermen, and
remoulds the constitution from within. It is instruclive lo
compare the position of Hervey with that of Richer de
Reffham (1310-11), who was the next reforming mayor. We
are told that he caused the ancient customs and liberties
recorded in the rolls and books of the cily to be examined,
and having gathered the wiser and more powerful citizens
along with the aldermen he had them read in their presence,
and then spoke to this effect, “Dear fellow citizens. These
are the ancient customs of the city which have been neglected
through frequent changes of mayor and sheriffs. Do you
wish them to be firmly maintained?” Whereupon all those
present cried * We do.” Richer de Reffham also went about
as FitzThomas had done reclaiming public land from en-
croachment,* But this time it was not a mob that the mayor
led behind him, but a solemn procession of aldermen clothed
in all the pomp and circumstance of civic authority, We find
the same mayor granting, with the assent of the court of alder-
men, & set of ordinances to the Cappers, which gave them power
to restrict foreign competition, and conferring powers of selfs
regulation on a number of other crafts (g Turners, Dyers,
‘Whittawyers, and Ironmongers).t

John de Gisors, his successor, was a mayor of the same
type. When Edward II fled to the North in his last effort
to save Gaveston, and the city was left to defend itself, the
popular party took the opportunity to demand certain con-
stitutional reforms. No alien was to be admitted to the
freedom, and no public abligations were to be incurred, without
consent bf the commonalty, and three of the six keys to the
chest in which the common seal was kept were to he in the
possession of the commonalty, These changes John de Gisors
persuaded a quorum of the aldermen, after some consideration,

* Chrotucles of Bdward 1, and 11, (Rolls Series), 1. 175,
t Calendar of Letter Book, D 240 271 Riley, Memorials, pp. 48, 85,



MAYORALTY OF GISORS 69

to accept, together with an article by which the commonalty
agreed to give the mayor 440 for his expenses out of a sum of
£43 then in the city treasury.* Here we have the illegal
popular levy of Hervey's case turned into a constitutional
grant, and this precedent was followed in the case of the third
revolutionary mayor of this period, Hamo de Chigwell, a few
years later. All that was needed to complete the parallel was
the demand of the crafis for a share in the constitution, and
this too was not wanting. At the end of the same year (1312),
after Gaveston's execution and the re-election of Gisors, the
mayor and aldermen received at the Guildhall a deputation of
the good men of the commonalty of every mistery to treat of
certain articles for the commonalty. The deputation asked,
among other things, that “the statutes and ordinances regulat-
ing the various trades and handicrafts be duly enrolled on a
register and that once or twice a year they be read in public
assembly, and copies be delivered to such as desire them” ;
and that “forasmuch as the City ought always to be governed
by the aid of men engaged in trades and handicrafts, and
whereas it was anciently accustomed that no stranger, native
or foreign, whose position and character were unknown, should
be admitted to the freedom of the city until the merchants
and craftsmen, whose business he wished to enter, had pre-
viously certified the Mayor and Aldermen of his condition
and trustworthiness, the whole Commonalty pray that such
observance may be strictly kept for the future as regards the
wholesale trades and the handicrafts (grossiora officia et
operabilia)” T

What came of this meeting is not stated, but party feeling
continued to run high, and there were many cross-currents.
The issue between the commonalty and the remnant of the
oligarchy was confused by the intermingling of other issues,
such as that between the victuallers and the other trades,
and the national cleavage between the king’s party and the

* Calendar of Letter Book, D, 283, t Zid,, E, 13
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Lancastrians. In 1315 the situation of 1263 and 1270 scems
to be repeated. “The common people and plebeians are
conspiring among themselves and holding clandestine meetings
in private places and have of their own accord without being
summoned thrust themselves into the election of mayor”*
This time, however, they are on the eve of a decisive advance,
if not of complete victory. In 1319, when the cily obtained
a new charler confirming its existing liberties, a number of
articles werc added which embodied all the concessions made
to the commonalty of recent years, and others which, if duly
observed, would have revolutionized the government of the
city. These articles, we are told, were obtained much against
the will of the mayor, yet the mayor and aldermen appear as
petitioning the king for them, and they cost the city £1000.}
In one important respect, therefore, the revolution was complete.
The mayor and aldermen have become the instruments (and,
what is more significant, the unwilling instruments) in carrying
out a popular demand.

Some of the more vital arlicles of this charler, more
especially those which made the office of alderman as well
as that of mayor subject to annual election, and forbade the
holding of either office by the same person two ycars together,
were not afterwards observed, But there is no doubt that the
provisidn that most concerns us herc became a really operative
part of the constitution, “No man of English birth and
especially no English merchant, who followed any specific
mistery or craft, was to be admitted to the freedom of the city
except on the security of six reputable men of that mistery or
craft.” § This article of the city's chartcr, in conjunction with
a complementary article which each craft got subsequently
inserted in its own ordinances, that no one should exercise that
craft if he were not free of the city, served not only to give the

* Calendar of Letter Book, D, 25.

¥ The Fyench Choniele of London, translated by H. T. Riley, p. 252.
1 Liber Castumarym, I, 268,
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crafts as a whole a hold on the constitution, but also to give
each craft the power of drawing all who exercised the trade in
question into the ranks of its organization, and thus placing
them under its control. On this power (which the Germans
call Zunfizwang), all the later political achievements of the
crafts were based. No wonder, then, that the viclory of 1319
was felt to open a new era of civic life, and that the feudalism
which had lingered in cities seemed already a thing of the
past. “In this year (1310),” says the chronicler, " swords were
forbidden . . . by reason of which many swords were taken
and hung up bencath Ludgate within and without. Al this
time many of the people of the trades of London werc arrayed
in livery and a good time was about to begin.” *

* The Freack Chronsle of London, translated by 1L, T. Riley, p. 253



CHAPTER VI
THE GREATER MISTERIES

HE class interest whose growing strength of organization
produced the political results recorded in the last
chapter, was not a simple or a uniform force, It

was composed of many and divers elements which might be
momentarily united as outsiders in the common object of
securing a share in the constitution, but which would
immediately fall asunder as soon as thal object was even
partially secured. Nor was it essentially a democratic force,
though it won its victories in the name of thc commonalty
and of the crafts. Such permanent unity as it possessed was
that of a new middle class, which while it attacked the
position of the privileged few was equally concerped in
guarding its own status, and in holding back the encroach-
ments of a still lower class. Itsleaders were wealthy merchants
like Hamo de Chigwell the fishmonger, and its main body
consisted of well-to-do shopkeepers, the mastets of the more
prosperous crafts. But these two sections, the wholesale trades
and the handicrafts, the grossivra officia and the operabilia,
did not comprise between them the whole population of the
city. Nominally the operadilia ought to have included all
the wotking population, but, effcclually, the term only covered a
select number of the crafts whose wealth or efficient organization
gave them political power. The crafts that carried the day
against the aldermanic oligarchy were largely officered and
controlled by rich traders and employers of poorer craftsmen.
72
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Clear signs of this intermediate position of the crafls are
nol wanting from the first. The charters granted by Walter
Hervey are said by the clironicler 1o be “solely made for the
benefit of the wealthy men of the trades to which they were
granted ; and to the loss and undoing of the poor men of
those trades, as also to the loss and undoing of all the other
cilizens and of the whole realm." And when the charters
were annulled the men of the several trades were said to
be at liberty to follow their crafts “at such hours and such
places as they should think proper, and to carry their wares
to sell within the city and without, wherever they might think
proper.” The charters had evidently aimed at restricting the
opcrations of the itinerant tradesman, who then as now
supplied a considerable part of the needs of the poorer
population. To put down “ Eveschepings,” street markets
and hawkers, was one of the main objects of the palicy of
the crafts throughout the Middle Ages. In part, these streel
vendors were from outside districts—like the bakers of
Stratford and the butchers of Stepney—but many of them
were the pooter craftsmen of the city who could not afford
to rent a shop in the main streets, and who therefore had
either to hawk their wares or sell them to the shopkeepers,
To cstablish themselves as the middlemen between these
poorer craftsmen and the market was the natural aim of the
craftsmen who had shops. The saddlers, who had their shops
round St. Vedast’s, at the end of Foster Lane, employed
lorimers, painters, and joiners who lived around Cripplegate,
and tried to prevent their selling to any one else.* The
fishmongers, who had stalls in the authorized markets, insisted
on the itinerant trader buying his stock through them and
not on Fish Wharff In the same way the burillers acted
as middlemen to the weavers, the skinners employed the
tawyers, the cutlers gave out work to the sheathers and
blademakers. And it is noteworthy that most of the

* See below, p. 86. t See above, p, 40.
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ordinances actually confirmed by the city down to the end of
Edward II's reign were not for the regulation of a single
craft, but for settling the relations between two or more crafts
—sometimes fixing the prices at which one craft shall sell its
wark to the other. Even when only a single craft is con-
cerned the two classes are discernible within it, as in the
ordinances granted to the brass potters in 1316, when four
dealers and four founders are appointed to make a joint
assay.*

Now, this appearance of a class of middlemen in a number
of separate industries was due to an expansion of the market.
London produced articles of luxury—the wares of the gold-
smith, the skinner, the tailor, the girdler and the saddler, for
sale in all the great fairs of the kingdom, Hence the outcry
of the chronicler against the ordinances granted by Fitz-
Thomas to the crafts, that they would be “to the intolerable
loss of all merchants coming to London and visiting the fairs
of England,” If a body of traders connected with each of the
leading industries of London were to be clothed with special
privileges of search, the monopoly which such powers would
enable them to exercise would seriously restrict the operations
of the class of general merchants to which the foreign traders
and many of the aldermen belonged. Although the aldermen
held a political monopoly which gave them great economic
advantages, their commercial interest, at that time, lay in the
maintenance of a free general trade. But as has been already
explained, there had been a great change in this situation
between the first fajlure of the craft movement in 1265 and
its first success in 1319. At the later date practically all the
aldermen belonged to one or othet of the wealthier crafts ot
misteries, and had hecome interested in some specialized form
of trade. Of these trades some, like those of the mercer, the
grocer, the vintner, and the woolmonger, were merely so many
branches of the general import and export trade which had

* Riley, Memorials, p. 118,
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been carried on by the Aldermen in the 13th century; whilst
others, like those of the goldsmith, the skinner, the draper, the
tailor, the saddler, and the girdler, represented an increasing
investment of capital in the industries of London, or rather in
trading operations of a national scope based on those
industties.

The subsidy roll of 1319 contains ample evidence of this
change, The amount of taxation al which citizens were
assessed varies from 634. to £5. Nearly thirty of them are
assessed at sums of £4 and upwards. In half of these cases
the trade of the taxpayer is ascertainable, and this wealthiest
class is found to consist of drapers, mercers, pepperers or grocers,
[ishmongers, woolmongers, skinners, and goldsmiths. The class
ncxt below this, containing about a hundred and thirty citizens
who paid A1 and upwards, consisted chiefly of members of
the same trades, along with a few vintners and girdlers and a
saddler. The poorer members of the mercantile crafts and
the wealthier members of the industrial crafts paid sums
varying from 6s. 84, to 135. 44.; the general body of shop-
keeping craftsmen and retailers paid from Is. to 5. ; and the
craftsmen without a shop who worked for a middleman paid
63d., 84, 10d*

These figures sufficiently show how mistaken it would be
to suppose that the members of the various crafts or misteries
were upon anything like a footing of economic or social
equality, And it is clear that what has been described as the
victory of the crafts must not be interpreted as the capture of
the constitution by a class of wage-earning handicraftsmen.
It was in fact the victory, nol of one class over another,
but of a new form of social and political organization over an
old one, and one of the main causes of the victory was that
the ruling class had gradually transferred itself from the old
form to the new one. The importance of the victory lay
in the fact that the new form contained much more room for

* Qubsidy Roll for London, 1319, in Record Office,



76 THE GILDS OF LONDON

social expansion than the old. IL could be adapted to the
several needs of all that widening range of classes which was
growing up within the medizval city, and it enabled each
class in varying degree to share or to aim at sharing in the
civic constitution. In this sense the fruits of victory were
partly enjoyed even by the humbler craftsman who had
played the part of a henchman in the fray ; but the battle had
been directed by the larger interests of the leading crafts.

Before the middle of the 14th century thesc had already
begun to form themselves into that select group which
afterwards became known as the Twelve Great Livery
Companies, and from one of which it was cusiomary to select
the Lord Mayor. This distinction between greater and lesser
ctafts was common to many of the leading cities of Europe.
In Paris the privileged Corps de Metier were only six in
number ; there were seven Ar¥ Maggiori in Florence; and
many German cities divided their Z#nf2e into two ranks in the
same way. The old oligarchical spirit thus found a new form,
but a form that was much wider and more flexible, In
London, at least, there was no rigid line drawn belween the
greater and lesser companies. It was not till the middle of
the 16th century that it was finally decided which were
to be the Twelve, and the rule about the selection of the Lord
Mayor has not been strictly adhered to. It was, morcover,
a comimon practice for a citizen to get himself transferred from
a lesser company to a greater if he seemed to be on the
high-road to civic honours.*

The occasion of the first appearance of this select group of
crafts was noteworthy in another respect. It marked a fresh
stage in the process we have been tracing by which the crafts
worked their way into the constitution of the city. By the
charter of 1319 the crafts had been made the main—almost
the exclusive—avenue to citizenship. In 1351 an attempt
was made to give the leading crafts the power to elect the

* Unwin, Zudustrial Organtsntion in the 16tk and 14k Centuries, p. 74
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Common Council. The Court of Aldermen was still the body
by which the regular work of civic administration was carried
on, but on special occasions, when the assent of the Commonalty
was decmed necessary, 2 Common Council was summoned
through election in the wards. In 1351 a summons of this
kind was issued to the thirteen chief misteries, in consequence
of which the Grocers, Mercers, and Fishmongers each clected
six members ; the Drapers, Goldsmiths, Woolmongers,
Vintners, Skinners, Saddlers, Tailors, Cordwainers, and
Butchers each four members; and the Ironmongers two
members, to form a Common Council.* A similar summons
was issued in the following year, but after that the election of
the Common Council reverted to the wards for a quarter of a
century. When, in 1376, the misteries once more assumed
electoral functions, there were some fifty of them in a position
to demand a share in the privilege. During the interval, the
lesser crafts had becn building up their fraternity organizations,
modelled largely upon those of the select crafts that had
already attained political influence. A. clear understanding
of the constitution of the thirteen misteries of 1351 will,
therefore, supply the clue to the development of the rest.

In the first place, it will be noticed that of the thirteen
misteries above mentioned, eight have been already referred
to in a previous chapter as possessing fraternity organizations,
some of which had been in existence since the end of the
12th century ; and it is extremely probable that the influence
of the other five rested on a similar basis. In the extant
records of the Mercers’, the Goldsmiths’, and the Grocers’
fraternities, which take us back to the first half of the
14th century, we see them acting as powerful voluntary
associations which had come into existence independently of
the civic authorities, and which exercised control pver their
several trades largely at their own discretion, The Commons
complained to Parliament in 1363 that merchants called

* Calendar of Letter Baok, F, 237, 238.
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Grocers engrossed all manner of vendible goods, “ and those
who have the merchandise raisc the price suddenly by a covin
(combination) called a fraternily and by counsel and assent
keep the goods for sale till they are dearer.” * And the poor
commons of the mistery of Goldsmiths sought protection in
1377 from Parliament against the great and rich Goldsmiths
of their Company, who compelled them to seal divers obliga-
tions to the effect that they would not sell to any mercer,
cutler, jeweller, upholder, ctc, any of their work cxcept at
treble the price, “and those who refusc are taken and im-
prisancd and in peril of death by grievous menace till
they scal the bond as their poor companions have done
before.”

Secondly, it is significant that we do not, as a rule, find
these wealthy mercantile bodies coming, like the lesser crafts,
before the Mayor and Aldermen with a petition that they may
be constituted as authorized misteries by the grant of a full sct
of ordinances, From the time when the rccords of the cily,
properly speaking, begin, in the reign of Edward I, they
arc constantly appearing before the Court of Aldermen as
recognized bodics of traders, whose right to a cerlain amount
of self-government is taken for granted. Most frequently
thesc entties are connected with the election by the scveral
trades of brokers, who are to oversee the bargains made by
their members with foreign merchants. The cily records at
the end of the 13th century are full of the acknowledg-
menis of debts owed by Landon merchants to forcigners, It
is quite clear that the mercantile crafts were at that time
largely dependent on foreign capital and upon foreign shipping.
The alien merchant had partners among the city magnates;
he supplied the city trader with goods on credit; and he
advanced the king ready money on the security of the taxes.
He might be unpopular, but he was indispensable. By the
middle of Edward II1.'s reign the situation had greatly changed,

* Rolls of Pailiament, IT, 277, t 2id., 111, 9.
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The English capitalist was gradually replacing the forcigner.
English grocers farmed the taxes, English mercers, drapers,
and vininers traded overscas on their own account, and the
fishmongers of London cquipped vessels for the royal navy.
The very class of aldermen who used to be hand-in-glove with
the foreigner were now ready to fosler the outcry against him
for thcir own purposcs; and at their instigation a Genoese
merchant was, in 1379, stabbed 1o the heart in front of his
London lodging.

With this change is connected the third source of the
power exerciscd by the greater crafls. Befote the close of the
14th century, most of them came to hold charters from
the king, conferring upon them special powers for the regula-
tion of their several trades, not only in London, but in some
cases throughout England. These charters were granted to
the Goldsmiths, the Skinners, the Tailors, and the Girdlers in
1327, and to the Drapers, the Vintners, and the Fishmongers
in 1363-4. The charter of thc Goldsmiths states in ils
preamble that —

it had been ordained that all who were of the Goldsmiths' trade
weie Lo sil in their shops in the high street of Cheap, and that
no silver in plale, nor vessel of gold or silver ought to be sold in the
city of London excepl al our Exchange or in Cheap, among the
Goldsmiths, and that publicly, to the end that the persons of the
said trade might inform themselves whether the seller came lawfully by
such vessel or not, But that now of late merchants as well private
as strangers, do bring from foreign lands into this land counterfeit
sterling whereof the pound is not woith above sixteen shillings
of the right sterling, and of this money none can know the true value
but by melting it down. And also that many of the said trade of
Goldsmiths keep shops in obscure turnings and bylanes of the
streets, and do buy vessels of gold and silver secretly without
enquiring if such vessel were stolen or lawfully come by, and
immediately melting it down do make it into plate and sell it to
merchants trading beyond the sea . . . and make falsc work of gold
and silver . . . and that the cutlers in their workhouses cover tin
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with silver so subtly and with such sleight that the same cannot be
disceined and severed fiom the tin.”

And the king proceeds 1o enacl, with the assent of the
Lords Spiritual and Temporal and the Commons—

“ That henceforth no merchant . . . shall bring into this land any
sort of money but only plate of fine silver, ... and that no gold or
silver work wrought by Goldsmiths or any plate of silver be sold to the
merchant to sell again and to be carried out of the kingdom ; but
shall be sold at our Exchange or openly among the Goldsmiths for
private use only, and that none that pretend to be of the same trade
shall keep any shop but in Cheap, that it may be seen that their
work is good and right, And that those of the said trade may by
virtue of these presents clect honest lawful and sufficient men best
skilled in trade to enquire of the matters aforesaid ; and that they so
chosen may upon due consideration of the said craft reform what
defects they shall find therein, and thereupon inflicl due punishment
upon the offenders and by the help and assistance of the Mayor and
sheriffs if need be. And that in all trading cities and towns in
England where goldsmiths reside the same ordinance bhe observed
as in London and that one or two of every such city or lown for the
rest of that trade, shall come to London to be ascerlained of their
Touch of gold, and to receive the puncheon with the leopard's head
to mark their work.” ¥

Although the goldsmiths, owing to their connection with
the coinage and the foreign exchanges, stood a litlle apart from
other crafts, the leading features of the situation indicated in
their charter were common to most of the greater companies
(1) Their leading members were rich merchants, their main
body was composed of well-to-do shopkeepers, and they had a
substratum of working craftsmen ; (2) they showed a tendency
to extend their control over other crafts; (3) the powers and
the monopoly conferred on them were national in character;
(4) they brought to the regulation of London trade and
industry an authority derived, not from the Mayor and

* Herbert, Twefoe Great Livery Companies, 11, 289,
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Aldermen, but from King and Parliament. The first three
of these points will be amplified in a later chapter, and it is the
fourth that calls for special notice here,

By virtuc of the royal grants, and of the poweiful bond of
private association which enabled them to secure and enforce
those grants, the greater companies each exercised a kind of
tmperium in imperio within the city. They were never al any
time mere branches of civic administration as the lesser crafls
tended to be. As a rule no doubt they paid every deference
to the authority of mayor and aldermen, as was natural
enough when they themselves supplicd the motive power that
worked the constitution. The true nature of the situation was
revealed when the companies quarrelled amongst themselves,
or split into two factions on some vital issue. Each company
then armed its retainers like the feudal magnates whose great
houses had become their halls, and did battle in the strcets of
the city. London medizval history is full of such conflicts,
There was the struggle of the Goldsmiths and the Tailors in
1268 already described, and that of the Skinners and the Figh-
mongers in 1339 ; in cach case attended with bloodshed and
followed by executions.* The Pepperers and the Goldsmiths
came to blows in 1378 over the Wyclilfe question in St, Paul's
Churchyard.t In 1440 the Tailors and the Drapers disputed
over the election of Mayor in the Guildhall itself with such
violence that some of the defeated party suffered long im-
prisonment. Most notablc of all was the great conflict between
the manufacturing and the victvalling crafts, which lasted
through the first ten years of Richard IL's reign, the story of
which will require a chapter to itself, And in both these two
last cases the real causc of the struggle is clearly revealed.
It lay in that exercise of special powers over trade with which
one of the more powerful companies had been invested by the
Crown, and which was dispuied by one or more of the athers. }

* Riley, Memorals, p. 210, t Zud, p, 415.
3 Fabyan's Chaonicle for 1440,



CHAPTER VII
THE LESSER MISTERIES

HE greater companies cannot, therefore, be considered
as the creatures of the civic constitution, since during
the latter half of the 14th century they made the

constitution the battle-ground of their special interests. And
in this respect they set the tone to the lesser crafts. These
might have to content themselves at the outset with accepting
such ordinances as the Mayor and Aldermen would grant
them, but the natural ambition of each was to become a livery
company and then a chartered corporation, and in this a
certain number of them were destined to succeed. The spirit
of an institution, like that of an individual person, is to be
measured much less by what it actually is than by what it is
tending to become—by the often silent clircction of its aims.
And for this reason it was desirablc to approach the study of
the lesser crafts through some general understanding of the
position of the greater crafts,

The best link between the two groups is afforded by
several crafts that lay on the margin and belonged at different
times to both. The Cordwainers, the Saddlers, and the
Girdlers were among the earliest to receive charters of special
privileges and grants of incorporation. The Saddlers and the
Cordwainers were inclucded in the thirteen misteries which
sent members to the Common Council in 1351, but none of
the three was ultimately included in the Twelve Great

Companies. Each of them embraced from the first a mercantile
82
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clement that {euded to bring it on a level with the wealthier
crafts, but the industrial element in them remained pre-
dominant, and they were displaced from their leading position
by newet mercantile combinations like the Haberdashers and
the Salters.

Both the Girdlers and the Cordwaincrs were among the
crafts that reccived ordinances from Walter Hervey in 1271,
and in these ordinances of the Cordwainers which have been
preserved and are almost the earliest cvidences of craft
organization extant, we find all the leading features of that
organization, which a century later had become common to all
the handicrafts of London, already fully developed. There
were two branches of the craft, the cordwainers proper (alzutarii)
and the workers in “ bazen " (basanarii), and the worker in each
was confined to his own branch, except that the cordwainer
might use bazen for particular purposes. The cofferers-who
worked in cow-hide were forbidden to meddle with ecither
branch, though both branches might work in cow-hide,
An apprentice to either branch must be admitted before
the Mayor and shown to be of good character; he must
pay 2s to the cily, and 2s to the poor-box of the cralt,
besides 40s. if a cordwainer, or 20s. if a worker in bazen,
as a premium, A stranger who wished to enter the trade
must pay the same fees, The premium was a high one,
and only the sons of well-to-do parents who were going to
be set up in business can have paid it. The majority of
the workers in the trade must never have been regularly
apprenticed at all, and therefore must never have qualified as
masters. This indeed would follow from two other ordinances,
one forbidding a master to have above eight servants and the
other forbidding a servant to havc apprentices under him,
whilst a third, which forbids a master to give out work to
servants in their homes, strengthens the supposition. It was
from this body of servants without prospect of a regular
mastership that a class of hawkers would naturally arise.
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Hence we find that the selling of shoes in the streels is for-
bidden elsewhere than in the recognized shoc-market in Cheap
between Cordwainer Strect and Soper Lane (sec map), as also
the hawking of shoes in the country around London within
twenty leagues, And in some additional ordinances as early
as 1300 the serving men of the cordwaincrs are forbidden {o
form combinations or make agreements to the prejudice of
their masters,

From the very first, then, the trading masters scem to have
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formed a separate class. Their interests were those of traders
rather than those of craftsmen, and their policy was directed
towards controlling the market. The outsider who imported
shoes might do so if he sold his stock wholesale to them, but
he must not sell to the public direct. As between full
members, the craft cherished an ideal of equality. If any
member managed to secure a stock of matetial from a foreign
merchant, any other member might claim to share the bargain, ¥

We know, indeed, from the record of the Letter Books that

* Liber Horn, fo. peexxxixly, Guildhall MS. 108, Val, L fo, 393,
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groups of cordwainers were in the constant habit of sharing,
by previous agrcement, bargains with various Spanish mer-
chants, and of thus getting credit by joint guarantce. The
joint purchases of leather made by a dozen cordwainers, in
varying groups of from two to seven, over a period of less than
three years (1276-9), amounted to nearly £1000, or about £80
apiece* So that each of the dozen was on the average
accustomed to lay out an amount equivalent to three or four
hundred pounds, in present values, on leather every year. In
those days of small capital, therefore, he was a trader of very
respectable standing, even though he had to combine with his
fellows to obtain credit.

On the whole the ordinances of the Cordwainers leave
us with a decided impression that they constituted an
aristocracy in their profession, and were mainly concerned
in keeping the ranks beneath them—the workers in bazen,
the workers in cow-hide, and their own servants—each in its
proper place. In this respect the Saddlers afford an interest-
ing parallel. The Saddlers themselves possessed, as we have
seen, a fralernity of very old standing, andl it is the subordinate
branches of their {rade, the lorimers, the painters, and the
fusters or joiners, whom we find first applying for ordinances
to the Mayor. The ordinances of the Lorimers, which are
earlier than those of any other craft, cxcept the Cappers,
baving been procured in 1269, are tinged with a surviving
clement of feudalism.f They are granted by the Mayor and
other Barons of London, and the Lorimers are to do annual
service for them by presenting an “honourable and seemly
bridle and bit” every Easter. No apprentice is to be taken
for less than ten years, or with less than 30s. premium.
No stranger is to keep house or forge until he has given
half a mark to the Commune of London and 2s. to
the alms-box of the mistery for the benefit of members
who fall into poverty, and has put himself in frank-pledge

* Letter Book, A, gassim. + Liber Cust, I. 78.
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and sworn to obey the ordinances. In 1283 the Painters,
whose chief occupation was painting saddle-bows, obtained
a similar grant of ordinances,® and the Joiners who made
the saddle-bows were recognized as an independent craft
in 1307t The Saddlers had been obliged to acquiesce in the
formation of these independent organizalions, and to con-
tent themselves with getting provisions inserled to prevent
the crafls working for “false saddlers,” Ze. non-members of
their gild. In 1320 theytook advantage of a period of revolu-
tion to persuade Hamo de Chigwell to burn the Lorimers'
ordinances publicly in Cheapi Bul no sooner had Chigwell's
long mayoralty come to its disastrous end than we find the
joiners, the painters, and the lorimers in iron and copper up in
arms against the saddlers. At the moment when one king
had just been deposed and his boy successor was not yet
safely seated on the throne, London was startled by the
outbreak of a fierce conflict in Cheapside and Wood Street
in which several were slain and many wounded. The allied
crafts declared that the battle had been begun by the saddlers,
who wanted 1o compel the craftsmen to deal exclusively with
themselves, who already owed the various members of the
four crafts nearly three hundred pounds, and who insulted and
tnaltrealed those who dared to ask for their money. The
saddlers on their parl complained that the allied erafls had
come o a joint agreement to stop work simultaneously i
any member of one of them had a dispute with the saddlers,
that the lorimers had made an ordinance out of their own
heads not to receive any outside workmen until he had taken
an oath to conceal their misdeeds, and that the painiers and
joiners set every point of their trade at a fixed price by reason
whereof they were making themselves kings of the land.
The allies replied that they had a perfect right to swear in
new-comers to their ordinances, They were frecmen of the

* Liber Horn, fo. 341b, t Liber Cust,, I. §a.
} Liber Cust,, Introduction, lix.
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city, houscholders, and taxpayers, and their crafts had been
recognized by the Mayor and Aldermen. They claim, in short,
to be as “cquals and commoners”*on the same fooling as
the saddlers, although in order to be a match for them the
four crafts have to act in combination.

The tendency to fall into groups like thosc already
examined was common to all the industrial crafts. The
clothing crafts—the weavers, dyers, fullers, and shearmen—
which came to be headed by the drapers, macde one such
group ; the skinners, whittawyers, and curriers, another; the
leathersellers, glovers, pursers, and pouchmakers, a third ; the
cutlers, bladesmiths, and sheathers, a fourth. And in all such
groups one or more of the crafts tended to assume the position
of employers and middlemen to the others. Yet it would be
a great mistake to conccive of the member of the poorer craft
as bearing the same kind of relation to the member of the
wealthier craft as the modern wage-earner bears to the modern
employer. The full members of the smaller crafts were
generally shopkeepers and small capitalists. The joiner bought
his own wood, the painter his colours, the lorimer his metal,
They dealt in goods and not in labour, and they gave credit.
Their privileges were the same in kind, and as strictly guarded
as those of the greater crafts, and only a select number of
their workmen could enter by the strait gate of apprenticeship.

It is the spread of the craft or mistery type of organization
amongst the small traders of this class that supplies the key to
the social and political development of the city in the 14th
century, With the few exceptions that have been already
indicated the movement did not begin till the accession of
Edward III. A list drawn up in 1328 of twenty-five misteries
authorized to elect officers for their own “government and
instruction ¥ consists almost entirely of the mercantile crafts,
and of the wealthy manufacturing crafts which had obtained
toyal charters or were shortly to do so. Only about half a

* Riley, Mesmorials, pp. 156-162.
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dozen lesser crafts are included ; 7e the Cutlers, Cofferers,
Beaders, Hosiers, Fusters, and Painters.* By the end of
Edward IIL's reign at least thirty-five other crafts had
obtained ordinances and become rccognized as separatc
misteries. To the leather crafts were added the Pursers (1327),
the Pouchmakers (1339), the Whittawyers (1344), the Glovers
(1349), and the Leathersellers (1372); to the metalworkers
the Armourers (1322), the Spurriers (1344), lhe Pewlerers
(1348), the Pinners and Cardmakers (1356), the Plumbers
(1368), the Blacksmiths (1372), the Sheathers (1375), and in
1389 the Founders; to the textile crafts the Tapicers (1331),
the Shearmen (1350), the Flemish weavers (1366), and the
Fullers (1376) ; and besides these there were the Hatters (1347),
the Furbishers (1350), and the Upholders (1360), the Surgeons
(1353), and the Farriers (1356), the Waxchandlers (1358), the
Taverners (1370), and the Cooks (1379), the Braelers (1355),
the Verrers (1364), the Bowyers and the Fletchers (1371), the
Scriveners (1373), and a little later the Horners (1391), and
the Coopers (1396).t In 1377 fifty-one misteries took part in
the election of a Common Council. That eleclion represcnts
the highest political achievement of the lesser crafis, but their
numbets continued to increase. In the earliest volume of the
Brewers' records there is inserted under the daile of 1422 a
list of all the crafts (ar#fum) then excrcised in London Lo the
number of one hundted and eleven, And as the Brewers
used the list as a guide for the letting of their hall, it is likely
that all these crafts possessed some form of organization,
though not all had received the self-governing powers of a
mistery from the city.

It remains to consider very briefly in what these powers
of self-government consisted. As a rule the ordinances wete
drafted by the men of the trade themselves, who presented

* Calendar of Letter Book, E, pp. 232-234.

t Riley, Memzorialsy passim ; and Galendar of Lelter Book, G, pp. 187-188
{Verrers = Glassmakers),
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them for approval, with the request that they might be
permitted to elect overseers or wardens who should be sworn
to sce the ordinances enforced. The number so elected was
sometimes as many as twelve and sometimes only two, but
more often six or four. Apart from technical articles directed
against special abuses or intended to subserve special interests
in particular trades, the ordinances of nearly all the crafts
conform to a common type which may be represented by a
briel »&umé of the Hatters' ordinances in 1348. (1) Six
lawful men to be sworn to tule the trade. (2) None but
freemen to make or sell hats. (3) None to be apprenticed
for less than seven years. (4) None to take apprentices but
freemen, (5) Wardens to search as often as need be with
power to take defective hats before Mayor and Aldermen.
(5) No night work. (6) None of trade to be made frce of
city or to be allowed to work if not attested by wardens.
(7) None to receive another's apprentices or servant if not
propetly dismissed, ot (8) who is in debt to previous master,
(9) No stranger to sell hats by retail, but only wholesale and
to freemen* The amount of control over their own trade
which the grant of such ordinances conferred upon the members
of a cralt was clearly very great. Though they were not
directly constituted as a court for the settlement of their trade
disputes, as in the case of the weavers and fishmongers, the
Mayor, when appeal was made to him hy the men of a trade,
generally called together a jury of the craft to settle the
question, The growth of this autonomy of the craft may be
observed by comparing the Cutlers’ ordinances of 1344 with
those of 1380. In the former a provision was made that all
those who did not wish to be judged by the wardens were
to present their names to the Mayor and Aldermen in order
to be judged by them, whilst the later ordinances state
emphatically that no one shall be permitted to follow the
trade if he will not stand by the rule of the overseers.}
* Riley, Memorials, p. 239. t Zbid,, pp. 217, 438.
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There werc three ways in which a craft could turn its
powers of self-government to economic account, (1) by con-
trolling the import and export of wares, (2) by limiting its
own numbers, and (3) by a sccret agrecment about prices.
The power to seize dcfective goods could easily be turned
into a weapon against the foreign competitor.* Defective
foreign caps, gloves, and pouches were solemnly consigned to
the flames in Cheap opposite the end of Soper Lane. The
carcases of two bullocks said to have died of disease were
burnt under the nose of the pilloried foreign butcher (a native
of West Ham) in the Stocks Market.t If the foreigner
attempted to sell by retail his goods could be seized without
any pretence of their being defective. In 1298 before there
is any record of ordinances granted to them, the cutlers seized
a hundred and a half of knives belonging to Hugh of Limerick
as being foreign knives.} In 1341 the mercers were empowered
to seize the silk kerchiefs, the Aylsham thread, the linen cloth
exposed for sale by the men of Norfolk.§y And the articles
granted to a craft often included onc to the effect that any
wares of that trade must be sold wholesale to freemen, 7.e. to
themselves, An ordinance is also sometimes found giving a
craft control of the export trade—as that of the Pewterers in
1348 that “no one shall make privily vessels of lead or of false
alloy for sending out of the city to fairs, etc., but let the things
be shown that be so sent to the wardens before they go out,” |
and a similar ordinance of the Cutlers in 1380.4 The object
of this oversight was to prevent the growing class of small
masters who had no outlet for sale in the city from producing
for outside markets through the agency of middlemen who
were not of the craft.

The limitation in the number of full freemen in their trade
who alone had the legal right to produce wares on their own

* Riley, Memorials, pp, 249, 529.  t Calendar of Leller Baok, E, p. 110,
t Riley, 39- § Plea and Memoranda Rolls, A3, m22,
Il Riley, p. 243. T Riley, p. 441.
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account or to sell them by rctail was cffected by restricting
the number of apprentices, and by subscquently placing diffi-
culties in the way of an apprentice attaining his freedom. It
has sometimes been assutned that all journeymen or setving-
men had passed through the stage of apprenticeship, but the
language of the ordinances, carefully interpreted, secems to
imply the recognition of a class of workmen who had not been
apprenticed. Evidence of this has already been noticed in
the case of the Cordwainers as early as 1270. The Cutlers’
ordinances of 1380 provide that “no journeyman who is not
free, or who has not been apprenticed in the trade . .. or
otherwise served seven years in the city in such trade shall be
admitted to work . . . if he have not first been tried by the
overseers . . . to ascertain how much he is deserving to take.” *
And the Bladesmiths’ ordinances of 1408 provide that no one
shall teach his journeyman the secrets of his trade as he would
his apprentice.}

But apprenticeship, even when faithfully served, did not
always lead to the enjoyment of the frecedom of the city.
Masters often took apprentices without legally registering
them, and when they came out of their time, neglected to
present them for the freedom. The apprentice on completing
his term seems often to have been in debt to his master, and
it was provided by the Heaumers' ordinances in 1347 that in
such cases the apprentice shall thenceforth serve no other
person than his master till he has given satisfaction for the
debtt In 1364 the Commons petitioned the Mayor and
Aldermen that Gild-days might be held once a month at
which persons might be admitted to the freedom after serving
in the same mistery for at least seven ycars, and on payment
of 6os, or more at the discretion of those present. “For it
were better that those unable to pay this sum should continue
to serve others either as apprentices or hired servants than

* Riley, Memorials, p. 440, t Zbid,, p. 566,
¥ Jbid,, p. 236.
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that the number of masters should be unduly increased.”*
Subsequently it became usual in most companies to interpose
a period of three years between the completion of apprentice-
ship and full mastership, and to require the aspirant to prove
that his means were sufficient to enable him to sct up for him-
self. In many cases the making of an expensive masterpiece
was required.}

The third use which a craft might make of its powers was
an indirect and illegal one. The members of the craft had no
right to fix the prices of their wares by mutual agreement, and
the wardens could not openly eountenance such action. But
if the trade in some other organized capacity contrived to
effect such an agreement, the powers conferred on the craft
could, by the collusion of the wardens, be easily used in
support of it. And as we have seen, it was of the very essence
of a powerful craft that another organization, the fraternity,
lay behind it and was available for any form of common action
that could not be openly avowed, The part played by the
Goldsmiths’ and Grocers’ fraternities in fixing prices has been
already referred to; and a most interesting parallcl is forth.
coming in one of the minor crafts. In 1344 a purser lodged
a complaint before the Husting against a number of his fcllow-
craftsmen, alleging that they had bound him by oath not to
sell his wares below a certain price, and that when he broke
his oath they summoned him before a Court Christian in the
church of St. Benet Fink as a perjurery Thc oath was
condemned as illegal, and there can be little doubt that it
had been administered in a fraternity. It is to the fraternity,
not merely as supplying the force for the operation of craft
machinery but as an independent institution which filled a
latge place in the social life of the 14th and 15th centuries
that we must now turn,

* Calendar of Letter Book, G, p, 179 ; of. p. 211,

1 Unwiny, Judustyial Organdsation in 16th and 174 Centuries, pp. 48, 56.

} Plea and Memoranda Rolls, Guildhall, A4, m7 {(Dr. Sharpe’s MS,
Calendar). ’



CHAPTER VIII
THE FRATERNITIES OF CRAFTS

N dealing with the craft we have very largely taken the
I fraternity for granted, for reasons already explained.
The only conceivable cause of the revolution effected
by the crafts was the growth of private associations, and for
such a growth the fraternily under the protection of the Church
was the only practicable form in the Middle Ages. Morcover,
we know that the fraternity had been adapted to various social
and political purposes from the 10th century onwards.

On the other hand, it must be confessed that, with the
exception of the valuable glimpses afforded by the rules of
the Anglo-Saxon gilds, we know very litlle about the inner
life of the fraternity before ithe middle of the 14th century,
and that before that date the crafts appear in the records
almost entirely on their secular side. So much indeed is this
the case that it has been held by eminent authorities that the
earliest trade associations were entiiely secular in character,
and there is no positive proof that this vicw is not correct,
The early records that tell us of thc Weavers' and Bakers'
gilds, and of the Fishmongers' Halimot, do not speak of any
religious side to those organizations, but there is no yeason
why they should do so, as they are concerned with the public
financial obligations of the craftsmen, and not with their
private arrangements. It is quite possible, of course, that
a collective interest might spring up under the pressure of
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common regulation and common burdens without the aid
of a religious motive. But il is dilficult to think of such an
interest finding a steady cxpression, or developing sufficient
public spirit for persistent common action, without all those
aids and sanctions to abiding fellowship which the Church
alone could supply.

This line of reasoning derives additional support from the
account which a recently published Patent Roll gives of the
Weavers' gild of Lincoln, which, like that of London, received
a charter from Henry II. At the time of the immigration
of Flemish weavers in Edward III's reign, the original
weavers' gild had fallen into decay, and the farm had not
been paid since 1321, but it was recorded that in the time
of Henry 1L there had been more than two hundred wealthy
and influential members, and that no one could exercise the
craft within twelve miles of the city unless he belonged to
the Gild of the Weavers of Lincoln, whick was constituted
in the name of the Holy Cross.® As nearly all the craft gilds
of which we have any record in England before the 13th
century were weavers' gilds, constituted, as far as our know-
ledge gocs, on the same lincs as the weavers of Lincoln, there
is good rcason for inferring the existence of a {ratcrnity in
the other cases.

As to the fishmongers, they were the most orthodox of
trades. The monastic chroniclers arc strong partisans of their
cause. Their Mayor, Hamo de Chigwell, was discovered, at
a moment of extreme peril, to be in orders, and was taken
under the protection of the bishop; and a long series of early
wills show them to have been the most munificent donors to
religious objects of all the citizens of London, Half a dozen
riverside churches were endowed and rebuilt by their bequests
for the maintenance of chantries, and the difficully at a later
date is to decide, not whether they had a fraternity, but
which of several fraternities was most identified with the

* Calendm of Patent Rolls, 1348, p, 120,
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mistery, Moreover, the fishmongers took a lcading part at
an early date in the production of pageants—one of the
especial functions of the fraternity.

“In 1293, says Stow, “for victory oblained by Edward L
against the Scots, every citizen, according to their geveral trade,
made their several show, but especially the Fishmongers which in
a solemn procession passed through the city, having, amongst other
pageants and shows, four sturgeons gilt, carried on four horses;
then four salmons of silver on four horses, and afier them six and
forty armed knights riding on horses made like luces of the sea;
and then one representing St. Magnus, because it was upon St.
Magnus' day.” * ’

St. Magnus’ was at that time the central church of the
fishmongers, and later on we shall find one of their fraternities
there.

In the case of the other early organizations of traders or
craftsmen in London we hear of the fraternity aspect first,
Leaving the adulterine gilds aside, there is the Saddlers’
fraternity, whose religious compact with St. Martin's-le-Grand
has been already given ; the Goldsmiths' fraternity of St.
Dunstan, to whose wardens a bequest was made in 1272 for
the maintenance of a chantry;t the Tailors' fraternity of
St. John the Baptist, which, according to Stow (who was a
member of it), received royal confirmation as carly as 1300,
and chose a certain Henry de Ryall to go on a vicarious
pilgrimage for all its members in the same year;} and the
fraternity of the Mecrcery, which is mentioned in deeds of
the 13th century. The Grocers' fraternity of St. Anthony,
and the Drapers’ fraternity of St. Mary of Bethlehem, were
in existence beforc those companies received their charters,
and there is a strong presumption that the same is true of
the Skinners’ fraternity of Corpus Christi As far as the

" * Stow, Swresy, edit. H. Morley, p. 121,

t Sharpe, Calendsr of Wills, 1, 14.
1 Stow, Swroey, p. 193.
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greater crafts go, then, there is little reason to doubt that the
privileges they procured from the king, and the influence they
acquired in the city, werc due to the strength of fraternity
organizations acting in their names.

But what of the lesser crafts which made their first
appearance at the time of FitzThomas and Hervey? We
have only one piece of evidence, but it recurs with cumulative
force in the three sets of ordinances which have been preserved
from that period. The apprentice to a cordwainer, it will be
remembered, had to pay 2s. to the poor of the craft who had
no means of livelihood* The stranger who entered the
lorimers’ craft must pay 25 to the alms-box, which was to
be collected by the wardens of the mistery “for the relief
of the good men of the mistery who were impoverished.”
Now, an alms-box was so much the ceniral feature of the
fraternity that money left to the Goldsmiths’ fraternity was
often said to be bequeathed to the “ Alms of 5t. Dunstan,”
But in the case of the Painters’ ordinances we are left in no
further doubt. The new-comer is lo give to the confrarie of
the mistery 2s. to support the poor of the mistery, Offences
are punished by a fine of half a mark to the city and 2s, to
the confrarie; “and every one who keeps house by himself is
to give each year to the confraric 84. in four quarterly
payments, each serving man who takes 18s. or more a year is
to give 44., and each worker by the piece 44, to be collected
by the wardens of the mistery, and spent by them and the
other good men of the mistery in whatever way they deem
best for the honour of God and of the mistery.”§ We are
therefore safe in concluding that the Painters’ fraternity of
St. Luke, held in St. Giles', Cripplegate, the later ordinances of
which have been preserved,§ already existed in 1283 ; that it
procured the grant of the craft ordinances, and that it supplied
the means of maintaining the struggle with the Saddlers in

* Liber Horn, fo, 33gb, + Liber Custumarum, I. 79.
3 Liber ITom, fo. 341h, § Add, MSS. in British Museum, 15664, fo. 106.
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1327. But as the lorimers and joiners took an equal part in
that struggle, and as each of them had secured craft ordinances
in face of strong opposition from the Saddlers’ gild, it is a
natural inference that they too were backed by fraternity
organizations,

The later ordinances granted to the crafts by the Mayor
and Aldermen in the reign of Edward IIE generally make
no mention of the fraternity aspect of the crafts. When
they do so it is for a special reason. Thus the Braelars’
ordinances in 1355,* and the Verrers’ ordinances in 1364,f
both contain the provision that if a servant who has behaved
himself well should fall into illness or poverty, the mistery will
maintain him ; but this is inserted as a set-off against the next
clause, that a servant who behaves ill shall be punished by the
Mayqr. The Whittawyers' is the only craft that we find
bringing a full set of fraternity ordinances to be sanctioned
by the Mayor and Aldermen, and the reason for their doing so
probably was that they were pieceworkers to the Skinners,
and that unless they got authorization for their fraternity, it
would be liable to denunciation as an unlawful combination. }

It is not always sufficiently realized that the Fraternity
was essentially a secret association, which had every reason
for withdrawing its existence and its regulations as much as
possible from public notice, Even after they attained a fully
authorized position as livery companies, the trade fraternities
were extremely jealous of the secrecy of their proceedings.
Of the unchartered fraternities we should have known
practically nothing if it had not been for the chance pre-
servation of the fragmentary results of a Government inquiry
provoked by their revolutionary activity, and though the
returns then made give a most valuable picture of the
formal aspect of the fraternities, they show us nothing of

* Riley, Memorials, p. 277,

1 Calendar of Letter Book, G, p. 188.
1 Riley, Memorials, p. 232,
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the constructive or destruclive parl those organizations werc
playing in the social and political devclopment of the
time. ‘Yet there can be no manner of doubl that socicly
in the 14th and 15th centuries was lilerally honcycombed
with fraternities in every direction. Kings and princes, barons
and knights, cathedral canons, rectors of churches, curates,
parish clerks, lawyers, wealthy mecrchants, comfortable shop-
keepers, poor journeymen, peasants, and football players werc
bound together for the pursuit of their special class interests
under similar social and religious forms and sanctions. That
of this great mass of social activity we should know so little
is simply due to the secretive nature of the facls. When,
therefore, at the beginning of the 14th century, the records
emerge for our study, we must not assume that they represent
an entirely new social development. The fraternity was far
from being a new thing. Nearly every feature of il was
centuries old, What was new was the almost universal pre-
valence of the institution, and the desire in some cases to keep
a regular record of it.

On the very threshold of the 14th century we meel with
one of the fullest and most interesting scts of fraternily
ordinances in existence—those of the Feste du Pri. The
form of fellowship that bore this name sccms to have
originated in Puy in Auvergne, and 1o have sprcad through
France and Flanders in cities to which merchants resoried.
Its objects were convivial and musical, and ils membership
tended to have an international chatacler. The Feste du Pui
belongs to that period of London history when the cily's
import and export trade was largely in the hands of
foreigners, and when many of the ruling class were of foreign
extraction, so that the mayor of Bordeaux in 1275 could
become mayor of London in 1280, And this samc mayor,
Henry le Waleys, was a member and benefactor of the Feste
du Pui, which was founded to the “ honour of God, of Madame
Saint Mary and all Saints of both sexes, and to the honour of
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our Lord the King and of all the Barons of the Land, for the
safeguarding of loyal friendship and to the end that the City
of London may be renowned for all good things in all places,
and that good fellowship, peace, honour, gentleness, cheerful
mirth and kindly affection may be duly maintained.” The
special feature of the fraternity was its yearly feast, when a
prince and twelve companions were elected, and a crown was
awarded to the best song, a copy of which was to be attached
to the blazon of the new prince’s arms in the hall. The body
of the hall was to be simply decorated with leaves and rushes,
and upon the scat of the singers alone was cloth of gold to be
bestowed. The old prince accompanied by his companions
was to march through the hall singing and bearing on his
head the crown, and in his hands a gilded cup of wine, which
he was to bestow upon the new prince in sign of their choice.
No gluttony was to be tolerated at the feast. Each com-
panion was to be served with “good bread, good ale, good
wine, and then with potage, and one course of solid meat, and
after that with double roast in a clish, and cheese, and no
more,” After this simple repast the members were to mount
their horses and ride through the city, the poet laureate for
the year riding between the old prince and the new, and
having escorted the new prince to his own house, they were to
dismount and have a dance by way of hearty good-bye, after
which they were to take one drink and depart each to his own
house on foot. Ladies were excluded from the feast in order
that the companions “might learn to honour, cherish and
commend all ladies as much in their absence as in their
presence.” *

If this were all we knew of the Feste du Pui we might
have felt some scruples at attributing to so light-hearted a
caompany all the more serious elements of the fraternity
organization, merely because they were known as a confrarie.
And it is a striking proof of the fixity which the con¢eption of

* Liber Custumarum, 1. 216-228.
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the fraternity had attained, that we should find every fecature
of the religious and social gild represented in the ordinances of
the Feste: the yearly mass in St. Helen’s Priory, the main-
tenance of a light in St. Martin-le-Grand, the common box
with scveral keys, the provision for poor members, the pay-
ment of a special chaplain to sing masses for the souls of
members deceased, and finally, when funds were forthcoming,
the building of a chapel for this purpose, the Guildhall Chapel
of St. Mary.

On this side, the Feste du Pui belonged 1o the same
category as the “Secret Confederation of London Rectors,”
which existed about the same time. But the ordinances drawn
up by the Rectors between 1306 and 1317 exhibit a zealous
pursuit of their professional interests which is entirely wanting
in the Feste ordinances, and which gives them a very close
similarity to the ordinances of a Craft. As, however, the
Rectors’ gild was of a purely voluntary character, it is to
be compared rather with the trade fraternities in their earlier
form, than with the misteries which had become in patt the
organs of public authority. Its main ohjecls were to prolect
the interests of its members as beneficed clergy against the
dishonesty or negligence of their curates (who also possesscd a
gild), against the greed of apparitors, the injusticc of Arch-
deacons, the encroachments of the Iriars, and the evil effects of
slanderous charges and of their own internal dissensions. In
1317 the confederates numbered twenty-two, Their four
wardens (comservatores) for that year were Thomas of St.
Nicholas Cold Abbey, Nicholas of Grasschurch, John of St,
Nicholas Olave, and John of St. Martin's Vintry ; their two
chamberlains were John of Mokewell (St. Olave, Silver Street)
and Nicholas of St. Margaret Pattens ; their treasurer, John of
St. Bartholomew the Less, and their Referendarius, John of
St, Edmund Grasschurch.*

® The rectors of St, John Zachary, St. Magnug, St, Mary Somerset, St.
Bnde s, All Hallows-the-Less, 5t. Peter Wood Street, St. Margaret Moses', St.
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Tike most other fralernitics they had fonr ordinavy
mectings a year. On Thursday before Christmas they met
at St, Bartholomew-thc-Less; on Thursday before Palm
Sunday at St. Olave, Silver Street; on the Thursday belore
St, John's Day at Si. Margarct Pattens; and on Thursday
before Michaelmas at St, Andrew, Cornhill. Their proceedings
were strictly private,  Any member who revealed their seerets
was liable to be cxpelled and to be held as a perjurer, since he
had broken the solemn oath administered to him on entering.
The gild had a common box, with various keys, 1o which each
member contributed a penny a week, and from which the
wardens assisted poor members at their discretion, but what
was left over each year was divided among the members.
There was the usual provision for attendance ai the funeral
and for supplying lights, and each rector was 1o say thirly
masses for the deceased member. On the festival of the Saint
to which each member’s church was dedicated, all the other
members were to attend that church, unless their own festival
were on the same day, and, each was to make an offering of
not less than a penny. No chaplain or parish clerk who had
left onc of the members on bad terms was to be installed by
one of the others, and the oath tendered to a chaplain on
taking service bound him under conditions as stricl as those
laid upon a journeyman in a craft. In a typical case of the
ycar 1304, the chaplain was to have 20s. a year and whatever
legacies he could get oul of the parishioners, but he was not ta
keep back any of the oblations or wax-moncy. His hours
of attendance were carefully defined, If he happened to be
aut of the parish when curfew sounded, he must hasten back
with all speed and sleep there at night, He must not stir up
strife against the rector, and must report all he saw or heard
that might turn to his rector’s disadvantage. It is in the

Michael's Cornhill, St, Alban's Wood Street, All Hallows' Honey Lane,
St, George's (Eastcheap ?), St. James' (Garlickhithe?), St. Andrew’s Cornhill,
and St. Michael’s Queenhithe, were the ordinary members,
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dictation of these conditions to their chaplains that the rectors
approached most nearly to the position of the anthorized cralt.
We find them in 1309 petitioning the “ Official " or Archdeacon
for anthority to imposc such conditigns by oath, just as we find
the crafts asking the Mayor for authority to cocrce their
journeymen, The Confederation of Rectors remained, however,
essentially a voluntary fraternity, and before we leave it, two
important features should be noticed, which are found recurring
in the ordinances of nearly all subsequent fraternities. The
members were not to go to law with cach other, but to submit
all disputes to the wardens. And upon all solemn occasions
of meeting they were to be habited in a seemly dress—an
overgarment of white fur and a black undergarment—that
they might be distinguished from non-membe1s, as the shecp
from the goats.*

The list of rectors is dated 1317, and it is in 1319 that we
find the chronicler recording that “at this time many of the
people of the trades of London were arrayed in livery and a
good time was about to begin” Probably only the rich
mercantile crafts are herc referred to; since in 1312, when in
celebration of the birth of Edward IIL, the Mayor was richly
costumed and the Aldermen arrayed in like suils of robes, we
hear only of the Drapers, Mercers, Vintners, and Fishmongers
as being also in costume. It had long been the custom for
the wealthier citizens to wear a special costume on great
occasions. In 1236, when they rode out to mcet Henry IIT,
and Queen Eleanor, they were clothed in “long garments
embroidered about with gold, and silk in divers colours, their
horses finely trapped, to the number of threc hundred and
sixty” In 1300, when Margaret, the child-wife of Edward I.,
was brought to London, six hundred citizens are said to have
ridden *in one livery of red and white, with the cognisances
of their misteries embroidered upon their sleeves.” t

* MS. in Cambridge University Library, gg. 432, fo. 108 o seg.
t Stow, Swrwgy, edit, H. Morley, p, 444. These numbers are probably
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Only the ruling class can have afforded to make this
display, and a change from a general livery to special costumes
was an outward symbol of that specialization of trade organi-
zation already referred to. That such special liveries indicated
the existence of as many fraternitics there can be little doubt,
In all subsequent cases of trade wearing distinctive liveries,
the other characteristics of the fraternity—the yearly mass, the
friendly benefits, etc.—are likewise found. Sometimes,
indeed, the word “mistery” is used so as to include the
fraternity element, but this implies that the fraternity has come
to be identified with the trade. This was the case with the
Mercers, whose records begin in 1344, though their fraternity
was, as we have seen, much older. In 1347 an assembly of
all the good people of the Mercery of London made a set of
ordinances *for the cherishing of unity and good ‘love among
them, and for the common profit of the mistery, among which
is one to the effect that all those of the said mistery shall be
clothed of one suit once a year at the feast of Easter . . . and
that no charge be put upon the said clothing beyond the first
cost, except only for the priest and the common servant.” The
mention of the priest confirms the identity of the mistery with
that Fraternity of the Mercery which we know to have been
long in existence.

A clearer case of a fraternity absorbing a mistery is that
of the Grocers’ Company. Within a year of the Mercers’
ordinances, twenty-two pepperets of Soper Lane determined
to found a fraternity in honour of St. Antonin, and the
Grocers' records open with an account of their procedure,

“Mem, That all the brethren of the fraternity dined the first
time together at the house of the Abbot of Bury on the z2th June,
1345, at which dinner each paid 12 pence, and the whole was
expended and 23 pence besides by the Warden, At which dinner

exaggerated, as the whole of the tax-paying householders at this time numbered
less than a thoussnd.

* Landon and Middlessx: Areh, Trans., IV, p. 119.
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we had a surcoal to be of one livery, for which ench paid his
proportion. The same day after dinner ended, it was decrced by
common consent, Lo take and hire a piiest at the Nativity of St. John
next, to come 10 chant and pray for the membeis of the said
company and for all Christians, and to maintain the said priesl each
one of the fraternity consented {o give a2 penny a weck, which
amounts to 4. 44. to pay now for the year.

“Mem. The priest commenced to sing July 3rd, and to receive
each week 154. It was agreed that none should be of the frateinity
if he were not of good condition and of their mistery, that is to say
a pepperer of Soper Lane, or a canvasser of the Ropery, or a spicer
of Cheap, or other man of their mistery wherever he might dwell,” *

A new member was to pay at least 13s. 44, and with
loyal heart, in token of his obedience, to greet all those who
were already members with a kiss.

As might be anticipated from this opening the first
ordinances are entirely those of a fraternity. There is not
a single arlicle, except perhaps that rclating to the entrance
fees of apprentices, 1o which a parallel cannot be found in
the ordinances of fraternities that had no conneetion with
trade ; although in the provision for the rclief of poor
members special mention is made (as also in the Mereers®
ordinances) of those who have become bankrupt, “by hazard
of the sea or by hazard of dear merchandise.” The cost of
the annual dinner was to be 2s. 64. per head (in the Mercers’
case it was 2s.), and after dinner the retiring wardens signified
their choice of successors in the manner of the Feste du Pui,
by placing garlands on their heads, The members were
exhorted to remember the fraternity in their wills, and in
1350 William de Grantham bequeathed 45 in maintenance
and aid of the fraternity on condition that they kept his
obit. Previous to this, in 1346, Lawrence de Halywell gave
them a chalice with pater of silver weighing 12 ozs, and a
vestment, amice, alb, stole, and chasuble, together with the

* Kingdon, Facsimile and Transcript of Grocers' Records, 1, p: 8
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cotporal and a small missal, on condition of their placing
his father on their register to have his soul in the prayers
of those who shall be maintained or assisted by the fraternity.

At first the fraternity was recognized as a distinctly private
association within the mistery. In 1348 it was found that some
members of the mistery who did not belong to the fraternity
had been receiving its livery, and this was forbidden for the
future,®* But as the fraternity increased in numbers its
membership came to be identified with that of the mistery
of Grocers. In 1373 the members numbered 124. In 1376
new ordinances, “ for enhancing the honour of God and of
Holy Church and increasing works of charity,” were issued
in the name of the Grocers of London, and the members
were called the “companions of the mistery.”t In 1386
it was ordained by the masters and companions that every
man who keeps a shop of spicery shall be under the govern-
ment of the masters, whether he wear the livery or not}
But by this time the power of the Grocers extended far beyond
the limits of their own trade. In 1376 and 1377 they elected
six members to the Common Council. In 1384 nine aldermen
out of the twenty-six were Grocers. Nicholas Brembre, who
ruled the city with despotic power from 1384 to 1386, being
at the same time one of the king's chief advisers and financiers,
was a Grocer. Yet at this time, and for long after, the Grocers
possessed no charter from the king, nor had their power been
called into existence by civic authority, It had arisen out of
the expansion of a voluntary association, the Fraternity of
St. Anthony.

The same is true of the Skinners. They had, it is true,
acquired a royal charter in 1327, and had both before and
after that date regulated their trade as a mistery by the
grant of ordinances from the city, But when these powets
and privileges come to be consolidated by incorporation in

* Kingdon, Fucsimile and Transcript of Grocers’ Records, p, 17.
+ Ztid., p. 18, 1 Zbid, p. 66.
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1393, the sacial personality round which they are centred is
the fraternity or gild in honour of Corpus Christi; whose
procession, says Stow, passed once a year “through the
principal streets of the city, whercin was borne more than
one hundred torches of wax, costly garnished, burning light,
and above two hundred clerks and priests, in surplices and
copes, singing., After the which were the sheriffs’ scrvants,
the clerks of the Compters, chaplains for the sheriffs, the
mayor's serjeants, the council of the city, the mayor and
aldermen in scarlel, and then the Skinners in their best
liveries." Stow likewisc tells us that the Skinners' fraternity
was formed out of two brotherhoods of Corpus Christi, one
at St. Mary Spital and the other at St. Mary Bethlem ;* and
possibly these may have represented the two localities in which
the Skinners were chiefly found, Ze. the region of St. Mary
Axe, which was once called St. Mary Pellipers after them,
and the neighbourhood of Wallbrook and Budge Row.

There were several fraternities specially connected with
the Drapers in the 14th century. It scems likely that the
drapers’ craft grew out of that of the “burecller,” or cloth-
worker. In 1345 a cerlain John de Aylesham made a
bequest to the Fralemity of Burcllers of Candlewick Strect,
along with a similar bequest to the Fraternity of Tailorst
In 1356 two burellers made bequests to the Fraternity of
the Blessed Virgin Mary of St. Mary Abchurch, and as that
church was in Candlewick Street, this would appear to have
been the Burellers' gild}f I'rom about this time onwards
we hear no more of the burellers' craft, but in 1361 a draper
mentions the Fraternity of Candlewick Street in his will§
There was also a fraternity of drapers in St, Mary Bow, to
which the famous John of Northampton made a bequest in
1397.] But the gild out of which the Drapers' Company

* Stow, Swruvey, edit, H, Morley, p. 232.

t Sherpe, Calendnr of Wills, 1. 483. Y 7hd, T, 693,
§ Joid., 11, 30. Il 2b¢d., IL. 333,
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grew was that founded in the Hospital of Qur Lady of
Bethlehem, in 1361, by the Drapers of Cornhill and other
good men and women, for the amendment of their lives, in
honour of St. Mary of Bethlehem: “in which most holy
place,” says the preamble to their ordinances, “our Lord
Jesus Christ was born for the salvation of all his people,
and the star appeared io the shepherds, and gave and shewed
light to the three Kings of Cologne, who offercd in the said
place of Bethlehem their gifts, to wil, gold and myrrh and
incense,” *

Other fraternities which are known {o have existed in
definite connection with crafts in the 14th century, are that of
the Glovers, dedicated to the Assumption of Our Lady, in
Newchurchhaw t (1354) ; that of the Cordwainers, to which a
bequest was made in 1384,} and which is referred to in 1372
as that of St, Mary in the church of the Carmelites ;§ that of
the Brewers, in All Hallows', London Wall (1361) ;| that of
the Cutlers in the Charterhouse (1372) ; ¥ that of the Painters,
dedicated to St. Luke in St. Giles’, Cripplegate ; ** that of the
Pouchmakers (1380) ;11 that of the Whittawyers or Curriers
in the Carmelitcs ; the Fraternity of the Barbers,i} and that of
the Weavers.§§ To these, on rather less direct evidence, may
be added the Girdlers’ fraternity of St. Lawrence, in St.
Lawrence Jewry (1332); [l the Salters’ fraternity of Corpus
Christi, in All Hallows’, Bread Street (1349) ;MY the Black-
smiths’ fraternity of St. Eloy,*** and the Pewtercrs’ fraternity.ttt
With the half-dozen already fully dealt with, this accounts for

% (Gild Celtificate in the Public Record Office, g
+ Zond, and Midd. Arch, Soc. Trans., IV. p. 28,

1 Sharpe, Calendar of Wills, 1. 689. § Jod, 11, 153.
I 2%éd., 11. 26. Y Gild Certificates of 1389, 215,
#* Add, MS. in British Museum,

Yt Sharpe, Calendar of Wills, 11, 223 ; and Certificats, 463.

1t S. Young, Barber-Susgeons.

8§ Facsimile of Weavers' Ancient Boak,

W Calendar of Wills, L 383. 99 2d,, 1. 547.
%% Tond, and Midd. dreh, Soc, Trans,, IV.

tt+ C. Welch, History of Pewterers, val, L,
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more than half of the trades which arc known to have been
recognized as craflts or misterics by the grant of charters or
ordinances, and there is the strongest presumption that most
of the other crafts had similar fraternity organizations.

Tt was not merely a matter of sentiment, nor even of the
satisfaction of the social instinet, though both these motives
were strong. There were sound practical reasons of policy for
forming a fraternity, ‘The right of pursuing economic cnds by
voluntary association was not recognized in the medizval
city. Association always needed a sanction, and the less an
association of craftsmen could rely on the tacit sanction of the
civic authorities, the mote it needed the shelter and the sanec-
tion of the Chureh, which was rarely refused in some form or
other, even to bodies of rebellious journeymen. We have
already had a case of a craftsman being indicted in a spiritual
court for breach of sworn agreement with his fellows ; and the

. jealousy with which the State regarded the fraternities is to
some extent explained when we find that fraternities were in
the habit of registering their ordinances in the court of the
Commissary of London, in order to secure their enforcement
by the spiritual arm. The Glovers' ordinances of 1354 werce
registered in this way. Those who broke the rules or got
behind with their quarterage were to be summoned before the
Official (s.e. a spiritual court), and the fines imposed were to be
divided between the old work of St. Paul's and the fraternity,
just as the Tailors in 1371 proposed to divide their fines with
the city, Even the Water-bearers of London, the poorest
class of labourers, had the ordinances of their fraternity con-
firmed before the Commissary in Austin Friars in 1496, and
the observance of them enforced by penalties varying from
two pounds of wax to “ the great curse.” *

The Janus-like appearance of the gild, as a craft on one
side and as a fraternity on the other, and the difficulty we find
in clearly separating these aspects, were not the result of a mere

¥ Lond, and Midd. Arch. Soe, Trans., 1V, 54.
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confusion in the medizval mind. It was a more or less con-
scious device for securing liberty of action. It was the conse-
quence of that division of authority between Church and
State without which the principle of free voluntary association
would never have grown strong enough to assert its own
rights against either.



CHAPTER IX
THE PARISH FRATERNITIES

HEN Chaucer in the Prologue to his Canterbury Tales
speaks of

¢ An Haberdasher and o Carpenler
A Webbe, 2 Deyer, and a Tapiser,"
as being all

 Clothed in oo liverec
Of n solempne and greet fraternilee,”

he has sometimes been supposed to have drawn his burgesses
from a smaller place than L.ondon, where several trades were
associated in one gild. But Chaucer was a Londoner born
and bred, and the picture he draws of the five craftsmen and
their ladies could hardly have becn rcalized outside the
capital,

"Well seemed ech of them a fair burgeys,
To silten in & yeldhall on & deys,
Tverich for the wisdom that he cen
‘Was ghaply for ta hen an alderman,

Fot catel hadde they y-nogh and rente,
And eek hir wives wolde it wel assenle ;
And elles certein were they to blame,

Tt is ful fair to been yclept ‘ ma dame’
And goon to vigilyes al bifore,

And have a mantel rayalliche y-bore.”

And, as a malter of fact, the liveried fraternities of London
in Chaucer’s-day were not by any means all craft-gilds. The

poet’s five craftsmen may very well have been brethren of one
110
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of the local or parish fraternities which began to be founded
before the middle of the 14th century, and which were
established in half the churches of London at the time the
Canterbury Tales were being wrilten,

The fralernity has been aptly described as a co-operative
chantry, and the description applics, as we have already seen,
to the crafl-gilds, though it does not express their permanent
essence. It applies still more exactly to the parish fraternities,
which had their origin in chantries, and were so intimately
associaled with them that they shared their fate at the Refor-
mation. The part occupied by the chantries, co-operative or
otherwise, in the religious life of the Middle Ages was greater
than can be easily realized. The majority of the persons
ordained, says Bishop Stubbs, speaking of the later Middle
Ages, “ had neither cure of souls nor duly of preaching; their
spiritual work was simply to say masses for the dead.”* Nor
was this less true of an earlier time. Chaniries had no doubt
multiplied as wealth increased, and the spirit of association
enabled all classes to share in their foundation, but the
development of parochial life had at the same time been
gradually displacing what had previously been the chaplaincies
and chantries of greal magnates. That many of the parish
churches in London had an origin of this kind is clear from
the survival of such names as St. Benet Fink, St. Mary
Woolnoth, St. Margaret Moses, St. Mary Mounthaunt, St
Benet Sherehog, and St. Martin Orgar.t

Some of the facts recorded about the last-named of these
churches indicate the importance of the chantry element in
the “manorial parish,’ Towards the end of the reign of
Henry IT. John Bucuinte and Dionysia his wife brought a
suit against the Canons of St Paul’s before the King’s Justice
for the possession of the churches of St. Martin of Candlewick
Street and St. Botolph, Billingsgate, which they claimed as an

* Stubbs, Conststutional History, 111, 386,
+ Bateson, Mediewval England, p. 46.
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inheritance from Orgar, who has given his name to St. Martin’s
Church. The Canons produced a charter which showed that
they held the churches by the gift of Orgar and his sons, and
of Christina the mother of Dionysia ; and John Bucuinte and
his wife thereupon renounced their claim on condition that the
anniversary services for Orgar's soul were faithfully observed,
and that their own names were added to the list of those for
whom such masses were sung.*

The extension and rebuilding of churches which were con-
stantly going on throughout the 14th and 15th centuries in
London as elsewhere were largely supported by the foundation
of chantries. The feudal magnates who had held the churches
in early days were replaced by wealthy drapers, fishmongers,
vintners, and mercers, who not only acquired their great houses
but adopted their social traditions, and who sought to found
a family in a spiritual sense by making permanent provision
for themselves, their ancestors, and their posterity. Within &
stone's cast of St. Martin Orgar on either side lay the churches
of St. Lawrence Poultney and St, Michael, Crooked Lane,
The first of these derived its name from Sir John Poultney,
Draper and Mayor of London, who died in 1348. Sir John
dwelt in the great mansion of Cold Harbour, which came into
his hands from those of the Bigods and passed alterwards into
those of the Bohuns, a house in which princes were lodged and
kings feasted, and by his will he left to the Bishop of London
“his finest ring with a red stone called a ruby,” and to the
Earl of Huntingdon “a beautiful ring with two stones called
diamonds,” on condition that they would see after the
establishment of chantries in St. Paul's, which the Mayor,
Recorder, Sheriffs, Common Pleader, and their servants were
to be rewarded for attending, and the endowment of St.
Lawrence as a collegiate church with a master and seven
chaplains to sing masses for the dead.t

* Ninth Report of Hist, MSS. Com,, Pt. I, p. 16,
t Sharpe, Calendar of Wills, 1. Goy.
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In the same way St. Michael’s, Crooked Lane, was rebuilt
by John Lovekyn, Stockfishmonger, and four times Mayor,
who was buried there in the choir under a fair tomb with the
images of him and his wife in alabaster, was increased with a
new choir and side chapels by Sir William Walworth, Stock-
fishmonger and Mayor, sometime servant to John Lovekyn,
and finally, was endowed as a college for a master and nine
chaplains by Sir William, who was buried there in 1385.*

The College with which Richard Whittington endowed
St. Michael Paternoster Royal, where he was “three times
buried,” and which has given its name to College Hill, included
along with its Master and chaplains an alms-house for twelve
poor men and women under the rule of a tutor, who cvery day
when they rose from theif beds were to knecl upon their
knees and say a Paternoster and an Ave with special and
hearty recommendation of Whittington and his wife to God
and Our Blessed Maiden Mary, and at other times of the day
when they might best have leisure thrice seven Aves fifteen
Paternosters and three Credos. But if prevented by fceble-
ness from carrying out this duty, they were to come together
once in the day at least about Whiltington's tomb, “and they
that can shall say the Psalm D¢ Profundis and they that can
shall say three Psalms, three Aves and one Credo. And after
this done the Tutor or eldest of them shall say openly in
English, ‘God have mercy on our Founders’ souls and on
all Christians! And they that stand about shall answer and
say, ‘ Amen.’” t N

Instances might be multiplied at any length to show how
the great merchants of London bequeathed their wealth in
the spirit of the feudal magnate with a view to securing the
spiritual welfare and permanent commemoration of their
families, The amount bestowed with a direct regard for the
good of a wider community remained even down to the eve
of the Reformation inconsiderable as compared with the

* Btow, Survey, p, 223 ¥ Suype, Séow, IIL 4,
I
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constant stream of bequests great and small for the benefit
of the souls of testators and of their immediate kin. But the
student of medizval wills finds a more liberal spirit gradually
spreading abroad in the course of the 14th century. In part it
is stimulated by a self-regarding motive. The testator wishes
to have a permanent guarantee that the spiritual benefits he
is paying for will not be withheld through the slackness of his
beneficiaries.

Thus John de Holegh, Hosier, whose many bequests in
1381 were mostly made with a view to his own spiritual
welfare, desired that his testament might remain in the custody
of four honest parishioners of St. Mary Bow, and that a copy
of it might be written in a missal which was to be used at the
high altar in that church, for the purchase of which he left £3,
He left also £3 for an image of the Virgin to be placed in the
choir with a crown on her head and with a copy of his will on
a tablet at her feet.* ,

Soon after the accession of Edward IIL, and just at the
time that the majority of the crafts were attaining recognition,
the work of extending the parish churches and of enriching
their services began to be undertaken in a much worthier way
than by the gifts of the dead. The leading parishioners
united in an effort to meet the spiritual needs of the parish,
and invited their poorer neighbours to co-operate with them
by giving small regular contributions,

“In the tenth year before the great Pestilence,” says one of the
gild certifica¥s of 1389, “ Geoffrey Wynchecombe and Roger Compis,
parishionexs of the church of Our Lady of Colechurch in London,
seeing that the said church was too small and narrow to receive
the parishioners, of their great goodness and for the easement of
the people added a chapel to the honour of . . . St. Katherine to
the said church, and afterwards the said Geoffrey and others com-
menced of theirgreat devotion a company or fraternity of the people
of the same parish to furnish and sustain five candles to burn in the

* Bharpe, Calendar of Wills, 1. 636,
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said chapel in honour of God, Our Lady, . . . St. Katherine and all
the saints of paradise, and lo find a chaplain to sing in the said
chapel for our Lord the King, our Lady the Queen, their progenitors
and their posterity, and for all those living or dead who are were or
shall be of the said company.” *

%In the 1yth year of King Edward the third,” says another
certificate, “ Ralph Capeleyn, Bailiff, William Double, Fishmonger,
Roger Clonyll, Chandler, Henry Boseworth, Vintner, Stephen Lucas,
Stockfishmonger and others of the better sort of the parish of St
Magnus near London Bridge . . . commenced and caused to be
sung an anthem of Our Lady called Safve Regine at every Vesper
and ordained candles to burn at the time of the said anthem in
honour and reverence of the five principal joys of Our Lady, and
to excite the people to devotion, . . . Whereupon several other
good people of the same parish seeing the gieat seemliness of this
service and devotion proffered to be aiders and partneis in sustaining
the lights and the anthem, by paying each person every week a
halfpenny and soon after with the people gave to the light and
anthem they commenced to find a chaplain to sing in the said
church for all the benefactors of the light and anthem.”

There had likewise been a fraternity, the certificate proceeds
to say, of St. Thomas the Martyr in the chapcl on the bridge,
whose members belonged to St. Magnus parish, but in view
of the fact that the parish church was old and ruinous, besides
being too small, the two fraternities determined to become one,
to have the anthem of St. Thomas after the Salfve Kegina, and
to devote their united resources to enlarging of St. Magnus’
Church, “So that they have no chattels at present but are in
debt £20 13s. 44. on the above account.”

The Fraternity of St. Giles, which was one of half a dozen
fraternities founded in the church of St. Giles', Cripplegate,

* It will save further references to state that the materials for the rest of this
chapter are derived from the Gild Certlficates of 1389 in the Public Record
Office. In many cases recourse lies been had to the originals, but foll use hag
also been made of the transcript and translation which is to be found in the
Guildhall MS. No. 142; and of Miss Toulmin Smith's Zuglish Gilds, which
containg three sete of o1dinances,
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had its origin in the building of a chapel as an enlargement of
the church in 1333, by Guy Clerk, citizen of London. [a this
chapel of St. Giles' the members of the fraternity maintained
thirty-one lights (afterwards forty-three) by the weckly payment
of a farthing apiece. In all these cases the regular contribu-
tions were supplemented by gifts and bequests. Each of the
four founders of the Safve Regina at St. Magnus’ remembered
the fraternity in his will, and thus laid the foundation of a
considerable endowment. Such bequests were, however, usnally
burdened with the obligation of saying masses for the donot's
soul. The Fraternity of St. Mary in All Hallows, London Wall,
founded in 1342, had for its principal benefactor a certain
John de Enfield, blader, a parishioner of St, Owen's, Ncwgate,
who in 1361 left the gild some property in Smithfield on
condition of their establishing a chantry in St. Owen's; and
if this condition were nol performed, two resicdentiary canons
of St. Paul’s were authorized to admonish the gild once, {wice
and thrice, and then to take possession of the land for the
same purpose. The fraternity, by way of showing their zeal,
made the parson of St. Owen’s an ex-officio brother of their
gild.

Regarded metrely as a co-operative chantyy for souls, the
fraternity marks a great advance in social development.
Voluntary co-operation for such a purpose is a sign of the
displacement of the tie of kinship by the tie of neighbous-
hood. Something of the same kind had happened in the
ancient city state. The religious bond which originally united
only those of the same kin, was widened as the cily expanded
and outgrew this narrow ancestral worship, by the formation
of artificial tribes within which room could be found for all
free sharers in the civic life. The substitution of the parish
gild for the family chantry served the same end, but a still
more beautiful example of this transition is furnished by the
foundation of the Fraternity of all Christian souls in the chapel
of the charnel of St. Paul’s churchyard, This chapel had been
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originally endowed by one or more of the great familics of the
city for the performance of their chantries, but as, in the
chances and changes of time, the families had died out or had
left the city, the chapel had fallen into decay, its windows were
broken, its very altars full of rubbish and ordure, so that
masses could no longer be sung there. This sad spectacle
met the gaze of all those who came to worship in the cathedral,
and the Archhishop of Canterbury when preaching there seized
on the opportunity to stir up the Christian zeal of his hearers,
He offered a full pardon to all who would share in the work
of repairing the chapel, and of furnishing it with the means of
renewing its services. The members of the new brotherhood,
who contributed 34. a quarter for this object, would at
the same time be providing for the due performance of their
own obscquies and making a contingent provision for old age
or poverty. But the lesson of the decayed chantries was not
to be lost. Once a ycar they were to realize for themselves
and to bring home to others the need for the devout fellowship
of all Christian souls. On All Souls’ Day they were to
assemble at Holy Trinity Priory and go in solemn procession
to St, Paul’s, “ with modest steps offering secret orisons as they
passed with a cordial countenance.”

On the chantry side most of the parish fraternities followed
the same course of development, though some had more means
todispose of than others. They began by offering lights, some-
times only a single light, but more often five or even seven, on
their high feast, and two on other feasts to burn on the altar
of their patron saint; but their ambition was always to pay
for a chaplain as soon as they could afford it. In one case,
the Fraternity of St. Katherine in St. Sepulchre, the provision
of a chaplain for daily service by “the poor people of the
parish” seems to have been the sole object. The brethren
met four times a year to collect the priest’s salary, and all
contributed equally. They imposed no oaths, wore no livery,
possessed no chattels,
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The attendance at mass on the feast day of their saint,
and the offering of a penny, a halfpenny, or a farthing,
secms to have been universal At a member's funeral,
tapers were provided, generally five, and four torches. If
the member died outside the city within ten miles the body
was met and catried in. All members must attend in
livery at the dirge on the day before and at the mass on
the day of the funeral on pain of a fine, generally a pound
of wax. Thirty masses, and in some cases as many as three
trentals, were commonly paid for out of the common box for
the soul of the deceased member.

Apart from these observances, which were common to
nearly all fraternities, the proportion which religious objects
bore to social or charitable objects varied considerably. Some-
times a recligious note is sounded in the preamble to the
ordinances. Thus the brotherhood of the Holy Cross in St.
Lawrence Jewry commence their return with the following
pious invocation i—

# In the name of the Holy and Undivided Trinity, the Iather, the
Son and the Holy Spirit, Amen. On the Saturday in the Feast of
the Exaltation of the Holy Cross in the year of our Lord 1370 the
Brethren and Sisters in Christ whose names are written in a certain
paper (and may they be written in the Book of Life), by the inspira-
tion of the Holy Spirit by unanimons assent agreed and oul of
devotion and reverence and honour to Our Lord Jesus Christ
crucified, and to his Holy Cross on which our same Lord Jesus
Christ was exalted for sinners, nailed by the hands and feet, his side
pierced with a lance, his bleeding body fed with gall, his thirst
assuaged with vinegar, commending his spirit to the Father and so
dying, resolved upon the article written within.”

And one or two at least of the fraternities cherished ideals
of a missionary order. The Gild of Holy Trinity at St.
Rotolph, Aldersgate, which began by supplying thirteen tapers
at Easter, went on four years later to establish a chaplain
to celebrate daily at daybreak for the benefit of workmen, .
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and thc Fraternity of Our Lady in St. Dunstan’s in Tower
Street undertook to provide a similar early mass for the
benefit of the common people. Several fraternities state the
amendment of their members' lives to be one of their main
objects.

In the majority of cases, however, what may be called the
social and benevolent activities of ithe gilds receive as much
emphasis as their moral and religious aims. The Gild of Holy
Trinity of Coleman Street puts them first. *This brotherhood
was begun in London of good men of Coleman Street in
nourishing of love and of charity amongsi them and in help
to him that falleth in poverty . . . through the hand of God,
and also in other deeds of charity.” The men of Coleman
Street were in humble circumstances. Their guarlerly sub-
scription was only 14., and they could only offer 6)4. a week
to sick or unfortunate members, As a rule, when the quarter-
age was 34, the fraternity offered 144, a week, which is
equivalent to an offer by a modern Friendly Society of 14s.
a week “sick-pay,” in addition to a funeial benefit, for a
payment of 3d4. a week. To a non-expert this seems a
generous offer, especially as the conditions are often some-
what loosely stated, The Fraternity of St. Stephen in St.
Sepulchre's Church ordains that “if any brother or sister fall
into poverty by way of robbery or accident of fire or by any
other misfortune, not through his own fault, and he have not
wherewith to live or help himself he shall every week have
fourteen pence’ And if any member is imprisoned un-
justly, he or she is to have the same and to be visited
weekly by one of the masters. Generally, however, a member
must have paid his subscription seven years before he became
eligible for relief. This was the case in the Fraternity of St.
Mary at All Hallows, London Wall, and in the Fraternity of
St. Augustine in St. Augustine’s, Paul's Gate, though in the
ordinances of the latter the rule is softened by the addition,
“and if any of the company fall into poverty within the seven
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years we will help him to the best of our power by a contribu-
tion from our private purses,” The financial responsibility of
the fraternity was, of course, lessened by the fact that the
“sick benefits” were not supposed to be paid to all sick or
aged members, but only to those who actually needed it.
Nevertheless, it may be doubted whether the common box
can always have been equal io the demands made upon it
The prosperous fraternity of St. Giles in St. Giles’ stated, when
making its return in 1389, that 1044. a week was paid to poor
members as long as the common box had the means of doing
so, but that for the moment there was only 1544, in the box.

Other assistance of various kinds was offered by dilferent
fraternities to their members. St. Katherine'’s fraternity in
St. Botolph's, Aldersgate, made loans to those in need of
small advances, The Gild of St. Fabian and St. Sebastian in
the same church assisted its young members to find work.
The Fraternity of St. Mary in All Hallows’, London Wall,
offered to give legal or charitable assistance to any member
whaose son or daughter had been unjustly treated by the
master to whom he or she had becn apprenticed, But the
most universal and perhaps the most valuable of all the social
services rendered by the {raternity to its members, lay in the
setllement of disputes between them without recoursc to the
law.

“If any of the hrethren,” runs the ordinance of the Gild of the
Assumption in the Church of the Friars Preachers, “be at discord,
which God forbid, then the plaintiff shall make the plaint to the
masters of the Brotherhood, and if the masters cannot agree the
plaintiff should go to iwo or four of their other brethren, and if all
these cannot make them agree then it shall be well and lawful for
him to go to Common Law, and if the plaintiff act contrary to this
ordinance he shall pay o the box for his trespass two shillings,”

Such being the advantages offered, it remains to consider
briefly the conditions of membership of the fraternity, its inner
life and its methods of self-government, Towards the end of
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the 14th century any citizen wishing to join such a socicly
would have found one, if not in his own, at any rate in the
next parish, and though most of the gilds were founded in
connection with a parish church, they were not confined to the
residents in the parish. But the entrance fec might prove
prohibitive, although it was never as high in the parish
fraternities as the fee of 20s. demanded by the Mercers or
Drapers. The Gild of St. Katherine in St. Mary Colechurch
levied 13s. 44, that of St. Fabian and St. Sebastian and that
of St. James Garlickhithe Gs. 8., on their new members, The
Gild of St. Magnus left the member to pay according to his
means. “Some give five marks, some forty shillings, some
twenty, some nothing.” In many cases no entrance fee is
referred to, but the assent of all the members was generally
required, and sometimes inquity was made as to the candi-
date’s character before admission. On being accepted he
took an oath to obey the rules, and was saluted by each
member with a fraternal kiss,

The first obligation of membership, apart from the attend-
ance at funerals, was the observance of the annual feast of
the patron saint. The members attended mass together and
made an offering, after which they had a dinner or a drinking,
or a revel, Those who failed to attend must cqually share in
the common expense, At this feast wete elected the officers
for the ensuing year, “four men of the best and most discreet
of their fellowship . . . who for the year following shall have
power and custody over all goods.and chattels belonging to
the fraternity . . . and give a reasonable account of all the
profits, gains, mises and expenses thereof” In the Fraternity
of St. Mary at All Hallows', London Wall, foutr undet-masters
were also chosen to assist the four principal masters and to
be jointly responsible with them. At the yearly feast of St.
Kathetine's gild in St. Mary Colechurch, the ordinances were
expressly rehearsed and read in the English language “so as
to have them in better memory,” and they were then openly
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discussed by the members so that any of them might be
amended, if necessary, by common consent.

In the majority of fraternities a livery appears to have
been worn at the annual feast, at funerals, and on other
solemn or great occasions. The livery was generally made
under the direclion of the wardens and paid for by the
members at cost price. If complete it consisted of both hood
and gown, but somctimes the hood was allowed to suffice.
Members were generally forbidden 1o sell or give away their
livery within two years, Besides the annual feast there were
usually four quarterly meetings for the payment of contri-
butions and the transaction of other business, The Gild of
St. Stephen in St. Sepulchre had a summoner who called the
brethren to meetings, and who received 64. from the common
box for every day spent on going his rounds. In all
cases a member might be expelled for bad conduct. The
ordinance of St. Stephen’s gild expresses the common usage.

“If any one of them be a common brawler ar given to quarrel or
be a vagabond or night-wanderer or use dice or brothels or be guilty of
any crime wheleby the brethren or sisters may incur scandal . . . he
shall be admonished once, twice or thrice, and if he be delinquent
the fourth time he shall be wholly expelled from the brotherhood.”

As to the property of the fraternities, most of them must
have possessed a stock of wax, levied on the members as fines,
to be made into tapers, and the four torches used at funerals.
Many owned a mass-book, vestment, and chalice for the use of
their chaplain. The Fraternity of Salve Regina in St. Magnus'
had two chalices, one principal vestment and two othets, a
white and a blue, besides napkins, towels, and altar furniture,
The missal, vestment, and chalice of St, Katherine's fraternity
in St. Botolph's were valued at 10 matks. The common hox,
which was a universal feature of the fraternity, seems to have
had often very little in it, if the certificates are to be credited,
but the Fraternity of St. Mary in the Carmelites’ admitted to
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the possession of 100s. But the chief source of income of
the wealthier gilds lay in rents of land bequeathed to them
or purchased by means of bequests, and some device had
to be adopted to evade the laws against the alienation of land
to religious purposes. The land was generally made aver to
several trustees on the understanding that they would pay
the rents to the gild. Thus the Fraternity of 5t. Katherine in
St. Paul’s, after declaring that it holds no property in land,
adds that two of its members have purchased tenements, “lo
have to them and their heits and assigns of the capilal hcads
of the fee by the services due and accuslomed for ever, with
the intention to put them at mortmain for the maintenance of
a chantry priest if they can obtain license from the king"
And the Gild of St. Fabian and St. Sebastian acknowledges
an atrangement whereby certain tenements ate left in the
hands of feoffees, “ until hereafler by license of the king it may
be put at mortmain for the use of the gild, and the feoffees
when it shall please them pay the rent ... in aid of the
maintenance of the light and for the amendment of vestments
and in other divine works.” In 1370 the Gild of Salve Regina
in St. Magnus’ paid the king £40 for a licence to hold in
mortmain messuages and rents of the yearly value of
£14 9s. 64, which they professed they had deferred io enter
or receive until they got the licence, and soon aflerwards the
annual value of the property was increased to £24 by further
bequests. The licensing of property in mortmain was
evidently a valuable source of income to the Crown, and one
of the motives of the inquiry into the gilds instituted in 1389
must have been the desire to force more of them to pay for
the licence, as many of them soon afterwards did.

It will be easier to appreciate the force of the more political
matives for the inquiry after a consideration of the events of
the early part of Richard’s reign to be given in the next
chapter] In the mean time the facts may be briefly stated.
In the Parliament of 1389 the Commons had petitioned
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against the wearing of livery given by lords, “and also that no
livery shall be given under colour of gild fraternity or any
other association . . . but that all shall be put down within
ten months after this Parliament. And that if any take livery
contrary to this ordinance he shall be imprisoned for a year
without redemption and besides this the said gilds and
fraternities shall lose their franchises and those gilds and
fraternities which have no franchises shall forfeit £100 to the
king.” Although the king's assent which would have con-
verted this Bill into an Act was not granted, the threat created
much alarm amongst the members of fraternities, and the
receipt of the royal writ of inquiry made them feel they were
on their trial. Those that possessed no land, gave out no
livery and imposed no oath, made the most of the absence of
these suspected elements, and where these features could not
be denied, it was carnestly insisted that they had no political
significance. The warders of the Gild of St. Bride in St.
Bride's, Fleet Street, nervously admitted that there had been
something in the nature of a livery, but urged that it was “not
out of any wicked intention of maintaining a confederacy. . . .
They had no oaths, congregations, conventions, meetings, or
assemblies.” They had no box and no rents, nothing but
wax made into tapers, and they were 6 marks in arrears
with the salary of their chaplain. Some of their original
members were dead, others had withdrawn, and the remainder,
after they heard the news and the ordinance of the last Patlia-
ment, wholly refused to pay their quarterage, so that unless
the Government did something to reassure them, the gild's
religious work would cease, # perchance to the peril of man
souls,” :
It is extremely unlikely that all the parish fraternities were
as innocent of political intentions as they would have had the
Government believe, Although there is no positive proof of
their intervention in politics, it is significant that they were
spreading most rapidly precisely at the time when party
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feeling in the city was running highest. Besides the score
whose cettificates have come down to us, another fifty ate
mentioned in wills, ncarly all before the close of the 14th
century; and the period just before the rising of 1381 saw the
establishment of a great number both in London and in the
country. It is significant that, at the very moment when
the issue was being decided whether the Common Council
should be elecled on a basis of localitics or of trades, the local
gilds should spread rapidly over the whole city, so as for the

time to rival if not to surpass the trade gilds both in number
and in wealth.



CHAPTER X
THE RULE OF THE MISTERIES, 1376-1384 %

HE first ten years of the reign of Richard II. were the
most eventful ten years in the history of London, not
excepting even the first ten years of Richard I, or

the last ten of Henry III. Revolution was twice followed by
counter-revolution, and then, after a lengthened period of
unrest, the constitution of the city settled down in what proved
to be its final shape. But the records of this time are a
labyrinth to which there is no single clue. The struggle in
London cannot be interpreted simply as the working oul of
an issue in municipal development. Iniermingled with the
crisis in civic affairs, there was a still more important national
crisis. And the national crisis itself presented no simple
political issue. The ordinary landmarks of constitutional con-
flict bad been for the moment swepl away by a tumultuous
flood of social and economic discontent, which had long been
angrily chafing the resiraining banks of custom and tradition.
And behind all lay the brooding spirit of religious reforma-
tion, which, though it had taken logical shape in the minds
of but a few, had weakened the allegiance of many, and
loosened the hold of authority upon all.

* THe main authority for the whole of this chapter is Dr. Sharpe’s recently
published Calendar of Letter Book H, which, with the editor’s valuable intzoduc-
tion, is the most impoitan( contribution to London constitutional histery since the
publication of Laber Albus, Liber Custamarum, etc, As the references are s
ommerous they are indicated merely by the letter II.
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Of all these mingling clements of revolution, London was
the natural focus. It was at London, in St. Paul's or at
Lambeth, that Wycliffe and his accusers were brought face
to face, each backed by a noisy mob of citizens, most of whom
knew little and cared less about the real questions at stake.
It was in London, or close outside its walls if the citizens shut
their gates in time, that the factious nobility—in whose eyes
national politics wore the aspect of a family feud—menaced
each other with rival armies of retainers, and sought to over-
bear the deliberations of Parliament. And it was towards
London that the revolted peasants from north and south
dirccted their march, when they had detcrmined to square
accounts with the lawyers and to make trial of the good will
of the boy-king,

But though the stage is full of notable actions, that draw
away our eyes as they must have drawn the eyes and the
thoughts of contemporaries, our concern is with the gilds,
And London by this time was full of gilds of the most
diverse kinds; different in origin, in interest, in wealth, in
social status, but all resting on the similar basis of a fraternity
organization. In the mélé of class and party interests that
ensued, the fraternity was a weapon common to all. Itwasa
pike to those who fought on foot. But it was a lance to those
who were mounted and wore the armour of privilege. We
have already seen sothething of the special powers with which
the stronger class interests had armed themselves for the
struggle. The Fishmongers had their Halimot, which placed
them for some purposes outside the ordinary jurisdiction of
the city, and thus gave them a powerful leverage by means
of which they had at times effectively controlled the constitu-
tion. The greater crafts secured a similar leverage by acquit-
ing royal charters. The lesser crafts used the powers of
tegulation granted them by the city to exclude competition
and restrict their numbers. There is reason to think that
some of the victualling crafts which were not entrusted with
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powers of self-regulation, cxercised a special influence on
some of the parish fraternities. Only the poor journeyman
or small master was reduced lo dependence on the single
resoutce afforded by voluniary association wilh his mates,
and even this was declared in his case to be illegal
combination.

The impending conflict was not a simple two-sided one.
There were wheels within wheels ; secret compacts between
unlikely allies. It will be well, therefore, to glance for a
moment at the various elements of antagonism which we
know to have existed, out of which, by a chemical process not
always traceable, the explosive mixture must have been
compounded.

In the first place, there was the cleavage betwecn the
governing oligarchy and the general mass of the ecitizens,
The charter of 1319 had provided that the aldermen should
vacate office at the end of the year, and that an entirely fresh
set should be elected. But this rule must have been ignored
almost from the first, and the aldermen were still holding
office for life in 1376, And as the Common Council was only
called when the aldermen thought fit, and was elected by the
wards under the presidency of the aldermen, it furnished no
adequate representation of the will of the citizens.

In the next place, there was the bitter rivalry between
native and foreign merchants. By this time the control of
national finance had passed almost entirely into the hands of
English merchants who were citizens of London. But in the
larger operations of the import and export trade the competi-
tion of Italians was still a serious grievance. In 1383 we
read of an Italian vessel—which had put in with a rich cargo
at Sandwich—being bribed to leave for Flanders by London
traders who had a stock, no longer fresh, of fruits of all kinds,
oil, etc,, and did not want its value to he diminished.

Thirdly, there was the opposition of interest between the
importers and the exporters, between the dealers in food and

b3
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heavy produce who wished to control the channels of the
city’s supply, and were specially hostile to aliens, and the
manufacturing exporters who wished to keep down the price
of food and raw material, and were, therefore, in favour of free
trade in imports. '

Fourthly, there was the conflict between those who had
a large national interest in manufacture and those who had a
small local interest. The drapers wanted o make London
a depdt for all kinds of English cloth, whilst the weavers
wanted to discriminate by special trade-marks against all
cloth not made in London. The drapers were glad of the
influx of Flemish weavers, whose competition the English
weavers in London regarded with bitter hostility.

And lastly, there was the widening breach in a number of
trades between the master craftsmen and the journeymen,
who were now excluded from the benefits of the craft
organization, and were bent on forming fraternities of their
own,

In the summer of 1376 London was strongly stirred by
the recent revelations of the Good Parliament. Three of its
aldermen had been using their power in the city, and their
influence as Government financiers, to enrich themselves by
dishonest transactions, Richard Lyons and John Peche had
been fined and imprisoned, and had only escaped severer
penalties through the protection of friends at court. Adam
de Bury had fled the country., But the scandal did not stop
here. Peche had been accused of obtaining a monopoly in
sweet wines, and had asserted in defence that the Mayor and
fifteen aldermen were fully cognisant of his action®* More
than half the aldermanic bench, therefore, were involved in
the imputation of corruption, and the time was clearly come
for the reformers to strike their blow, Their proposal was to
destroy the monopoly of power enjoyed by the Court of
Aldermen by creating an independent Common Council,

* H, dii~v,
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elected not from the wards but from the companies, and by
compelling the aldermen to call it regularly and to act by
its advice. While this mcasure was being fiercely debated,
the king sent 2 message threatening to intervene in case of
disturbance. To prevent the suspension of the city’s liberties,
the mayor determined to act on the advice of the reformers—
of whom there werc only five among the aldermen—and to
call a large Common Council on the new plan, by election of
the misteries. At the meccling of this assembly on August
1st, in which forty-one crafts were represented, the three
aldermen were discharged from their offices, the new Common
Council was made a regular part of the constitution (it was to
meet twice a quarter and its members were to clect the
Mayor and Sheriffs), and a message was sent to the king
that the constitutional crisis was now at an end, Later in the
year the reformers obtained authority from the Crown for
insisting on the annual election of aldermen, in accordance
with the atticles of 1319.%

With these men the reform of the civic constitution was
onlya means to an end. It will not be misleading to call them
the party of manufacturing free traders, as long as too much
credit is not given them for purity of doctrine, But it would
be a mistake to regard them as, in practice, an ultra-democratic
party. Undoubtedly they were the party of ideas, the pro-
gressive party. Many of them shared in the anti-clerical
feeling which was then beginning to take a strong root in the
trading classes, and which found political support in the power-
ful but unpopular John of Gaunt. They were the spiritual
ancestors of the Puritans and the Whigs, democratic more
by theoretical conviction than by social sympathy. By
temperament, indeed, they were aristocrats, but they were
driven by political exigencies and by the logic of their
principles to appeal for popular support, which, as is often
the case with an earnest minority, they might secure and

* H, 35-42:
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ntilize for a brief revolutionary period, but could not
permanently retain, Their class interests separated them
from the rank and file of their fellow-citizens, Their leaders
belonged to the wealthy misteries which had procured
exclusive rights by charter from the Crown, and which
jealously guarded their privileges by the exaction of large
entrance fees; so that it was possible for their opponents, as
soon as they came into power again, to pose as the really
democratic party by calling in all the special charters enjoyed
by crafts, and by lowering the financial barriers to citizenship,
The victuallers had not only more command than the
manufacturers over the ordinary sources of populatity—the
love of display and of festive self-indulgence ; they could also
appeal successfully to the lower industrial population, who bore
the employing capitalists no good will.

The leader of the party that had carried through this
revolution, John of Northampton, alderman first of Cordwainer
ward and afterwards of Dowgate, was one of the most
sttiking personalities in London history.

# He was a man,” says the monastic chronicler, who viewed his
doings with no friendly eye, “of unflinching purpose and great
astuteness, elated by his wealth, and so proud that he could neithex
get on with his inferiors nor be deterred by the suggestions or
warnings of his superiors from striving to carry out his drastic ideas
to the bitter end,” #

He was a draper, and had his warehouse and dwelling
on the south side of Thames Street in the part then called
the Ropery, between the Steelyard and the church of
All Hallows the Great, most of which is now covered by
Cannon Street Station. Behind his * Inn with broad gates”
he had a brewhouse and a dyehouse, and owned much
property in the lanes running down to the Thames, as well as
shops in other parts of the city, Later on he acquired the

* Thomne Walsingham, Historia, 11 64,
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manor of Shoreditch from John, Lord Nevill, and entered into
some of the riverside property of the fallen Richard Lyons.*
His more immediate followers were John More and Richard
Norbury, mercers, William Essex, draper, John Willarby,
tailor, and Nicholas Twyfotd, goldsmith; and he had many
supporters amongst the saddlers, cordwainers, haberdashers,
and in the lesser crafts.

The reformers lost no time in getting to work. They got
a committee appointed with authority to revise the city
ordinances, especially those relating to the sale of victuals, and
the result of their labours—the Jubilee Book, probably so
called from the yecar of the king's jubilee, in which it was
compiled—became an object of detestation to the victualling
trades.t But they soon began to find power slipping from
their grasp, and to realize the truth that those who set up a
new constitution cannot always rely upon it to serve the
purposes for which they designed it. The other parly had
no hesitation in appealing to the new constituencies, and had
already set about improving its own organization. The
Fraternity of St. Anthony, which had by this time drawn
within its ranks most of the great importing merchants of
dry goods, assumed its new form as the Grocers’ Company
within a month of Northampton’s revolution; and with the
Grocers were closely allied the Fishmongers, whose unique
and powerful organization had been recently sanctioned by
royal letters patent. These two bodies represented a large
part of the mercantile capital of the city, and, as events
proved, they had influence enough to secure the election of
a majority of aldermen belonging to their party. }

Political ambitions, which destined him to a tragic end,

* Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1384, 462-463, 468, 316, 524, 531, 562, 569, 573,
58x § 1385, 18, 50, 100,
H, 41,
1 ‘The Rev, A, B, Beaven has contributed 5. most interesting analysis of the lst
of Aldermen for those yearsto the English Historical Review for October, 1907
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were soon to place the leadcrship of this party in the hands
of Nicholas Brembre, Grocer, but for the moment two more
cautious and fortunate politicians, William Walworth and John
Philipot, wete equally prominent in it. The deed that
immortalized Walworth lay still in the future, but Philipot
was soon to win golden opinions from the London populace
by fitling out a victorious fleet against the pirates, which led
nobles to call him in derision the “King of London.”* A
still solider claim to popularity lay in their championship of
the cause of the freemen of London against the foreigner.
‘This outcry against the alien so often raised in times of
disturbance, united for the moment many interests which had
nothing else in common—the wealthy skinner or vintner, who
wished (o prevent the Eastland or the Gascon merchant from
dealing direct with the consumer or with the country trader ;
the native weaver, eager to suppress his Flemish competitor or
to compel him to contribute to his “farm”; the shopkeeping
fishmonger or butcher, whose life was embittered by the
thought of the foreigner from Kent or Norfolk trading as
freely in London market as a citizen who was “at scot and
10",.” .

The victuallers, headed by the Fishmongers, had one
supreme object of policy—to control the avenues of the food
supply. Amongst these the foremost in importance was the
Bridge, because it had a permanent dep6t at the other end of
it. Hence the eagerness of the London victuallers to draw
Southwark under the jurisdiction of the city. Edward IIL
at the beginning of his reign had indeed made a grant
of the vill of Southwark to the city; but this was restricted
within very small limits by the existence of other jurisdictions,
foremost among them being that of the King's Marshal.
Whilst John of Northampton's committee were compiling
the Jubilee Book with a view to ensuring free trade in food,
the other party were drawing up a petition to the Parliament

* Chron, Angliz, p. 121,
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about to assemble asking to have the city’s control of South-
wark rencwed and cxtended.

“ Many bakers and other victuallers and false workers at diveis
trades . . . who eschew the punishments of the city, 1epair to the
vill of Southwark, wheie the city officials cannot airest and punish
them because the Couwit of the Marshalsea will not suffer them to
exercise any jurisdiction there.” *

The Government were not prepared to grant this request.
Indced, at that very moment they were considering a scheme
for extending the powers of the Marshal so as to act as a
check on the London victuallers.t It had long been made a
matter of complaint by the Commons outside London that
the Mayor, Sheriffs, and Aldermen connived at monoply and
were judges in their own cases; and the Government had
threatened to remove the jurisdiclion in such matters into
the more impartial hands of the county justices or of the
Constable of the Tower. Some such measure was recom-
mended by John of Gaunt in the spring of 1377, and may
possibly have been suggested by the city reformers, who were
just beginning to feel themselves overborne by reaction. The
appearance of Wycliffe to answer his accuscis, in St. Paul's, on
February 19th, 1377, was the signal for an outburst of party
feeling in the city which had little relation to the religious
issue, but was more concerned with the price of fish. When
John of Gaunt and Earl Percy the Marshal, who was then in
alliance with him, entered the cathcdral as the protectors of
Wircliffe, they had to pass through an angry crowd of orthodox
fishmongers who had just gol wind of the threatened Bill; and
an unseemly scuffle was followed by a bitter altercation
between the Bishop of London and the Duke. After the
party had passed into the Lady Chapel the dispute continued,
and when the citizens outside began to hear high words
passing into threats of violence, they could no longer be

* Rolls of Parliament, 1. 366. { H, 56.
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restrained from rushing in—one party to protect the Bishop
from the Duke, the other party to rescue Wycliffe from the
Bishop.*

But the news of the proposed Bill had turned the tide of
popular fecling against the rcformers. And when next day
a meeting of citizens was suddenly informed that Earl Percy
had commenced the exercisc of his jurisdiction by imprisoning
a citizen in his house—probably Northumberland ITouse just
within Aldersgate—a rush was made to the rescue. Percy
was not found at home or it might have fated ill with him,
and the mob poured out of the city to the Savoy, which was
John of Gaunt's town house. Meanwhile one of John's
kuights hastened to inform his master and Percy, who
happened to be dining in the Vinlry, that unless they took
great heed that day would be their last.

“With which words the duke leapt so hastily from his oystets
that he hurt both his legs against the form, Wine was offered, but
he could not drink it for hasle and so fled with his fellow Henry
Percy out at a back gate, and entering the Thames never stayed
rowing till they came to Kennington.” {

The Savoy was saved by the intervention of the Bishop, but
the Duke's friends had to keep within doors, and the arms
of Lancaster, which one of the Duke’s city supporters had
displayed over his shop in Cheapside, were reversed by the
maob,

The elections of new aldermen, carried through a few
weeks later under stress of the civic patriotism thus generated,
gave the victuallers a competent majority, no less than eight
of the new aldermen being fishmongers ; and a week after-
wards the mayor, Adam Stable, was removed by royal writ,
and Nicholas Brembre took his placed On May 27th, 1377,
the counter-revolution was cgmpleted by the expulsion from

® Chran. dfiglie, pp. 120-121 § Trevelyan, LBugland in the Age of Wocliffe, 1. 45,
1 Stow, Survey, p. 246. t 1L, 58, 61.
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the Common Council, which then represented fifly-one
misteries, of the five principal supporters of John of
Northampton, who were accused of betraying the secrets
of the Council.*

Thenceforward, till after the rising of 1381, the victuallers
retained their dominance in the city,} which was closely
connecled with the financial aid rendered by the great
metchants of the parly to the Government of the young
king, John Philipot, John Hadley, and William Walworth,
wha succeeded Brembre in the mayoralty in 1378, 1379, and
1380, were called to a Council at Westminster in July, 1377,
and Walworth and Philipot along with two fishmonger
aldermen, Carlille and Sibille, were the city’s rcpresentatives
in Parliament in the following October. It was the same
group of merchant princes who hcaded a loan of £10,000
to the king, and when the Commons demanded the appoint-
ment of wardens who should be responsible for the proper
application of supplies, Richard appointed Walworth and
Philipot.}

In return for these important services Brembre's parly
procured from the king the grant of a charler, which gave
to the citizens a monopoly of retail trade by forbidding all
foreigners except the merchants of Acquitaine to traffic
among themselves, This was claimed by the citizens who
were in favour of it as the restoration of an old city custom
which had of late years been infringed by the free trade
policy of Edward III. The charter, which also declared
sthe citizens free from the Marshals jurisdiction, was pro-
claimed through the streets by order of the Mayor, and the
patty in power proceeded to carry its principles into effect,

* H, 64. '

t It is true that the other party managed to elect Nicholas Twyford es one of
Lbe Sheiiffs in the autumn of 1377, but when in the following March he attempted
to protect one of his party who had been engaged in a second Wiycliffe riot, he

was removed from office till he made submission to the mayor,
1 II, xii-xiv.
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Merchant strangers were informed that they could not
continue to keep house on their own accouni, but must
take steps to board and lodge with some frce hosteler, and
must sell their merchandise within forty days of their arrival;*
and precepl was sent to the eight mercantile misteries of
Grocets, Mercers, Drapers, Fishmongers, Goldsmiths, Skinners,
Ironmongess, and Vintners to elect searchers who were to see
these orders carried out.t All classes of aliens soon began to
fcel the effects of this change of policy. The merchants of
the German Steelyard found the liberties they had enjoyed
for many generations suddenly suspended and themselves
roughly handled, so that letters were received from the head-
quarters of the Hanseatic League in the Baltic threatening
to break off intercourse with England unless better treatment
were accorded to their merchants.}

But the great merchants and the victuallers were not alone
in their hatred of the foreigner. The English weavers had
perhaps the most solid grievance of all. They were the
oldest chartered craft in the city, and though the monopoly
conferred by their charter had long been lost, they still had to
pay their yearly farm to the king, to which the Flemings
and Brabanters whom Edward III, had invited over did not
contribute. It was not to the interest of the drapers and
clothworkers of the city to allow the English weavers 1o
confrol the aliens, since the latter furnished an important
addition to the supply of labour. Whilst insisting, therefore,
that the aliens should adopt the same rules (as to night work,
etc,) as the native weavers, the authorities had permitted them
to choose bailiffs of their own. The Flemings and Brabanters
belonged to hostile races that could not agree even in exile,
but fell to blows when they met to offer themselves for hite.
Separate churchyards were therefore assigned to them, St.
Lawrence Pountney for the Flemings and St. Mary Somerset
for the Brabanters, and each race was to have its own officers.

* H, xiii, 8. 1 H, go. 1 H, ro1.
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This arrangement was still in force when Brembre took office
as mayor.*

In the summer of 1378, when the anti-alien movement was
at its full height, the English weavers naturally thought the
auspicious moment for action had come. But they could not
hope to achieve anything with divided ranks, and they had a
large number of journeymen amongst them who, if left out of
account, could soon have learnt methods of organization
from the Flemings. " They therefore started their campaign
by setting up a fraternity that would include and equally
represent both householders and journeymen, each class
having two of the four wardens assigned to it. Apart from
this unique feature, the new organization has a special interest
as illustrating the relations of the fraternity to the craft. If
its ordinances had not been registered in the Weavers'
Ancient Book we should not have had any evidence to
connect it with the craft, as the weavers are not oncc
mentioned. The fraternity is said to have been begun
by certain young men and women in the worship of the
Assumption of our Lady, and the ordinances are in almost
every point identical with those of a parish gild. But it is
distinctly provided that the members are not to be bound
to a particular patish. They are to hear mass at St.
Lawrence Pountney or at any other place ordained by the
assent of all the brotherhood, “so that they bind them
nought to that place” 1In this way they obtained the
protection of the Church with the minimum loss of inde-
pendence. But their motive in forming a religious fraternity
was to obtain, not merely protection, but sanction, ze coercive
authority. Each brother or sister was to swear to obey the
ordinances, and that if summoned by the wardens &efore Zis
Ordinary or any other judge, he would appear.and submit to
judgment.t

* Calendar of Letter Book, G, 16, 157, 175, 204, 214, 235, 255, 263, etc,
+ Facsimile of Weavers' Ancient Book.



140 THE GILDS OF LONDON

The first annual meeting of the new fraternity was to take
place in the middle of August, 1378, and at the end of July
the free weavers sent a petition to a special Committee ap-
pointed by the Common Council to hear grievances, asking
that the aliens, * being for the most part exiled from their own
country as notorious malefactors,” should be compelled to
place themselves under the rule of free weavers, who were
to regulate the price of their labour. This rcquest put the
dominant party in a difficulty. They could not refuse to
granl the same “protection” to the weavers which they had
been conferring on the victuallers and the wholesale merchants,
and they werc willing enough to annoy the drapers who em-
ployed the aliens, but it was difficult to wipe out all ihe royal
privileges conferred on the Flemish weavers without some
show of law. They therefore advised the free weavers to
watch the foreigners till they found them guilty of some
defanlt or deceit in trade, which would be a reasonable excuse
for doing what was desired.* With this thrcat hanging over
them the foreigners thought it best to come to terms, and in
March, 1380, they signed an agreement to join the free
weavers in an annual search and to pay their proportion of
the farm.}

Down to the autumn of 1378 the dominant party in the
city had succeeded in carrying out its policy without a check,
even where large national interests were concerned. But it
had as its opponent the most powerful man in the kingdom,
who had not exhausted all his moves in the game. In
October, 1378, John of Gaunt made an attempt to remove
the national government from the pressure exercised by the
great London merchants, who for the moment had the
populace of the city behind them, A Parliament was held
at Gloucester in which the monopoly granted to the citizens
by the charter of the previous year was withdrawn, the
privileges of the German Hanse were restored, and the

* H, 94-95. t H, 151,
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management of the subsidy was taken out of the hands of
Walworth and Philipot. To the majorily of city tradesmen,
however, the reversal of Brembre's policy may well have
seemed a less serious blow than the removal of Parliament
from London, and the serious loss of custom involved in the
absence of the great lords who lodged in the cily when the
Houses were sitting at Westminster. If this were repeated
in subsequent years, ruin would soon stare hundreds of
London shopkeepers and victuallers in the face. Meetings
were called by the mayor to discuss the best way of prevent-
ing this calamity. It was resolved to make a large present to
the lords with a view to recovering their favour. The mayor
lald down £10, and over £350 was raised by a loan, “and
thanks be to God,” adds the record, “a good accord was
effected between the lords of the realm and the city” The
next two Parliaments werc held at Westminster.*

But this alarm had scarcely subsided hefore another serious
cause of disscnsion arose between the Londoners and the
Government. A rurmnour sprang up that it was intended to
solve the difficulties created by the city’s hostility to foreigners
by making another port the seat of foreign trade. It was said
that a wealthy Genoese merchant then staying in London
had offered to makec Southampton the greatest port in
Western Europe, if the king would grant him the use of a
castle there as his depél, The indignation of the extrcmists
in the anti-alien party at this prospect passed all bounds, and
the unfortunate Italian was struck down in the open street
before his inn by the hand of an assassin named Kirkeby.
Feeling ran so high in London that it was impossible to bring
the murderer to trial there, and as the Government were
determined he should not escape, the Parliament of 1380, the
Parliament which enacted the fatal Poll-tax, was held at
Northampton. Kirkeby was convicted and executed, says
the chronicler, with all London looking on.t

* H, xy-xvi. t Walsingham, I, 407,
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The eventful story of the four days of June, 1381, when
the rebels were in London has been admirably told by two
tecent historians, and need not be repeated.® But the account
that has been given above of the relation of parties within
London during the six years that preceded the rising, should
help to explain some of the dealings of influential Londoners
with the rebels. Historians have not unnaturally been puzzled
to account for the fact that the aldermen who were afterwards
charged with having sympathetically parleyed with the peasants
and invited them within the walls, and who were in fact re-
sponsible for the gates that were opened to admit them, were
members, not of the reforming party, but of the party of
victuallers whose leader, William Walworth, afterwards aimed
the decisive stroke that put an end to the rising. Now, there
can be little doubt that Walworth himself had no wish to
admit the rebels, but there is such a thing as a man leading
a patty that he is unable to control, and the presence of the
rebels offered a temptation to the extremists which they
proved unable to resist. Their party had been dominant in
the city for over four years and, as events proved, its lease of
power was running out. The early triumphs of Brembre's
mayaralty had been reversed, The hated forcigner had been
reinstated in all his privileges and the monopoly of the city
retailer withdrawn ; Parliament had been again removed, and
with it all the season’s trade, to a provincial town ; the one
man who had dared to strike a blow for their liberties had
been hanged as a criminal, and John of Gaunt, the author of
all these calamities, had still the leading influence in the
national councils. If they could use the force of poputar
discontent—much of which was already directed against their
great enemy—to strike a decisive blow at the Duke, to settle
old scores with the Marshalsea, to make an end of the
foreigner, and to place their leaders in the position they were

? G, M. Trevelyan, Zngiand in the Agt of Wyelife; Oman, T%e Great
Revolt of 1381,
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naturally qualified to occupy of confidential advisers to the
young king, a little interval of disturbance would be a small
price to pay for so many advantages.

These considerations supply an adequate motive for the
action of Alderman John Horn in advising the peasants on
Blackheath to “come to London since we are all your friends,”
and in giving them a royal standard to march under. They
account for the scarcely concealed satisfaction with which
Alderman Walter Sibille, who was in charge of IL.ondon
Bridge, looked upon the destruction of the Marshalsea, and
for his replying to the expostulations of the citizens, © These
men of Kent are our friends and the king’s” They explain,
too, why the cry of “ To the Savoy” should have been raised
as soon as the rebels had crossed the bridge, and why the
labourers and weavers’ journeymen should have tutned to the
loot and slaughter of the aliens; but, above all, they account
for the strange anxiety manifested by 2 mob of peasants, most
of whom had never seen London before, to find and destroy
the Jubilee Bool.*

As far as paying off old scores went, the plot of the
extremists succeeded. But as a means of furthering their
constructive designs it was a failure. In the autumn following
the rising John of Northampton was elected mayor and re-
mained in officc two years. Of the methods by which he
maintained himself in power we have a picture that is start-
lingly modern. It is drawn by no friendly hand, and forms,
indeed, part of an indictment for treason, but the treason of
that day has become the political commonplace of this, so that
with a little necessary modification the charges may be
accepted as true without greatly lowering our opinion of John
of Northampton, In the first place, he was guilty, says the
indictment, of the crime of organizing a party.

“When he was mayor he and his friends , , . sought to draw to

* Oman, T Great Revolt, pp- 187-273 ; Trevelyan, pp, 230-8.
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themselves many men of diverse misteries and a greal number of the
middle class (mediocrem populum) who were cntively ignorant of good
government, and by a system of public meetings carcfully organized
beforehand, they proposed to maintain their falsc and evil schemes
with a strong hand, under cover of talk about the common good ;
and they were always urging the people to be in readiness to stand
by them.”

On the basis of the party thus formed he had set up a still
mote madern organization—a Caucus,

“He caused at diverse times a meeting to be held at the tavern
of John Willingham in the Bowe, of one or two men from each of
twenty misteries, viz.,, Armourets, Girdlers, Lorimers, Pinners, Wite-
drawers, Cardmakers, Curriers, Hotners, Tilers, Smiths, Dyers,
Fullers, Shearmen, Hsberdashers, Cordwainers and other small
misteries, who held by him and had been clected throngh him to the
Common Council, And there were present at such meetings along
with him John More, Mercer, Richard Norbury, Mercer, William
Essex, Draper, and also Thomas Usk, Scrivener, to wrile out their
resolutions. And there they discussed various matters . . . 50 that
those who were present might vote together unanimously at the
meeting of the Common Council. And so by this method he and
his friends introduced whatever proposals they pleased and had
them registered ai the Guildhatl.”

And finally, if we are to believe the indictment, this early
master of the art of politics proceeded to " gerrymander” the
constituencies.

 And because William Walworth, Knight, and others were of a
contrary opinion it was agreed . . . that John of Northampton while
he was mayor could call to his counsel those whom he pleased , . .
and that of every mistery that held againgt him no more than two
members should come and even those must be presented by those
of that mistery who agreed with John in opinion, whilst the misteries
that weze on his side could send as many as they chose, And so he
secured # sofficient majority in every Council,”

But even a unanimouns Couneil would not be omnipotent
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if all its permanent officials were active members of the
opposition,

“And seeing that the old officials, viz, the Recorder, tha
Chamberlain of the Guildhall, the Common Clerk and other officials
would not consent to the opinions of the party but held the contrary
view, John Northampton and his supporters conspired in March,
1382, to remove them in process of time and to fill their places with
such men as would maintain their opinions.” *

Having thus carefully armed himself for the combat the
Mayor commenced his great duel with the fish monopoly.
The first great blow was struck at Midsummer, 1382, when a
number of articles were published by the authority of the
Mayor, Aldermen, and the whole Common Council, which
purported to have been collected from various royal charters
and ancient ordinances of mayors and commons, No fish-
monger was to go to forestall fish by land or water or to take
any alien fishmonger into his house or to form a partnership
with him, All strangers bringing salt-fish, red herring or
other victuals that would keep, were to offer it for sale three
days to the public before disposing of it to city tradesmen.
Strangers bringing fresh fish of the sea might sell it on their
ships or in Cornhill or Cheapside, and city fishmongers were
limited to two hours a day for retailing such fish. Sweet-
water fish was to be sold direct to consumers by those who
caught it or their wives and servants.}

Throughout the following three months a continuous
struggle went on about the exccution of these ordinances.
The wealthy fishmongers who had depbts at Yarmouth and
Gorleston, continued to “embrace fish at the sea coast,”
and sell it for consumption in the country so as to keep
up the London price. The Bailiff of Southwark was
bribed to delay the disembarkation of foreign fish on the
south side of the river so as to make it too late for the

* Powell and Trevelyan, Dociunents, pp. 27-9. t H, 190,
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market.* The foreigners who stood in Cheapside were not
allowed to sell their fish in peace. On the 8th of August
Adam Carlille, one of the aldermen who had been responsible
for letting in the peasants, came to the Stocks market, “and
in a haughty and spiteful manner cursed the said strangers,
saying aloud in the hearing of all that he did not care who
heatrd it or knew of it, but that it was a greal mockery and
badly ordained that such ribalds as those should be selling
their fish within the city . . . and that he would be better
pleased that a fishmonger who was his neighbour in the city
should make 20 shillings by him than such a ribald 20 pence.”
The Common Council petitioned the Mayor and Aldermen
that they would not lightly allow this roguery and malignity
to pass, and Adam was declared incapable for the future of
holding office.}

When Parliament met at Michaelmas the conflict was
transferred to Westminster. Under the influence of North-
ampton and his party a number of measures had been intro-
duced which gave a national sanction to his policy. Alrcady
in the spring an Act had been passed confirming the liberties
of merchant strangers, and it was now proposed to give aliens
full power to sell victuals wholesale or retail; to forbid
London fishmongers to buy fish, except eels, luces, and pike,
to sell again; and to enact that no victualler should hold
judicial office in any city or borough unless no other sufficient
person could be found, in which case he was to abstain from
victualling during his term of office. All these measures
passed info law, but not without strenuous opposition from
the fishmongers, Nicholas Exton, their leader, who appeared
before Parliament as a witness or a petitioner, told the knights
of the shire assembled in the refectory of the Abbey that *if
he had been found at home the previous night he would have
been arrested and led through the midst of Cheap like a
robber and a cut purse.” He declared that if the Bills passed

* H, 192-193. t Riley, Memorials, p, 468,
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the fishmongers would be in peril of their lives, and prayed
that the king might take them under his protection; and
Waltet Sibille, another fishmonger, having obtained leave to
speak, “began to crow that these devices were not exhibited
for any good zeal” to the commonwealth, but for mere malice
borne to the fishmongers who had been the means of getting
several of the promoters imprisoned in Edward IIL's time,
Whereupon John More, who was at that time M.P. for the
city, replied that there was no intention on their side of
breaking the peace, “unless,” he added significantly, “they
[the fishmongers] went about to let into the city the rebels of
Kent and Essex as Walter himself and others did lately.” *

These mutual recriminations of the party leaders had
immediately found an echo in humbler quarters. As three
or four fishmongers of Queenhithe sat talking with a few
neighbours, heated words arose between them on the crisis
in the city. ¢ It seems to me,” said one, “that the Mayor is
taking the bread out of our mouths,” “Yes” said another,
“and you and I and all the other fishmongers are bound to
put our hands beneath the feet of Nicholas Exton for his
good deeds and words on our behalf” *“That may be,”
broke in a neighbour, “but I wouldn’t have been in his place
at the last Common Council for a house full of gold” This
timorous sentiment roused another fishmonger to fury. “For
half a house full,” said he, “I would call the Mayor a
scoundrel. I should lke to have it out with him in a
stand-up fight on Horse Down.” }

A few days hefore this talk took place, John Northampton
had been re-elected for a second year of office. Toaccomplish
this without too gross a breach of consistency had been a
delicate matter. The new civic constitution was based on the
principle of annual changes of Mayor and Aldermen. Bat
principles had to be subordinated to political necessities. To

* H, =zxix ; Rolls of Parliament, III, 141-143.
t Riley, Memerials, p. 473,
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abandon officc at that moment was to risk losing all the ground
he had gained, and Northampton had no such intention. If
we are to believe the indictment already quoted, a meeting
had been held at Goldsmiths' Hall to take measures for his re-
election, a special Common Council had been packed, and
friendly non-voters were to be at hand with physical support,
Nevertheless two writs from the king, dictated no doubt by
friends at court, were needed to overcome Northampton's
scruples. The first informed the Sheriffs, Aldermen and
Commons that the king had no intention of interfering, but
if they should elect John of Northampton it would be agree-
able to him. The offer to re-elect Northampton was then
made and declined. But on teceipt of another letter addressed
to himself, praying him to accept office if elected, the revolu-
tionary leader agreed to serve " on account of his reverence
for the king.” *

The second year of his mayoralty must have been one of
declining popularity. At first, the chronicler tells us, he
pleased everybody by his regulation of the fish trade; but
when he went on to call other trades to account for their
transgressions and began to set up as a reformer of evil
customs generally, he soon made more enemies than friends.t
And the records prove that John Noithampton was a vely
Calvin in restless zeal and unbending thoroughness. His
hand was felt everywhere, Brewers and bakers were to make
farthingsworths for the poor, and, to leave them without
excuse, a supply of farthings and of farthing measures was to
be had at the Guildhall. And the same rule was applied to
the supply of spiritual needs. No priest was to charge more
than a farthing for a mass. If he said he had no change the
parishioner might leave without paying.f But it is in adminis-
tration rather than in legislation that the true vigour of
reform is revealed, and the scrutiny of the mayor seemed to
penetrate every hole and corner in the city. The quack who

* H, =xxii, t Higden, Polychron, py 29, t H, 183,
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sold nonsensical Latin charms for fevers, the fortune-teller
who professed to discover stolen goods by an act of divination
with balls of clay, the sharper who played with an uneven
draught-board or false dice, the begging impostor who dis-
played imaginary wounds and spread false reports about the
war in Flanders, were one and all exalted in the pillory.
There was a grim humour or a grim pedantry in the mayor's
penal methods. An offender who had slandered both the
mayor and an alderman must appear in the pillory with two
symbolical whetstones hung about his neck, a larger one for
the mayor and a smaller one for the alderman, An alderman
who appeared on the Feast of Pentecost without the proper
taffeta lining to his green cloak, must provide a dinner to the
whole aldermanic bench free of charge.*

A mayor of such a temper was not likely to be long
-popular either with the aldermen or the crowd, and the
natural swing of the pendulum might have been trusted to
bring his opponents back into power. But both sides now
felt too strongly to leave events to their natural course.
When the election day came round again arrangements for
packing the Guildhall were made on either side, but Nicholas
Brembre was chosen mayor, according to the statement of the
defeated party, “with strong hand and against the peace”
Northampton was not disposed to accept his defeat quietly.
There was still a fortnight of office left him. On the day of
the election he discussed the situation with three friends over
dinner at John More’s house near St. Mary Bow. They
resolved to call together the caucus at Goldsmiths’ Hall next
day, and in the mean time they dispatched a messenger to
John of Gaunt asking that a royal writ might be sent ordering
a new election,

At the party meeting the mayor eloquently denounced the
methods of his opponents. “If,” said he, “we suffer this
mockery of an election to hold good, we shall be little better

* Riley, Memoriais, pp, 455480
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than slaves. I for my part do not intend to suffer it. Let us
all die at once rather than put up with such an indignity.”
Loud cries of assent and demands for a new election followed
this outbursi, and, according to the hostile account of the
indictment, the mayor was on the point of appealing to force
when the calmer counsels of the aldermen restrained him.
Perhaps also he may have been discouraged by John of
Gaunt's reply, which told him that no royal intervention could
be expected,

But though the new mayor was allowed to take office the
activity of thc opposition did not cease. The leadeis met
almost daily, sometimes at More's house, sometimes al St.
Paul's, at Grey Friars' or Austin Friars’, and conspired against
the Mayor and Aldermen so that a great part of the people
appeated by divers signs of voice and countenance to be
rebels against the mayor. In January, 1384, Bremb® coms
plained to the king, and Northampton was bound over to
keep the peace. Early in February, however, as the mayor
was dining in Wood Street with Sir Richard Waldegrave and
a number of aldermen, he received tidings that Northampton
was marching at the head of five hundred followers through
Cheap in the direction of Ludgate. He dispatched a
messenger to bid them halt, and hurried after with the sheriffs,
Twice Northampton ignored the messenger, but when on
passing Fleet Bridge he looked back and saw Brembre in
pursuit, he called a halt, and parting his men to right and left,
waited to receive him, The zeal of the mayor had outrun
the discretion of his followers, and, turning round, he found
himself alone in the midst of his enemies and looking rather
ridiculous. Once, twice, thrice by word and by gesture he bade
them follow him. Not a man stirred, ‘Thus, says the record,
did John Northampton show himself a rebel and make himself
the equal of his mayor. At last the ex-mayor led the way to
the church of the Carmelites, where, it seems, it had been
ieir peaccful intention to hear a mass for the soul of the
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Earl of Nottingham’s brother, and having thus proved at once
his innocence and his power, he allowed Brembre to arrest him
and to imprison him in the mayoral residence.

Four days later the discontent of the leaderless parly
broke into open revolt. The shops in Cheapside, Budge Row,
Fleet Street, and elsewhere were suddenly closed, and a crowd
assembled before the mayor's house demanding the release of
his prisoner.* Brembre at once proclaimed martial law, and
seizing on a cordwainer named Constantine, who was said to
have been the first to put up his shutters, he ordered him off
to instant execution.t Northampton, More, and Norbury
were tried in the autumn and condemned to death, but their
sentence was immediately commuted {o one of ten years’
imprisonment. Norbury was senl to Cotfe Castle, More to
Nottingham, Northampton 1o Tintagel,T but two years later
they were released on giving security not to come within
eighty miles of the city.

With the election of Brembre the victuallers gained a new
lease of power, which was to run, as it proved, for five years,
and the whole policy of Norithampton was immediately
reversed. The representatives sent by the city to the Parlia-
ment then sitting were all of Brembre’s party. -The Act of
the previous year limiling the operations of fishmongers was
at once repealed, and a new charter was granted to the city
restoring to its freemen the monopoly of retail trade, and once
more limiting merchant strangers to a forty days' stay with a
host. The mayor, indeed, found it necessary to contradicl
rumours to the effect that foreign lraders were not to be
allowed to bring victuals to London market at all.§ North-
ampton’s book of ordinances naturally fell into abeyance, but
it was not till three or four years later that the famous Jubilee
Book, which had been the occasion of so much violent party

* Powell and Trevelyan, Dectments, p. 35-
t Riley, Mencorials, p, 482.
31 H, oxvii-xxxix, § H 222, 226,
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feeling, was solemnly committed to the flames by Brembre’s
successor, Nicholas Exton *

The overthrow of the new constitution introduced by
Northampton, based on the exercise of electoral functions by
the misteries, was equally complete. It cannot, indeed, be said
to have justified its existence by ils smooth operation in
practice. The discretion left to the mayor as to which
misteries should be called upon to clect representatives was
obviously open to be abused in the interests of party. At the
end of Hadley's mayoralty in 1380 the compromise was tried
of electing a Council partly from the misteries and partly from
the wards, and Walworth opened his mayoralty a month later
by instructing the aldermen to consult their wardmotes as to
whether it were best for the election to be made from the
misteries, from the wards, or from both. If they decided in
favour of making the election themselves, they were to proceed
to act on their self-conferred powers. What their decision
was is not recorded, and it is not quite clcar how the Common
Council was elected for the rest of Walworth's year of office.
On one important occasion it was certainly chosen from the
wards, With the election of Notthampton in 1381 the
misteries regained their political functions, but their exercise
of them during the next two years had a revolutionary
character, and did not afford any prospect of permanence.

Soon after Brembre became mayor in 1383 a committee
was appointed to draw up a new constitution for the Common
Council, “where,” it was said, “matters had of late been
carried rather by clamour than by reason and sometimes
by members not qualified to sit,” and a week before
Northampton’s arrest their proposals were laid before an
immense Commonalty of honest and discreet men for their
consideration, They were to the effect that the elections
should be given back to the wards. Every year, within a
fortnight of their own election, the aldermen were to summon

* Riley, Memorials, p. 494.
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their wards and charge them to elect four persons, qualified
by means and understanding, regardless of any office they
might have held before, to be of the Common Council for the
year ensuing, but if the mayor found that more than eight
persons from any one mistery had been chosen by the whole
city, he was to select, with the advice of the aldermen, eight of
the best, and have new ones chosen in place of the others.
This recommendation, with the modification that some of the
larger wards were to elect six members and some of the
lesser ones only two, was afterwards adopted, and proved to be
the final settlement of the question.* The annual election of
aldermen, which had been the other part of Northampton’s
constitution, was allowed to remain till 1394, when an Act of
Parliament declared that the aldermen should remain in office
“till they be removed for just or reasonable cause.”t
The subsequent career of Brembre belongs rather to
natjonal than to civic history. He threw in his lot with the
fortunes of the small party that was beginning to assist and
direct the absolutist aims of the youthful king.i Brembre’s
position in the city was one of the main supports of this new
policy, and his connection with the Court enabled him, on the
other hand, to hold the mayoralty “as it were of conquest ot
maistery.” “He made,” says a later petition, of the mercers,
“divers enarmings by day and by night and destroyed the
king's true lieges, some with open slaughter, some with false
imprisonment, and some fled the city for fear.” At the next
election he laid an ambush of armed men in the Guildhall,
who sprang out on the electors crying with loud voice, “ Slay !
Slayl” If any grudged or complained of any wrong he
was held untrue to the king,§ .Another petition speaks of a
number of prisoners whom Brembre had sectetly conveyed
aut of the city for execution by martial law in Kent.|
* H, Introduction, vi-vii, t Zbid., ix.

1 Stubbs, Constitutional History, IL. 486-504.
§ Rolls of Parliament, IIL, z5. Il Zid., 111, 231,
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This reign of terror ended when Parliament impeached
the king’s friends as traitors, and Brembrc was hanged in
1388. Two years later the sentences of the exiled leaders
of the other party were reversed and their property restored.
Northampton's political career had cnded, but the old rivalry
between himself and Brembre still dominated the imagination
of their fellow-citizens and supplied their parties with catch-
words, so that it was found necessary as late as 1394 to
forbid the mention of their names. Northampton died in
the full odour of sanctity in 1308, It would seem that the
unbending austerity of his reforming days had been softened
by his misfortunes. By his will he made provision that
every Lent each monk in the Charterhouse should have

a pound of dates, a pound of figs, and a pound of raisins
beyond his usual allowance,*

* Sharpe, Calendarof Wills, 1L 334



CHAPTER XI
THE INCORPORATED LIVERY COMPANY

E are now beller able to appreciate the significance
of the inquiry instituted in 1389 into the constitu-
tion and property of the fraternities, and into the

privileges of the chartered crafts. A glance at the Rolls of
Parliament will show that that inquity was no isolated fact.
The nation was beginning to take stock of the social forces
that had begun by building it up, and might end by tearing
it asunder.

The central characteristic of the Middle Ages was uncon-
scious growlh, the development, side by side, of social forces
not fully aware of their mutual antagonism, With the middle
of the 14th century there commenced a period of climax ; the
forces began to realize their antagonism, and their first instinct
was to give it free play. The experience of anarchy and
revolution thus produced brought into fuller consciousness the
wider and deeper common interests that had been growing up
behind the antagonisms. The larger communities, the city
and the nation, began to assert their rights over the partial
interests of family or trade or class, and to demand that these
should cast off the devices of feudal faction and subordinate
their differences to the rule of a common authority.

In this object the city, as was natural, succeeded in
advance of the nation. The struggle of factions in London
was a kind of rehearsal on a small scale of that larger conflict

155
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in which the feudal privileges of the nobility were to batter
themselves to pieces on the fields of Towton and Bosworth,
Each side began by attacking the privileges of the other and
ended by surrendering a good deal of its own. Northampton’s
party insisted that the victuallers should be under the rule of
the mayor, and struck a death-blow at the feudal immunity
embodied in the fishmongers’ halimot. As soon as Brembre
came into power he demanded that all the royal charters held
by the wealthy manufacturing crafts, the Drapers, the Gold-
smiths, the Girdlers, the Saddlers, Tapicers and Cordwainers,
should be brought in to the mayor in sign of submission to
his authority.* The Saddlers refused at first, and only sub-
mitted when Brembre threatened to drive them out at the
point of the sword and cause the whole city to rise against
them{ Later on, in Northampton’s mayoralty, the misteries
that had given up their charters complained that the Fish-
mongers had kept back the most essential documents, and it
was tesolved that these also must be handed over to the
mayor, The Fishmongers, like most of the other victuallers,
had never exercised the powers of self-government which it
had become usual to confer on a craft, so that to deprive them
of their special privileges was to reduce them to a position
below the level of other trades.

“He compelled the fishmongers to acknowledge,” says the
chronicler in his hostile account of Northampton's mayorally, ¢ that
tbe craft they had hitherto exercised was not a craft at all and was
not to be reckoned or named as such amongst the other crafts of
the city, and thus he brought it about that those who were before
superiors were now scarcely admitted amongst the inferiors.”

In Brembre's second mayoralty the victuallers had to
content themselves with removing the disabilities that had
been imposed on them, and with re-establishing the tights of

* Calender of Letter Dook, 1, 193, t Sherwell, Sadders, p, 41,
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free citizens pgenerally as against foreigners. The halimot
was not to be restored, and “no one of any mistery or estate
whatsoever was to enforce his franchise without leave of the
Mayor and Aldermen” Conventicles and assemblies were
forbidden by proclamation. The political activity which had
centred in the halls of the greater crafls was suppressed. The
powers which the lesser crafts and the journeymen had been
exercising, by means of a fraternity organization backed by
the sanction of the Church, were declared illegal. And the
inquiry of 1389 was merely the culmination of a movement
which had long been in progress, and which had been helped
forward by the action of both the lcading parties, towards
placing all lesser franchises and all the powers of private
association under the control of the public authorities, whether
civic or national.

But at the moment when civic feudalism in its more direct
political forms was passing away, the social influence of the
feudal ideal on city life was taking a shape that has survived
to this day—that of the incorporated livery company. The
livery company did not fully achieve its typical and permanent
form till about a century later, and the elements of which it
was composed had each of them been in existence a century
earlier, but it was at the end of the 14th century that those
elements began to blend into a new organic whole, a new type
that was to dominate the social organization of the city for
four centuries, The fralernity, the court of halimot, the
chartered trading body, the craft or mistery, each contributed
important features to the livery company, but each element
thus contributed was modified or transformed as it passed
into the life of the new organization. The livery company
was perhaps most closely akin to the fraternity, but the
fraternity element embodied in the livery company was from
the first largely free from ecclesiastical dominance, and its
religious functions became so subordinated to its social
activities that they could be entirely transformed at the
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Reformation without causing any setious break in the con-
tinuity of the company’s exisience. Each fully developed
livery company had its court in which trade disputes were
settled and by whose authority members could be fined and
even imprisoned, but while this jurisdiction was a rcal and
effectual one, and sharply distinguishes the livery company
from the craft or mistery in its earlier form, it was not an
immunity jurisdiction like the court of the Weavers or of the
Fishmangers, but was exercised under the authority of the
mayor, Similarly, each company based its existence on
the possession of a royal charter, but this charter was not
necessarily a grant of exclusive trading privileges like the
earlier ones granted by Edward IIL to the Goldsmiths, the
Skinners, the Drapets, and the rest ; the essential point of it
was that it conferred the immortal collective personality of a
corporation.

It was nol until the corporate existence of the livery
company had been invested with the security of legal sanction
that the type could definitely form itself and begin to spread
by the process of open imitation. And the nceessity of such
a sanction had been made sufficiently clecar by the events
related in the last two chapters, All the rights hitherto
enjoyed by the great trading fraternities had been recently
called in question, The mayor had suppressed their right of
assembly, Parliament had demanded the suppression of thelr
liveries, the Commission of 1389 had required the return of
their charters, and had revealed the illegality of their landed
possessions. Immediately after the inquiry, therefore, the
older trade fraternities began to place themselves on a firmer
footing. The Tailors, who procured their new charter as carly
as 1390, contented themselves with obtaining a confirmation
of all the rights previously enjoyed—to hold their gild of St.
John Baptist, to make a livety, to hold their assemblies and
their annual feast at midsummey, and to make ordinances—
with the sole addition of a clause providing for the election of
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a master and four wardens.* But in the charters granted to
the Goldsmiths,t to the Mercers in 1394,] and to the Saddlers
in 1393, there is an entirely new departure, Each of these
misteries asks for and obtains the right to have a perpetual
commonalty of themselves, and to have a licence to hold lands
in mortmain to the value of £20. The connection between
these two grants is made clear by the petition of the Gold-
smiths, who state that they had previously held a licence in
mortmain from Edward III, but that it had not yet been
executed because “no person capable” was named therein.
The Skinners, who obtained in 1393 a similar licence to hold
lands in mortmain, seem to have thought they had acquired
an adequate personality by procuring a grant at the same
time “to hold for ever their fraternity or gild in honour of
Corpus Christi and to increase it ” ;|| but subsequent chatters
betray an increasing sense of the need of a definite grant of
incorporation. The Tailors’ charter of 1408 constitutes them
“ 3 sound perpetual and corporate fraternity,” which is to have
a common seal, may plead and be implcaded, may have and
hold lands, etc.

In ell these early cases of incorporation it is to be noted
that while the grant is addressed to the men of the trade in
general—the skinners of London, the men of the mistery of
goldsmiths, of mercers ‘or saddlers—the body cndowed with
legal personality is a fraternity., Not only had fraternities
existed in all the trades in question from an early date; it is
the need of strengthening the social and religious activities of
these fraternities that supplies the justification for the grant,

« Qur well beloved liege men of the mistery of Saddlers,” runs
the charter of that company, *have besought us that whereas many
men of the mistery . . . by old age, feebleness and other infirmities
. « . come to poverty and need, our said lieges piously sympathizing

* Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1390, p. 32I. t Z5id., 1393, p. 219,
1 Zid, 1394, p. 425.  § Jid, 1305, p. 560, || Jbid,, 1393, p. 286,
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with the estate of such ... purposc to acquirc lands for thq
sustenation of the said poor and of one chaplain,” etc.

In the same way, in addition to providing a chaplain, the
Mercers propose to relieve those who have suffered through
shipwreck and other misfortunes, and the Goldsmiths “ those
who by fire and the smoke of quicksilver have lost their
sight.”

In giving such prominence to religious and benevolent
objects as the motives for their incorporation, the fraternities
were following the natural line of least resistance. To main-
tain their control over their respective trades was, no doubt,
a more important object than the relief of their poor. But
theoretically their right to exercise this control had never been
called in question, whilst in practice it was only effectual in
proportion to their political influence, and their political
influence largely depended on the maintenance of their social
prestige, It was with a view lo establishing permanent
organs for the accumulation of social prestige that the livery
companies were incorporated,

For nearly half a century incorporation remained an
exceptional privilege, even amongst the wealthy fraternities
whose members constituted the ruling class of citizens, The
next batch of charters—those gianted hy Henry VI.—turned
the exception into the rule, and by so doing effected a change
in the significance of incorporation. It included the four great
victualling misteries, the Grocers (1428),* the Fishmongers
(1433),} the Vintners (1436),} and the Brewers (1437)§ as
well as five leading manufacturing misteries, 4.6, the Drapers
(1438),l the Cordwainers (1430),% the Leatherselleis (1444),%**
the Haberdashers (1447),tf and the Armourers (1452).4%

* Herbert, Zhoefoe Great Zvery Compames, 1 j20-321.

t fhid, T 24. 1 Zhd., 11, 632,
§ Culendar of Patent Rolls, 1437, p. 142, I 72sd, 1438, p. 244.
9 7od, 1439, p. 308. ** W. H. Black, Leahersellers.

1t Hertbert, 11, 536-53% 11 Guildhall MSS,, No, 110, I, fo. 170.
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The Parish Clerks were also incorporated in 1442, and the
Cutlers had received a charter from Henry V. Incorpora-
tion thus became the established rule amongst the greater
misteries, and an object of legitimate ambition to all the rest.

The effect of this movement is seen in the wording of
the charters. Although the basis for incorporation was still
supplied in most, probably in all, cases by a fraternity
organization, the government of the mistery gradually comes
to the front as the main object. The Drapers' charter of
1438 clearly indicates the point of transition. The men
of the mistery of drapers are authorized “to erect a gild
in honour of the Virgin Mary and to hold it and enjoy it
to all future times” The men of the gild may annually
elect a master and four wardens, who must be drapers
and freemen, to manage the business both of the mistery and
of the gild; and the master, wardens, brethren, and sisters
of the gild are to be one body and a perpetual commu-
nity, with a common seal “for the business as well of the
mistery as of the gild and fraternity.” A year later the
chatter of the Cordwainers gives them authority to choose
yearly a master and four wardens “ to survey, rule and govern
the mistery . . . and all men and works pertaining thereto
and all workers and works in tanned hides . . . and of all
new shoes sold or exposed for sale in the city or for two miles
round,”

That this openly avowed incorporation of the misteries by
royal charter was creating a new situation that called for
vigorous action on the pait of the municipal authorities, is
shown by an Act of Parliament passed in 1437. The
preamble to the Act states that “masters, wardens and people
of gilds, fraternities and other companies corporate . . . often-
times by colour of rule and governance and other terms in
general words to them granted . , . by charters . . . of divers
kings, made among themselves many unlawful and unreason-
able ordinances as well in prices of wares and other things for

M
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their own singular profit,” and the Act requires all such
incorporaled fraternities or companies to bring their charters
to be registered by the chief governors of cities, boroughs, and
towns.® The city of London had evidently been foremost in
procuring this legislation, and immediately began to put it
into operation, The charters recently obtained by the
Brewers and the Cordwainers were called in question. The
Brewers declared their obedience to the Mayor and Aldermen,
and promised to renew the declaration when called upon to do
so. ‘The Cordwainers were enjoined to renounce before the
Lord Chancellor all benefit of their new charter, and after
taking time for consideration, they submitted to the authority
of the Court of Aldermen.}

Disputes about the validity of royal charters would seem
to have formed the main staple of city politics at this period.
The Drapers’ charter of 1438 aroused the jealousy of the
Tailors, who had been fully incorporated in 1408, and led them
{0 procure another charter in 1439, giving them some exclusive
rights of search over the cloth trade. In 1440 the two candi-

dates for thc mayorally were Robert Clopton, Draper, and
Ralph Holland, Tailor,

* When the Tailors in the Guildhall saw that Clopton was chosen
they cried, fNay, Nay, not this, but Ralph Holland'. . . and
incensed others of low fellowships of the city to lake their part . . .
and would not cease for speech of the Mayor nor Oyez made by the
Sergeant of Arms, Wherefore . . . twelve or sixteen of them were
sent into Newgate, some fined and some long imprisoned.”

At the instance of the new mayor the powers granted io the
Tailors were recalled by the king.}

No doubt the opposition thus shown by the city to any
diminution of its control over the crafts explains the reversion

* 15 Hen. VI, c. 6, } Guildhall MSS,, No. 110,Vol, 1. fo. 154.
§ Merbert, Zwelve Great Lvery Companies, I1, 413414 3 Fabyan's Ghronice,
p- 618 ; Clode, "Early Ilistory of Machant Taylors, 1. 135,
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to the eartlier formula in the incorporation of the Haberdashers
(1447) and of the Armourers (1452). In both these cases the
usual corporate rights of perpetual succession, the possession of
a common seal, the power to hold lands and to plead, are con-
ferred on fraternities, the one in honour of St. Katherine, the
other in honour of St. George, and nothing is said of the
regulation of trade. The Armourers’ charter is indeed almost
unique in the prominence given to religious objects, which
was no cdoubt meant to appeal to the pious feelings of
Henry V1.*

A new epoch opened with the accession of Edward IV.
Onc of the earliest acts passed in his reign prohibited the
importation of a long list of foreign manufactures with a view
to encouraging native industries.t This policy was strongly
supported by some of the London crafts, The Cutlers took a
leading part in getting the Act passed, and were backed by
the contributions of lesser crafts like the Pinners, who paid
10s. to obtain an exemplification of the Act in the form
of a mandate to the Mayor to enforce it.} In 1464 the
Horners obtained an Act forbidding the export of the raw
materials of their industry, and giving them powers of search
for a distance of twenty-four miles round London.§ The
charters granted by Edward IV. were part of the same policy.
He incorporated the Tallowchandlers (1462), the Barbers
(1462), the Ironmongers (1463), the Pewterers (1468), the
Dyers (1471), the Musicians (1472), the Parish Clerks (1475),
the Carpenters (1477), the Fullers (1480}, and the Cooks
(1482). By these incorporations—and those of the Wax-
chandlers (1484), the Plasterers (1501), the Coopers (150L),
the Poulterers (1504), the Bakers (1509), and the Innholders
(1515)—the middle class in the city was invested with the
same social status as the upper class represented hy the
membership of the greater companies,

* Guildhall MSS,, No. 110, Vol. I. fo. 170 t 3 Edw. 1V, cap. 1.
1 Egerion MSS, in British Museum, 1142 § 4 Edw, IV. cap. &,
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The records of the Pewterers enable us to follow, in what
was no doubt a typical case, the process by which they secured
the object of their ambition.* In 1452 they paid a clerk of
Chancery 55 to assist two of their members “to search for
statutes and other things to the intent to labour to the
Parliament for a charter for the craft to have search through
England.” The outbreak of civil war seems to have put a
stop to their efforl for a time, but with the accession of
Edward IV. it was renewed. Counsel’s opinion was taken
and another Bill prepared for Parliament, the cost of which,
together with “expenses done on such as shall put it up,”
amounted to the modest sum of 10s. 84. A deputation
entrusted with 8d. to bestow in drinks went to Cutlers’
Hall to ask the advice of the officials there, and another
person of expetrience or influence was intetviewed in the
Mitre in Cheap, at a cost of 164. for bread and wine. The
Pewterers seem to have been advised that incorporation was
a costly affair, and that they had better put more money
in their purse before attempting it. Another ten years was
to elapse before their final and successful effort. In 1467
a sum of £8o which had been accumulated was placed in
the hands of one of the wardens “for purchacing of our
lyvelihood” In 1471 and 1472, sums of £% 4s and
£2 35. 44. are enlered as legal expenses “on divers persons
learned and writings for the speed and purchasing of the
corporation,” and in 1473 a final sum of £41 18s 84, for
the provision of which a special levy had to be made on
all the householders of the craft, thirty-nine of whom
contributed amounts varying from 2s. to £3.

As soon as the charter was granted the new cotporation
proceeded to equip itself with a seal, which cost 105 34
for silver and 6s. 84. for graving, with a great book with
two clasps, and “a coffin” for the " corporation” to lie in,
and several copies of the charter in English. These last

* C, Welch, Pavlerers, Vol, 1. t8, 34-46.
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were for the purpose of enforcing the rights of search which
they had now acquired over country pewterers and over
pewter sold at fairs, and which soon proved to be a valuable
source of income. The searchers authorized by the craft
seem to have covered the greater part of England, and
during the following year they brought in over £20. Thirty-
two country pewterers, braziers, and bell-founders had been
induced 1o enroll themsclves and to pay entrance fees varying
from 35 44, to £1, and no doubt much defective metal had
been seized.

Hitherto the Pewterers had held their meetings at Austin
Friars, where they had rented a hall and other rooms for
festive and business purposes, but with such a prospect of
extended resources they began to think of having a roof of
their own over their heads. A year after the charter had been
granted, the senior warden was authorized to seek a hall,
and spent 8. in tips. A hall in Coleman Street was viewed
by a deputation, but the place finally decided upon was part
of the estate of the Nevilles in Lime Street. Here they
entered into occupation of some existing premises as tenants,
but soon after they began to build, and in 1485 they acquired
the site, after much negotiation at the Mitre, the Salutation,
the Pope’s Head and St. Paul’s, and the consequent expenditure
of half a dozen six-and-eightpences in lawyers’ fees and as
many twopences in drinks, The site itself cost £120, towards
which the Master gave £6 13s. 44. Another £45 was raised
amongst seventy-five members. These sacrifices soon began
to bear fruits. The possession of a charter and a hall gave
the company an effectual hold on the imagination of its
members, Gifts and bequests began to flow in for the en-
dowment of the new collective personality—glass windows,
furniture, linen, plate and towels for the hall, a fair banner
with the arms of the craft for its pageants, and a gorgeous
cloth of gold to serve as a pall at the funerals of members.
The Pewterers were rapidly climbing the ladder of social



166 THE GILDS OF LONDON

advancement, In the mayoralty of Sir Henry Colet (1488),
they held the fourteenth place in a list of sixty-five crafts,
and may well have indulged hopes of being soon within the
magic circle of the twelve great companies.

The case of the Pewterers may be taken as fairly
representative of the dozen companies incorporated by Ed-
ward IV. But success of this kind could not be universal.
It implied a degtree of wealth unattainable to a body of mere
craftsmen or small traders, The money that bought the
charters and built the halls was supplicd mainly by well-
to-do employers and merchants, In the new organization
these claimed a share of influence proportionate to their
wealth, and soon came to form a class apart from the working
craftsmen. In the fraternity of the I4th century, the livery
had been worn by all members alike, but most of the incor-
porated livery companies of the 15th century contained {rom
the. first a number of members who were householders and
paid quarterage but were “ out of the livery,” and who were
frequently grouped in a separate organization known as
the Yeomanry, and the more prosperous members of the
Yeomanry were advanced from time to time into the Livery,
Unless a eraft could produce a class of capitalists and retain
them within its own ranks, it could not support the expense
involved in achieving the new type of organization.

Hence arose a struggle for existence, in the course of which
a considerable number of the hundred and eleven crafts which
we know to have been in existence in 1423 disappeared, or
were absorbed by their more successful rivals, The formation
of the Leathersellers Company furnishes the most striking
example of this process of amalgamation. Throughout the
15th century they had maintained a constant struggle as to
rights of search with the varjous crafts working in leather,
the Glovers, the Pursers, the Whittawyers, and the Pouch-
makers. In 1451 they arranged for a joint annual search
with the Glavers, which did not, however, prove to be g
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permanent settlement. In 1479 their records state that “we
had much trouble with the Pursers and also with the Glovers
and with much and great labour had of them our intent . . .
according to right. Also the craft of Tawyers came to us to
be of the craft of Leathersellers and took their clothing with
us and brought in their book.” In 1498 the Pursers and the
Glovers petitioned the Mayor and Aldermen that they might
be united as Glover-Pursers, on the ground that both crafts
were sore decayed both in number of persons and in substance
of goods ; and four years later the new amalgamation was “by
the good and virtuous mediation of the Mayor"” united to
the Leathersellers. And finally, in 1517, the Pouchmakers
besought the mayor “to annex, knit and make in unison”
their craft with that of the Leathersellers, to continue in
one fellowship, one name, one assembly and one body.

In the same way the Armourers absorbed first the
Bladesmiths and then the Brasiers; the Spurriers were
united to the Blacksmiths; the Hatters and Cappers fell
under the control of the Haberdashers; the Pinners and
Wiresellers, after vainly uniting their forces, became subordinate
members of the Girdlers’ Company. In other cases the
amalgamation was on more equal terms, as in that of the
Barber-Surgeons, that of the Painter-Stainers, and in that
of the Clothworkers' Company, which arose out of a union
of the Fullers with the Shearmen. The last case is a specially
interesting one. The Fullers and the Shearmen had each
contrived, in spite of strong opposition from the Drapers
and the Tailors, to obtain separate grants of incarporation,
yet they still found their wealthier members being drawn
away from them by the superior attractions of the Drapers’
Company. Accotdingly, they joined hands in 1528, and by
this stroke of policy just managed to securc the last place
amongst the Twelve Great Companies,*

But the prevalence of the new type is not to be measured

* Unwin, fudwstrial Orgaisation, pp. 44, 108,
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by the number of crafts that had achieved legal incorporation,
Of the sixty crafts that had a place at the mayor’s feast at
the Guildhall in 1531 not more than half were incorporated,
but at least a dozen of the remainder were organized in the
same fashion, Many of these, like the Butchers, the Curriers,
and the Tilers, had long possessed halls, and the royal
charters ultimately granted to them by Elizabeth or James I.
merely confirmed them in the exercise of powers they had
enjoyed for a century or more. Legal incorporation was
needed to consolidate the new type of association whilst it
was still in process of formation, but when the type had
become firmly established by the incorporation of a scote of
the leading companies, its features might easily be copied by
companies that were not incorporated. That this actually
happened may be seen by comparing the ordinances granted
by the Mayor and Aldermen to the crafts in the reigns
of Edward IV. and Henry VII. with those granted in the
reigns of Edward III. and Richard II. The set of articles
for the regulation of their calling which the men of a mistery
presented to the civic authorities in the earlier period were
almost entirely silent as to the social machinery by means of
which the regulations were to be enforced. The rules about
the length of apprenticeship, the entrance to a trade, the
search of workshops, the seizure of defective wares or
materials, were sufficient to give the craftsmen a fairly
complete control of their trade if they were well enough
organized to take advantage of them. But no such organiza-
tion was directly authorized by the city. From the strictly
constitutional point of view the wardens or overseers of a
trade, though elected by the craftsmen, were the sworn officers
of the municipality, and could only enforce their authority by
a direct appeal to the Mayor and Aldermen, They were not
authorized to hold courts of the craft or to levy quarterage
upon its members. The whole social machinery by which the
“craft” secured an effective control of trade—the annual and
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quarterly meetings, the common dress, the entrance fees,
quarierly subscriptions and fines, the authorily to settle
dispules between members, the religious and charitable
functions which gave the association its binding force
—belonged not to the craft as such but to the fraternity;
and the fraternity, whilst it might need the toleration of the
civic authorities, derived its sanction from the Church,

The royal charters of incorporation effected a twofold
change in this situation. They replaced the ecclesiastical
sanction upon which the trade fraternities had rested by the
secular sanction of the State, whilst at the same time they
preserved for the livery companies a basis of voluntary
association independent of the civic authority., Spontaneous
growth from below was thus left much freer than it would
have been if the companies had been the mere creations of
the mayor and aldermen, but, on the other hand, there was
serious danger of civic anarchy if the larger companies became
too independent of the municipal government. It was in
order to safeguard itself from this peril that the city promoted
the Act of 1437, and insisted on the charters granted to the
companies being presented for approval and enrolment to the
Mayor and Aldetmen,

Such was the situation in the middle of the 15th century.
Each of the dozen livery companies that had secured
incorporation had a history of its own, but the gencral type
was formed by a mixture of the “mistery,” or organ of
municipal administration, and the fraternity. The charter
might lay all or most of the stress on one of these elements,
but in each case both elements co-existed and were beginning
to blend into a new whole. During the reign of Edward IV,,
as we have already seen, this type of organization was rapidly
spreading among the lesser misteries. The civic authorities
opposed the movement to the best of their power, but if a
craft could collect sufficient funds they could not prevent it
from buying a grant of incorporation from the king. In the
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end they found it wiser to compete with the king by offering
similar advantages ata cheaper rate. In the reigns of Edward
IV. and Henry VIIL more than a dozen sets of ordinances
were granted to the lesser crafts, in which all the features of
the livery company except legal incorporation were outlined and
authorized by the city. The ground covered by thesc ordinances
corresponds much less with that covered by the old articles
granted to the crafts, than it does with that covered by the
rules of the religious fraternities as icturned in 1389. They
provide not only for the election of wardens but for annual
mass and feast They empower the wardens not only to
search for defective goods and to divide the fines imposed
upon offences with the city, bul also to collect quarterage for
religious and charitable objects, to hold courts for the settle-
ment of disputes, and to appoint a livery. They lay upon
members the obligation of attending the court on the summons
of the beadle, of accepting office when elected, and even of
following the funeral and bearing the body of a departed
brother of the fraternity. Thus, in the cases of the Blade-
smiths (1463),* the Painters (1466),% the Bakers (1476),f
the Masons (1481),§ the Hurers (1489),] the Bowyers (1489),1
the Lorimers (1489),** the Founders (1490),1t the Saddlers
(1490),11 the Weavers (1492),§§ the Pastelers (1495)Jll the
Wiresellers (1497),9% and the Upholders (1498),*** the whole
of the gild organization became a matter of civic ordinance.
In some instances at least the city would appear to have
exercised pressure upon the fraternities in this direction, The
fraternity or organization of the Saddlers is the oldest of
which we have any record, and it had been incorporated by
Richard II. The Saddlers had fallen out of the ranks of the
greater companies, and perhaps they had neglected to have

* Letter Book, L, fo. 16, t L, 43. $ L, 122,
§ L, 168, | L, 266. 1 L, 261h.
** L, 270, t+ L, 238D, 11 L, 28,

§ L, 295 M L, 318. 19 1, 320. s+ M, 56
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their charter enrolled. In 1490 they were commanded to
bring in theit book containing all the ordinances “ which their
predecessors had long afore this time made and which they
had peaceably enjoyed,” but which “had not been authorized
within the city.” These were straightway cancelled and a
fresh set of ordinances dealing with their religious observances,
their livery, the appointment of assistants, the holding of
courts, the election of officers and the auditing of accounts,
were issued on the authority of the Mayor and Aldermen.

If all the city companies had come to exercise their
functions as voluntary associations under the direcl sanction of
the municipal government, their most vital characteristics
would have been effected. The influence of the incorporated
companies prevented this result. It was in them that the
type had been first formed, and their semi-independent
position served as an example to the rest. Most of the crafts
that first took shape as livery companies by virtue of a
municipal grant of ordinances, contrived at a later date to
establish themselves on a corporate footing by grant of a
royal charter, or were absorbed into other companies more
successful in this respect than themselves.

Nevertheless, it would be a great mistake to regard the
legal formalities of incorporation as in any way essential to
the corporate spirit. That spirit had become universal
amongst all classes of dwellers in cities before the end of the
15th century. The clergy, regular and secular, of all grades;
the legal, medical, and teaching professions ; the merchant,
the shopkeeper, and the craftsman; the persecuted alien
and the despised waterbearer—were all entrenched behind the
bulwarks of professional association. Even the Labourers of
London looked back at a later date to the golden age of
Henry VII, and Henty VIII, when their interests had been
protected by some form of recognized corporate activity.

Nor was the corporate spirit by any means a purely selfish
one. The jealous spirit of professional honour which is
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recognized as one of the most important contributions to
modern civilization, was an essential part of it. This chapter
may fittingly close with a glance at two documents from
different ends of the 1g5th century, which may serve at
once to illustrate the wide range of corporate activity and
the best spirit of professionalism at this petiod of London
history.

In the first year of the reign of Henry VI. Gilbert Kymer,
Master of Arts, Doctor of Medicine, and Rector of Medicine
in the city of London, appeared with the two Surveyors of the
Faculty of Physic and the two Masters of the Craft of Surgery
before the Mayor, to ask for the authorization of their pro-
fessional organization. Their rules were meant to ensure that
all practitioners in both branches should be duly qualified, if
passible, by a University training, and they sought to provide
a hall where reading and disputation in Philosophy and
medicine could be regularly carried on. No physician was to
receive upon himself any cure, “desperate or deadly,” without
showing it within two or three days to the Rector ot one of
the Surveyors in order that a professional consultation might
be held, and no surgeon was to make any cutting or cauteriza-
tion which might result in death or maiming without similar
notice. Any sick man in need of professional help but too
poor to pay for it, might have it by applying to the Rector,
In other cases the physician was not to charge excessive fees,
but to fix them in accordance with the power of the sick man,
and “measurably after the deserving of his labour.” A body
composed of two physicians, two surgeons, and two apothe-
caries, was to search all shops for “false or sophisticated
medicines,” and to pour all quack remedies into the gutter.*

If we turn from the higher ranks of the medical profession
to the lowlier agents of the law, we find a similar sense of
serious responsibility. The Fellowship of the Yeomen Officers
of the City, who served under the Sheriff’s Serjeants and were

* Letter Book, K, 6.
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the police constables of their day, introduce an enumeration of
the rules of their profession with this preamble—

“In the name of God, Amen. Forasmuch as among all things
pleasant to our Lord God in this transitory life after due love had
unto him, is the love, amity and good concord to be had among all
Christian people, and in especial among them that be daily associates
together, and like as their continual conversation by reason of their
dealing must daily be had and accustomed, so may they be knit
together in very true amity, charitable and kindly dealing. Of the
which ever groweth not only such pleasure to God, but also the
commonwealth, and prosperity of all them that in such wise deal.
So always that their said dealing be put and set under due and good
ordinary rule.”

The rules require that “every Veoman shall well and
honestly behave himself in the House of the Sheriffs, and in
the presence of the Master Sheriff and my Mistress, and
diligently shall do him service upon the waiting days; that
he shall courteously behave himself o the head officers and
ministers of courts as o Masters and Under Sheriffs, the
Secondaries and all the Clerks, and them in all lawful com-
mandments to obey, and to attend o do the services of Mrs.
Sheriffs” ; they forbid him to miscall any serjeant or misuse
any of his fellows or to disobey his wardens, “and forasmuch
as hy the will of God and ordinance of Holy Church every one
that sweareth or blasphemeth is holden accursed, therefore it
is ordained that whoso he be that sweareth by God our
Heavenly Father or by His blessed Son Jesus, or by His
bitter Passion which He suffered for mankind or by His
precious blood which He shed for the sins of the whole world,
or by His Blessed Mother St. Mary shall forfeit and pay six-
pence or else a pound of wax to the light,” maintained by the
gild in Austin Friars, But the chivalty and the piety of the
Yeoman were not to unfit him for the stern performance of
his professional duties.
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“ Whereas,” says another rule, “as at many suddens a yeoman is
called to lead a Prisoner before a Justice or to the Gaol of Newgate,
and the manifold dangers by the way considered, as the Sanctuary of
St. Martin's, the Grey Friars' and other places of danger, it is
ordered that every yeoman shall have always in readiness one good
and comely slip to lead Prisoners in, either of tape or leather with a
buckle or strong button and he that is found without to forfeit and
pay as aforesaid.”

Undoubtedly, however, the most interesting feature of this
singular professional fraternity was its survival till the close of
the 18th century. Istablished as a religious fraternity in the
church of Austin Friars, it escaped destruction at the Refor-
mation, as is evident from a new arrangement made in 1581
for collecting quarterage for charitable uses, and from an
ordinance made apparently about the same time fixing a fine
of 35. 44. upon the offence of going out before the sermon
when in attendance on the Sheriffs at St. Paul’s.

“ Forasmuch as the word of God which is the foed of the soul
is to be desired before all other things, and that the Rt. Hon,
the Lord Mayor and the Rt. Worshipful Aldermen bis brethren
and the Rt, Worshipful our master the Sheriff do every Sunday
resort to St. Paul's to hear the sermon . . . and some of us have
not abiden the sermon till the end but have had more regard to our
own wills than to om duties towards God and our master.”

The book in which these ordinances are fairly copied
contains a record of the meetings of the Yeomen's Gild from
1710 till 1767, so that there is every reason to suppose that
the association had a continuous existence for nearly three
centuries.*

* Guildhall MSS. 508



CHAPTER XII
HALLS, LIVERIES, AND FELASTS

N the middle of the reign of Richard II. there were
probably not more than two or three of the livery
companies that possessed halls of their own. In the

teign of Richard III. the halls numbered twenty-eight, and
others were in course of being built. Some of them were of
baronial extent and magnificence. The banqueting-hall of the
Merchant Tailors was spacious enough to hold a couple of
hundred guests, and splendid enough for the entertainment of
the company’s royal members. The windows were enriched
with the best Flemish glass ; its walls weie decked with scenes
wrought in tapestry from the life of St. John the Baptist, whose
gilded image must have often looked down from its gilded
tabernacle on a spectacle that presented a remarkable contrast
to the preaching in the wilderness and the prophet’s fare of
locusts and wild honey. But the hall was only the centre of a
numerous group of buildings: a chapel, a gallery for portraits,
a king's chamber and other reception rooms, an exchequer
chamber, a treasury, a wardrobe, a pantry, a buttery, a larder,
a scullery, a kitchen, a storehouse, a bakehouse, a brewery, a
gardener’s house and stables. The entrance gateway was
flanked by a row of cottages for the reception of the company’s
poor almsmen,

Such a mansion was almost an exact replica of the house of

the great noble who lodged his little army of retainers and
176
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held sac and soc within the city during the Middle Ages.
Indeed, many of the wealthier companies began by taking
over the mansion of a feudal magnate, or the buildings of a
religious community which had an almost equally feudal
character, and gradually adapting them to their own purposes.
The Tailors themselves succeeded Sir Qliver de Ingham, who
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ANCITNT DRAPERS’ HALL

had held the high post of Seneschal of Gascony, and defended
Bordeaux for Edward IIL against the French. The Grocers
took over the mansion of one of that famous FilzWalter
family who, in earlier days, had held Baynard Castle, and had
led the civic forces to the field by hereditary right. Skinners’
Hall stands on the site of an old mansion known as Copped

Hall, which met all their needs till the Fire. The Pewtercrs
N
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acquired a hall that had been part of the Nevilles' manor of
Leadenhall, The great house and garden of Thomas
Cromwell, Earl of Essex, was bought afier his fall by the
Drapers. The Mercers acquired the Hospital of St. Thomas
of Acon; the Leathersellers, St. Helen’s Priory,

The Tailors and the Goldsmiths are the only crafts that
are known with any certainty to have possessed halls before
the close of the 14th century.”

Before the Tailors acquired the site of their present hall in
Threadnecdle Street in 1331, they occupied one “behind the
Red Lion in Basing Lane in Cordwainer Ward” But the
first record of actual building relates to the Goldsmiths' Hall,
the site of which had been in the occupation of Sir Nicholas de
Segrave, brother to the Bishop of London, in Edward II’s
reign, and had been transferred to the Goldsmiths in 1357
In 1364 their records speak of an assembly held in their
“ common place in the parish of St. John Zachary,” and in the
following year they spent £136, out of £168 which had
accumulated in the hands of the wardens, on their common
place for a hall, kitchen, pantry, buttery, and “two chambers
with two beds.” In 1380anew parlour and cellar were added.
The walls were of rubble and chalk, the roof of the parlour
was leaded, the inside wainscotted with “ planche bord” and
painted in oil, and there were two chimneys. In 1447 the
Livery raised a subscription towards rebuilding the “parlour,
and a member was admitted on the Livery for glazing the
window. Other benefactors added a bay window to the hall,
and the roof was surmounted with a lantern and vane in 1454.
In 1467 the sum of £6 9s. 64. was spent on “five benches of
tapestry work with goldsmiths’ arms and seven cushions for
the same,” and about the same time the hall was hung with
red worsted and paved with tiles, A silver-gilt statue of

* The Fishmongers may have had one or more—Stow states they had as

many us six~hut the holding of a halimot does not imply the possession of
& hall,
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St. Dunstan, which stood above the screen, was broken up
and sold at the Reformation.

But perhaps the most interesting item in the Goldsmiths’
recotds relating to the furnishing of their hall, is the entry
which describes how three pieces of rich arras were procured
from Flanders in the reign of Henry VIII. A member of the
company who was entrusted with the commission sent over a
servant into Flanders to superiniend the making of the arras,
which occupied him eleven weeks and a day, his travelling
expenses being £6. First of all, the life of St. Dunstan,
which was the subject to be illustrated, had to be translated
into Dutch, which cost 105, Then four artists were employed
sixteen days at Is. 2 day making a design in black and
white; and a boy was hired at 24, a day to sharpen their
pencils. The cost of the actual making of the arras, which
measured 195 Flemish ells, was over £250. Ten shillings
were paid for the town seal of Brussels and for counsel ; other
dues to Flemish officials amounted to over £3; a Spaniard
charged 42 for exchanging money, and the English custom
house levied another £10; so that by the time the arras was
hung behind the high dais it had cost the Goldsmiths as much
as would have built a hall for a smaller company.*

The Grocers, who had contented themselves for a long
time with meeting in the houses of their members, or in the
chamber which they had built for their chaplain, evidently felt
the great solemnity attaching to their first gathering within
walls of their own, Their record of it opens thus—

“In the Holy Name of Jesu, Amen. Remembrance made that
on Trinity Sunday and the third day of June in the year of King
Harry the VI, and the sixth year of his reign, was held the election
af chief governor and wardens which election was the first made in
our place of Coneyhoop Lane in the parlour . , . asthe hall was but
little begun. . . . And in the said year . , . was performed the walls

* Herbert, 11, pp. 222226,
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of our hall on both the sides up to the plate of the roof, and also the
end of the said hall up to the half gable window at the dais and
the other gable up to the window over the kitchen with other costs
in the chamber and parlour, and every penny well and truly paid
every Saturday to the last end of the year." *

Three more years were, however, spent in completing the
work. Under date of 1431 we read—

“On July 1st was the first feast made in our fair hall, at the which
feast was the mayor and many a worshipful person more, beside the
whole craft, at the which feasl was drunken two pipes of wine and
nine batrels of ale with all the appurtenances that longeth therto . . .
and more in our time the garden was made new with the fair Exber
and all the new vines with all the new rails and a pair of fair new
butis thereto.”

The company were minded to enjoy their new possessions
in privacy. The wardens were instructed “not to allow men
of Court or ‘Courtyours’ nor none other Brotherhoods not
Fellowships to occupy our hall nor no part of our place, except
the Brotherhood of St, Mildred in the Poultry, And also they
shall not suffer no man to play at the tennis within the said
place, except those that ben Freemen Shopholders,” They were
likewise to “ suffer the grapes that come of the garden to hang
still and ripe, to the intent that every man of the livery may
daily send after two ot three clusters home to their houses.” }

During the years in which the Grocers’ Hall was being built
the Tailors were making extensive improvements to their
buildings in Threadneedle Street. Repairs to the hall account
for £31 in 1428, and for £35 in 1427. The kitchen was
enlarged at an expense of £64 in 1430, and of £28 in 1432
Another £68 was spent in 1433. The Tailors sent a deputa-
tion to view the kitchen in Kennington Palace—on such an
ambitious scale were their plans, §

* Kingdon, Facsimile of Grocers' Records, 11, pi 194, t Zbid., pp. 193-194.
t 2id, 1, 124. § Clode, Memorials.
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By this time halls were beginning to be built even by the
lesser companies. The Saddlers had received a bequest from
Thomas de Lincoln, on condition that they built a common
hall for the use of the mistery within three years after his
decease, and the fact that they obtained a charter entitling
them to hold land in 1395 no doubt indicates that they began
to build at that time.* The Brewcrs and the Carpenters built
halls without waiting to be incorporated. The Carpenters had
special facilities for building as the Brewers had for letting, and
both companies seem to have the needs of others in view quite
as much as their own. In the two years 1422-3, the Brewers
let their hall to seventeen diffcrent fraternities, which, it may
be assumed, had at this time no halls of thecir own. The
Barbers hired it nine times, the Girdlers and the Clerks five
times, the Dyers and the Armourers four times, the Point-
makers and the Cooks three times, the Coopers twice, and the
Butchers, the Smiths, the Ironmongers, the Founders, the
Glaziers, the Galochemakers, and the Yeomen of the Cord-
wainers, each once. In another list are found the Haber-
dashers and the “ Cotelers” ; and besides the fraternities of
the crafts there were the Fraternity of the Cross and the
Brothethood of the Trinity, the Football-players, and the
“ Penny Brotherhood,” The charge for a single occasion seems
to have varied between 1s. 64, and 2s, The Inguest of the
Wardmoot paid 44. The income derived in two years was
43 45 24% The Carpenters, whose hall was built in 1426, let
it to sixteen different users in 1438, and raised the greater
part of their income in that way.}

By the middle of the 15th century the majority of the
greater companies had come into full possession of their first
halls. In several cases, those of the Skinners, the Vintners,
and the Fishmongers, for instance, the site had been acquired
at an earlier date, and passed on from one set of trustees o

* Sharpe, Calendar of Wills, TL 302.
+ Brewere’ first book, folios 84, 184. 1 Tupp, Carpeniers, p. 16.
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another by private airangement, until a grant of incorporation
and the accumulation of bequests foi the purposcs of building
and of charitable endowment made 1t advisable for the com-
pany to assume full ownership. Thus Richard Merivale, a
Vintner, by his will made in 1437, directed that if the Vintners
became incorporated within two years after his decease, his
feoffees in trust of certain houses and shops in the parish of
St, Edmund in Lombaid Street “ shall so arrange matters that
one of them should become solely seised of the pioperty, so as
to be able to devise the same for the relief of the poor of the

VININIRS' HALL AND RUILDINGS

mistery.” A few months later the company obtained its
charter, and in 1446 another vintner, Guy Shuldham, be-
queathed more propetty on the condition that they should
convert to their own nse a “large hall with parlour, counting
house, pantry, yard, etc. , ., , and that they should bestow
thirteen little mansions lying together, parcel of the said lands
«+ . upon thirteen poor and fieedy men or women of the
mistery,” each receiving one penny a week out of the residue
of the property.* The property thus converted to the
Vintners' use had been originally known as the manor of the
* Shaxpe, Calendar of Wills, T1 487, 596.
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Vintry, and had been held by Sir John Stodie, Vintner, who
was mayor in 1357.*

The first Salters’ Hall had a similar origin at about the
same date, The Sallers furnish the one clear instancc of a
livery company originating in a parish fraternily, that of
Corpus Christi in the Church of All Hallows', Bread Street,
In 1454 Thomas Beaumond, Salter, left to the wardens,
brethren, and sisters of that fraternity, divers lands and tene-
ments, comprising a parcel of land whereon a hall was in course
of erection called Salters’ Hall, and six houses newly erected
in the same parish, in which six poor members of his art ““ were
to be maintained as bedesmen, receiving a weekly sum of
sevenpence.” The wardens were also to distribute annually
205, amongst the poor of the craft. By an earlier will he had
left the fraternity other properly—the White Bull in Bread
Street and a house and garden in Pudding Lane—to provide
a chantry for the souls of himself, his two wives, his friends,
his parents, and all the faithful who should have died in the
University of Oxford within seven years.t

In 1434 the Fishmongers' Company acquired possession,
partly as a bequest, partly by lease, and partly to hold in trust
for religious objects, of the site of their present hall, which had
been occupied by distinguished members of their company,
including John Lovekyn and Sir William Walworth, for many
generations, but which was finally transferred to them by Sir
John Cornwall, Lord Fanhope. When the two branches of
the trade, the Fishmongers and the Stockfishmongers, which
had been sepatated in 1505, were reunited in 1534, it was
resolved to hold the meetings of the company “in the Fish-
mongers’ Hall in the parish of St. Michael Crooked Lane and
not in any other place, which hall is of the gift of Lord Fan-
hope.” This probably implies that Lord Fanhope transferred
the hall on specially favourable terms on condition of the
Fishmongers observing his obit. In Richard IIL's reign the

* Stow, Swruey, p. 240. t+ Sharpe, Calendar of Wills, IL. 534~535.
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Fishmongers possessed two other halls, one in Old Fish Street,
in the parish of St. Nicholas, Cole Abbey, and the other in
Biidge Street, in the patish of St Margaret.*

At the same date there existed, in addition 1o the halls that
have already been mentioned, the Drapers’ Hall, in St. Swithins
by London Stone ; the Haberdashers' Hall, in the parish of
St. Mary Staining, fast by Gutter Lane; the Chandlers’ Hall,

ANCIENT FISHMONGIRS' IALL

fast by the Skinners' Hall in Wallbrook ; the Cutlers’ Hall,
in the parish of St. Michael Paternoster, fast by Ryal; the
Fullers' Hall, in Candlewick Street, within St. Mattin's Lane;
the Bakeis’ Hall, in Warwick Lane ; the Barbers' Hall, in the
parish of St. QOlave, Silver Street; the Buichers’ Hall, in
“Mongell” Street, by Cripplegate; the Dyers' Hall, in
Anchor Lane, in the parish of St. Martin Vintry ; the Shear-
men's Hall, in Mincing Lane; the Cordwainers' Hall, in
Distaff Lane ; the Girdlers’ Hall, in Bassishaw; the Tilets’
Hall, in the parish of All Hallows', London Wall; the
Curriers', in the parish of St. Mary Axe by the Papey; and
the Armourers’ Hall, in Coleman Street t

¥ Herbeet, Livary Companes, 11, t Hatlelan MSS., 541,
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In the record of the building of Pewterers' Hall, which
was proceeding during the first twelve years of “Henry VII,.
we possess a detailed account of efforts and sacrifices which
must have had their parallels in most of the other cases.
Benevolences were raised, to which the poorest members
contributed 44, the wealthiest £1. Deputations were sent
round to view other halls so as to gather the latest improve-
ments, The windows were glazed at the expense of individual
donors, the less wealthy members undertaking a pane, or a half-
pane. The ceiling of the parlour was furnished in the same
way by seventcen members, who gave from four and a half to
ten yards apiece. Others gave a table or half a table, a form,
six joint stools, a pair of trestles, a table-cloth, an iron spit, a
set of salt cellars, or a silver spoon—all which items are duly
placed on record as * the giftys of such goodmen that be alive
and they that be paste oute of this Worlde.” *

Nothing could show more clearly how cssential the
possession of a hall was felt to be at this time than an old
book of the Pinners’ accounts, that has come down to us
from the last quarter of the rsth century. The protectionist
legislation of Edward IV. had seemed to be the Pinners' great
opportunity, and they tried to take advantage of it by
improved organization, They had managed to accumulate
£18, though their fines and quarterages for two years yielded
less than £6, and their expenses were very little short of this
sum. They contributed 24s. 84. to assist the other metal
trades in procuring the Act of 1463, and paid 105 for a copy
of a mandate to the mayor to enforce its execution, which they
deposited in Cutlers’ Hall, besides expending a number of
smaller sums in arresting foreign pinners, conducting searches,
and executing a holocaust of the obnoxious pins in Cheapside.
When they had met all the expenses of their legal proceedings
and of boat-hire in journeys to Westminster Hall, had provided
half a dozen trentals of masses at 2s. 64. the trental for the

* C. Weich, Pasterers, 1. 70-83.
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souls of deceased members, paid the waxchandler, fec’d the
sexton of Elsing Spital, and bestowed six hundred pins on the
sisters of St. James' Hospital to secure their prayers, there was
not much left to keep house on. So they contented themsclves
with hiring Girdlers' Hall at a cost of 2s. a year, and employing
a beadle at a salary of 65, 84. Vet with all this economy they
began to find after the first enthusiasm had passed away that
their expenses were exceeding their income, and the £18 in
hand, after rising to £22, fell to £12. A general slackness is
visible in the accounts. No fines are levied. The elected
officers borrow the cash in hand and put in 1.O.U/s,

It was at this seemingly unfavourable moment that the
Pinners determined to have a hall of their own. No doubt
some reformer thought that the best remedy for indifference
was to have an object for which to make sacrifices. Debts
were called in, and £12 125, realized, A site, and probably a
building, was rented at 20s. a year, and the Pinners proceeded
o adapt it to their needs, They paid to the dauber and his
nan, 25s. ; to the carpenter, 15s.; to the stainer, 31s. ; for brick,
lime, and masons’ work, 115, 84, ; for sprig, nail, and iron work,
155. 64.; for lath and boards, 16s. 24.; for loam, sand, and
gravel, 115. 84. Their furniture was of the simplest. A table
and two trestles cost 4s., and four forms cost 164, This
heroic effort was made in 1480, and in 1497 the Pinners and
the Wiremongers appeared before the Lord Mayor asking to
be amalgamated, on the ground that “ both fellowships were
of so small number and in so great poverty and decay that
they could not support their charges nor bear scot and lot
separately.” *

Of the permanent staff required by the hall the irreducible
minimum was represented by the Beadle. Only the richer
fraternities had chaplains on their staff, and in most companies
the clerical work, which did not amount to more than the
drawing up of an account every one or two years, was given

* Fgerton MSS. in British Musenm, 1142,
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out to a scrivener. But even before the acquisition of a hall
the beadle had been indispensable as a link between the
elected officers and the members. He kept a list of members ;
summoned them to meetings, feasts, and funerals; collected
quarterage, distributed alms, and attended searches. When
the hall was acquired he became its caretaker, superintended
building operations, and tended the garden, whilst his wife
washed the linen. In the wealthier companies, such as the
Tailars, who as early as 1399 paid their beadle £3 a year, the
more responsible of these functions were no doubt undertaken
by the Clerk, who, however, only received a salary of
£2 135, 34, and his table, which cost £2 12s., whilst some of
the lowlier duties were delegated to scrving men* But in the
case of the Pewterers, who may be taken to represent the more
prosperous of the lesser companies, the beadle fulfilled every
function, from that of clerk of works downwards, until the
middle of the 16th century. His salary, which had been
only 24s, in 1463, rose gradually to £4 in 1564. His wife had
13s. 44. for washing the linen, and he was to be allowed at the
master’s dinner a boiled capon or a cock, half a goose, half a
pike, half a pie, half a custard, a rabbit, a dish of sturgeon, two
casts of bread and a gallon of drink, and to have a similar
allowance at the yeomanty dinner. In 1679 his salary had
risen to £20; he had two-thirds of the sums paid for hire of
the hall for funerals, and he was allowed to farm the quarter-
age. In addition to these sources of income he had always
had numerous small fees and house-room in the hall.{

Most of the greater companies had no doubt clerks of their
own—as we know to have been the case with the Tailors and
the Brewers—from the beginning of the 1sth century, but
in the majority of the lesser companies the necessity for a
clerk was not imperatively felt till the middle of the 16th
century, when the weekly sittings of the Court of Assistants

* Clode, Memoriels of Merchant Tailors, p- 66.
t C. Welch, Pruterers, L. pp, 20, 27, 29, 39, 248 5 L. 154,
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began to require a regular record. The Barber-Surgeons
promoted their beadle to the office in 1555 at a salary of £4.
In 1603 this had become £10; but the fees the clerk was
authorized to charge, such as 4os. for registering the accounts,
26s. for drawing a lease, 124. for administering an oath or on
the admission of a freeman, must have formed the chief part
of his emolument. In 1648 his salary was raised to £30.*
The Pewterers’ Clerk, who had begun with a salary of £1, was
receiving 420 in 1610, and when his house-room was required
for extending the hall, an exira allowance was made, which
grew to £12 in 1636.f The extensive financial operations in
which many companies, including the Pewterers, were engaged
at this time, rendered the position of the Cletk an impottant
and responsible one. The Feltmakers, who paid £30 a year
to their Clerk, in 1612 required him to invest 4500 in their
joint-stock enterprise, and the Farriers made a2 demise to their
Clerk of his dwelling in the hall on condition that he would
assist in raising monies on interest for the company when
needful, and would be co-security with wardens and assistants,
He was also to be bound in £350 to continue in their service.}
The suits of livery from which the companies derived their
names were as distinctly borrowed from feudalism as their
halls, Originally “ Livery ” meant the allowance in provisions
and clothing made to the servants and officers of great house-
holds, whether of baron, prelate, monastery, or college. Certain
survivals of livery in this original sense still linger in the
rations supplied to Fellows in the colleges of the older
universities. The term was gradually restricted to the gift
of clothing as a badge of setvice and of protection. The hired
ruffian of the 14th or 15th century was as effectually sheltered
under a great lord’s livery as a priest was under benefit of
clergy. The monastic orders had, moreover, early shown how

* Young, Barber-Suygeons, pp. 288 of seg.
1 Welch, T. 184 ; IL 56, 76, 126, 156,
1 Unwin, Zudustrial Organisation, p. 163
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valuable a link of voluntary fellowship the adoption of livery
might be made, and at the time when the wearing of a
distinctive dress on special occasions was becoming common in
fraternities of all kinds, Edward 1IL. instituted a new order of
nobility by granting the livery of the Garter. Livery of company
became fashionable. Great lords wore one another’s badges,
The factions at Court in which our party politics had theijr
origin distinguished themselves by their respective liveries.*

The numerous abuses to which the wearing of liveries lent
itself led to frequent demands in Parliament for their pro-
hibition, and a long series of Acts were passed from the reign
of Richard I1, onwards with that object, which had, however,
little effect in diminishing the evil till the Tudors began to
adopt more stringenl measures. These Acts were always
worded so as not to have reference to the liveries of fraternities,
but the petitions to Parliament expressly aimed at them also,
and the fear of being covered by one of these prohibilions was
no doubt what led some of the companics that were first to be
incorporated to procurc an authorization of their livery in their
charters,

The livery of the fraternities consisted of two parts, the
gown and the hood, and in the earlicst ordinances of somc of
them we find the distinction made belween those members
who only wear the hood and those who take the whole suit,
Before the middle of the 15th century there had grown up a
class of freemen in most of the companies who did not wear
the livety at all. The Grocers in 1430 had 55 members in the
livery, 17 in hoods, and 42 householders not in the livery.
But suits of livery or hoods were plentifully bestowed by the
wealthier companies on outsiders, who were thus constituted
as honorary members, Thus the Tailors in 1399, besides a
costly livery to the King and Prince, gave a less sumptuous
one to the Mayar, and hoods to the sheriffs, treasurer, recorder,
chamberlain and clerk, and seven robes and seven hoods ta

% Stukibs, Constitutional History, 111, 548.
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others.* In 1415, and again in 1423, the Mayor, Aldermen,
Sheriffs, or any other officers of the city, were forbidden to
take any livery except that of the company to which they
respectively belonged.

The less wealthy companies contented themselves with
appointing a new livery every two, three, or four years.
Where a fresh suit was given every year the member was
required to keep each suit two years, so that he always had
a second best for less solemn occasions. At the beginning of
the 15th century a suit cost about 15+ or 16s, and the hood
separately about zs. 64. The Brewers’ Company, whose
members were exceptionally numerous, spent in 1417 as much
as £185 on one set of liveries, 39 of the wearers being
women. The livery in early times was always of two
colours, which varied with the fashion or taste of the company.
The Grocers wore scarlet and green in 1414, scarlet and black
in 1418, scarlet and deep blue in 1428, violel in grain and
crimson in 1450. Al first both gown and hood were parti-
coloured, bul fashions became sobercr about the time of the
Reformation.}

“But yet in London,” says old Stow, “among the graver sort
(I meen the liveries of companies), remaineth a memory of the
hoods of old time worn by their predecessors: these hoods were
worn, the roundlets upon their heads, the skirts to hang behind in
theit necks to keep them warm, the tippet to lie on their shoulder
or to wind about their necks; these hoods were of old time made in
colours according to their gowns, which were of two colouts, as red
and blue or red and purple, murrey, or as it pleased their masters
and wardens to appoint to the companies ; but now of late time they
have used their gowns to be all of one colour, and those of the
saddest, but their hoods being made the one half of the same cloth
their gowns be of, the other half remaineth red as of old time.” §

* Clode, Munorials of Merchant Tailors, p. 65,

+ Riley, Memorials, p. 612 ; Guildhall MSS., 110, fo. 154 5 Ilerbert, Twelve
Great Lvery Companies, 1. 62.

1 Stow, Swruey, p. 446,
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Besides the livery of their own company, it became the
custom in the 15th century for some of the members of the
greater companies to take the livery of the mayor and sheriffs,
Those who wished for the mayor’s livery sent in their names
to the clerk of their company with 20s, and received four
yards of cloth for a gown* In 1401 the Grocets, besides
spending 467 on their own livery, laid out £6 more in pro-
viding those who were to ride with the Sheriffs with hoods of
their livery, and in the same year bought 166 yards of motley
and a large quantity of cloth of “colour verdubt,” at a total
cost of £43, for clothing the company against the coming of
Queen Johanna, late Duchess of Brittany.f On many of
these special occasions the companies seem to have all worn
the same colours, and to have been distinguished from each
other by cognizances embroidered on their sleeves.

When the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons rode out to
meet Anne of Bohemia, the new queen, in 1382, the misteries
of the city had it in charge that they should not have vestures
of other colours than red and black.

“ Notwithstanding,” say the Goldsmiths’ records, “as all the
other misteries had divers cognizances, the Goldsmiths chose theirs,
and did wear on the red of their dress bars of silver work and
powders of trefoils of silver: and each man of the same mistery,
to the number of seven score, had upon the black part five nouches
(knots) of gold and silkk: and upon their heads they wore hats
covered with red and powdered with the said trefoils.” J

The halls of the Livery Companies are associated in the
popular mind mainly with feasting, and it is not generally
realized that the daily work carried on in many of them repre-
sents a combination of the activities of a ducal estate-office
with those of a charity organization society, and a department
for technical education. The administrative functions of the

* Herbert, 64. t Kingdon, Facsimile of Grocers' Records, 1. p. 9o,
1 Herbert, IL 217.
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companies were of a different character in the age which
immediately succeeded the first erection of their halls, and
they were more closely connected with that great chamber
which formed the centre of the group of buildings occupied by
each of the companies. With the hall as the centre of the
self-government of a community, and with the business
judicial, financial, and administrative carried on there from
week to week, we shall be concerned in subsequent chapters,
But perhaps the social activities, and especially the feasts of
the companies, may claim our first attention, since they, like
the fabiic of the hall itself, represent to a large exient a
survival from carlier feudal times, fiom the tradilions of the
great houschold.

The companies had their feasts before they built their halls,
When they had not, as the Grocers had, members with houses
"large enough for their accommodation, they met in the ball of
a religious house, or in a tavern like the Mermaid in Bread
Street. That a feast held under these conditions was not a
mere fortuitous concourse of guests, but was permeated by a
real family feeling, is sufficiently shown by the presetvation
amongst the Salters of a receipt for making a Christmas pie,
which comes down from a period fifty years hefore the build-
ing of their hall, and which deserves quotation.

4 Take fesaunt, haare and chykenne or capounne, of eche oone ;
with ii partruchis, ii pygeonnes & ii conynggys; & smyte hem on
peces & pyke clene awaye thercfrom alle the boonys that ye maye,
& therwith do hem ynto a foyle (shield or crust) of gode paste, made
craftely ynne the lyknes of a byrdes' bodye with the lyvours and
hertys, ii kydneis of shepe, & farcys (forced meat) & eyren (eggs)
made ynto balles. Caste thereto poudre of pepyr, salts, spyce,
eysell (vinegar), and funges (mushrooms) pykled ; & thanne take the
boonys and let hem seethe ynne a pot to make a gode brothe therfor,
& do yt ynto the foyle of past, & close yt uppe faste, and hake yt
wel & so serve yt forthe ; with the hede of oone of the byrdes stucke
at the oone end of the foyle, and a grete tayle at the other, &

0
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dyvers of hys longe fedyrs sette ynns connynglye alle about
him,” *

But as soon as they had halls of thcir own the [raternitics
began to take greater pride, if not greater pleasure, in their
feasts, and to seek the honour of entertaining distinguished
guests. As early as 1380 the books of the Goldsmiths record
the fact that the wardens of that year, with the consent of their
good people and commons, made a feast to which were invited
“my very honourable lady Isabel, daughter of the King of
England, and her daughter the Countess of Oxford, the Lord
Latimer, the Grand Master of St. John’s, Clerkenwell, and the
Mayor, with six other good folks of the city, which put the
wardens to great cost.” t

Thus began the process by which the feasts of city merchants
and traders were gradually assimilated in luxury, style, and
expense to those of the greatest magnates in the land. The
cost of kecping St. Dunstan’s Day, which in 1357 had been
only 44, was £10in 1359, £16 in 1363, £21 in 1369, and £32
in 1405. In 1473, when £26 17s. 44. was the total cxpense,
the largest item was for comfits and spice, £35 17s. 64, and the
next for wine and beer, £4 10s.; these items, with £3 4« for
minstrelsy, covered half the cost of the entertainment.
Ponltry accounted for another £3; fish for £2 11+ 64.; whilst
butcher's meat only came to 14s. 34, althbugh it included
2 kids, 2 kid lambs, a sitloin of beef, 2 legs of mutton,
12 marrow bones, 4 pair of calves’ feet, 3 knuckles of veal, a
shoulder of veal, and a mouse piece of beef.}

Feasting was not confined to the “greater” companies.
Indeed, the Goldsmiths appear almost frugal by the side of the
Brewers, who spent £38 on their feast in 1425, when 21 swans
at 3s. 94, each were provided, and the bill for poultry alone
came to A8§ including, besides the swans, 2 geesc at 84,

* Horbert, IL p. 563. t Z6id., p. 236.
{ Zid., p. 237 § Mbid., T.y9.
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40 capons at 64, 40 conies at 34., 48 partridges at 44,
12 woodcocks at 44, 12} doz. smaller birds at 64. the doz.,
3 doz. plovers at 3., 18 doz. larks at 4., 6 doz. litile birds at
13d. a doz. The Brewers, who were much harassed by the
famous Richard Whittington about this time on account of the
dearness of their beer, attributed the persccution solely to
the Mayor’s jealousy of their swans, and of the great style of
their feasts, The cook who dressed their dinner was paid
23+, and six turnspits and four assistants " from a tavern on
Fish St. end” rcceived 34. apiece. A hundred faggols and
four quarters of sea coal at 84, the quarter were consumed,
Eighteen dozen of pewter vessels were hired at a cost of 104 ;
rushes for the hall cost 84,, lavender for the tablecloth 64.,and
the players and two harpers and other minstrels received
£ os. 104,

The smallness of the expense on butchers' meat is explained
by a passage in Harrison's Description of Britain, which,
though written in Elizabeth’s days, is equally true of the
times of the earlier Tudors.

“The gentlemen and merchants,” he says, *“ keep much about one
rate. . . . At such times as the merchants do make their ordinary
or voluntary feasts, it is a world to see what great provision is made
of all manner of delicate meats from every quarter of the country,
wherein besides that they are often comparable herein to the nobility
of the land, they will seldom regard anything that the butcher usually
killeth, but reject the same as not worthy to come in place, In
such cases also jellies of all colours, mixed with a variety in the repre-
sentation of sundry flowers, herbs, trees, forms of beasts, fish, fowls,
and fruits, and thereunto marchpane wrought with no small curiosity,
tarts of divers hues, and sundry denominations, conserves of old
fruits, foreign and homebred, suckets, codinacs, marmalades, march-
pane, sugar-bread, ginger-bread, florentines, wild-fowls, venison of all
sorts. . . . Of the potato and such venerous roola . . . I speak
not.” *

* F. ]. Furnival, EFeabetian Englandy pp. 91-92.
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The story told by the London chroniclers of how the
Mayor, Aldermen, Sheriffs, and Commons who had left the
Serjeant’s feast at Ely Place in a huff because the Lord
Treasurer was placed higher than the Mayor within his own
city, and how they were afterwards found by the astonished
messengers, who came to apologize and to bring peace offerings,
feasting with equal magnificence in the Mayor’s own house,
illustrates the equalily in these matters which the city claimed
to hold in Tudor times. There is a curious echo of this story
in the Drapers’ records for the year 1521. The Mayor, who
was a Draper, had attended the Serjeant’s fcast that year, and
though his rights of precedence were duly observed the Drapers
did not consider the banquet worthy of them. ¢ To show what
the fare was,” says their record, “is but loss of time. I suppose
that the worshipful citizens were never worse served.” *

The Drapers may have had high notions, but they were
based on their own practice. They dispensed hospitality on
a magnificent scale. In 1516 they entertalned seventy-eight
distinguished guests, amongst whom were thc Bishop of
Carlisle, the Masters of St. John’s Clerkenwell, and St.
Thomas' Acons, the Priors of Christ Church, Merton and
S5t. Mary Overy, the Lieutenant of the Tower, onc of the
Barons of the Exchequer, the Mayor, Sheriffs, Chamberlain
and Recorder, Leland the antiquary, and a number of knights
and ladies. The total number of those who sat down to
dinner must have been about two bundred, of whom about
thirty were at the chief table in the hall, and another hundred
at the two side tables. Some forty ladies were seated at two
tables in the ladies’ chamber, and twenty maidens in the
chequer chamber. The guests at the chief table, and the
ladies, were served with brawn and mustard, capon boiled,
swan roasted, pyke, venison baked and roast; jellies, pastry,
quails, sturgeon, salmon, wafers, and ippocras. For the Livery
who sat at the side tables were provided “ four sirloins of beef

* Herbert, L p. 413,
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throughout the ox,” six sheep, and a calf. Forty gallons of
curds were supplied by the milk-wife for this feast. The
players and minstrels numbered about ten,

This being an election feast the ceremony of choosing the
master and wardens followed the dinner. Inall essentials it
was the same as that described in connection with the Feste du
Pui. The old master went with a garland on his head, and
his cup-bearer before him, and designated his successor by
delivering the garland to him, and the four wardens transferred
their offices in like manner. The records at this time state
that the ceremony was performed without minstrels, clearly
implying that it had originally been performed to the sound of
music as in the Feste du Pui. When the election had been
completed, “all the company arose and went first to the
master and after to such wardens as pleased them, and so from
warden to warden after their minds,” for the purpose evidently
of drinking wine with them,

* Then the old masters bachelors presented a bill of eight names
unto the old wardens, for the election of four new masters bachelors ;
and out of the said eight by the assent of the foresaid old wardens
and the old masters bachelors were chosen new masters bachelors
without any garlands, minstrells, ot other business: and then all
the bachelors sat down at the said side table . . . where they bad
gpiced bread, pears and filberts, wine and ale ang fiz finis.

That is, as far as the general company were concerned.
For we learn from one of these accounts that the old wardens,
their wives, the officers’ and the wardens' servants, who no
doubt had been too busy to do justice to the dinner, remained
to supper, “and swans' puddings, a neck of mutton in pike
broth, two shoulders of mutton roast, four conies, eight
chickens, six pigeons, and cold meat plenty, and so departed.” *

One of the most notable of these occasions was the election
feast of the Merchant Tailors in 1607, which was attended by

* Herbert, I, pp. 444, 466, 469,
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James I, Prince Henry, and a large number of the Court.
The King and Queen were lo dine privately in the King's
Chamber, and in ordet that they might watch the young
prince, who was to honour the feast in the Hall, a hole was
made in the wall and a window provided for the purpose.
Discreet men were appointed to make special search in and
about all the rooms and houses adjoining the Hall to prevent
all possibility of anothet Gunpowder plot, and the brick wall
in the garden was raised “to take away the prospect of such
as use to walk upon the leads of an adjoining tavern” The
rulers of the Company were much exetcised in their minds as
to whether they ought to invite the Lord Mayor and Alder-
men and their ladies. Various conceits and opinions were
delivered. Some thought it would be an honour and grace to
the company to see so many sit together in their scarlet robes.
Others were of opinion that if the Lord Mayor and Aldermen
were preferred to a principal table it would offend the nobles,
who would reckon my Lord Mayor to be but an ordinary
knight, and that, moreover, the Lord Mayor being a Cloth-
worker might do his endeavour to cross the Company in the
honour which the Prince intended to confer upon them, In
the end it was considered safest not to send the invitations,
On the day of the feast the Company " made great haste
to St. Helen’s Church,” to hear the sermon preached by the
President of St. John's College, Oxford, who, with due regard
to the occasion, had *finished in a very convenient time.”
The Mayor and Aldermen (albeit they were not invited, and
some of them discontented therewith), came all in thelr
scarlet and there stayed till his Majesty’s coming, and then
the Lord Mayor and the Master of our Company and some of
the Aldermen went to the gate next the strect, and the Lord
Mayor delivered up his sword to the King, and the Master of
the Company *“did welcome his Majesty. . . . And at the
upper end of the Hall there was set a chair of state where his
Majesty sat and viewed the Hall, and a very proper child,
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well spoken, being clothed like an angel of gladness with a
paper of frankinsense burning in his hand, delivered a short
speech containing eighteen verses, devised by Ben Jonson
the poet, which pleased his Majesty marvellously well, and
upon either side of the Hall in the window were galleries or
seats made for music, in either of which were seven singular
choice musicians playing on their lutes ; and in the ship which
did hang aloft in the Hall three rare men and very skilfull
who sang to his Majesty. And over the screen cornets and
loud music wherein . . . the multitude and noise was so great
that the lutes nor songs could hardly be heard or understood.
And his Majesty went up into the king’s chamber where he
dined alone . . . in which chamber was placed a very rich
pair of organs, whereupon Mr. John Bull, Doctor of Music and
a brother of this company, did play during all the dinner-time,
+ . » And the Prince did dine in the great Hall. . . . And the
service to the King and Prince for the first course was carried
up by the Knights, Aldermen, Masters, Assistants and Livery
which were of the Company, the Livery having their hoods
upon their shoulders, . . . And the Master did present his
Majesty with a fair purse, wherein was a hundred pounds in
gold. And ... the Clerk did most humbly deliver unto his
Majesty a roll in vellum which he had collected out of the
ancient books and records of the Company,” containing the
names of seven Xings, one Queen, two Duchesses, five
countesses, and two baronesses, seventeen princes and dukes,
one archbishop, one and thirty earls, and a hundred other
lords and gentlemen who had been honorary members of the
Company.

The prince, to whom a similar roll along with a purse of
fifty pounds was presented, said he would not only himself be
free of the Company, but required all the lords present that
loved him and were not free of other companics to follow his
example, “whereupon three ambassadors, eighteen nobles,
and some seventy gentlemen signified their willingness to do
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so. When the Master and Wardens went with garlands on
their heads to publish the election, the Prince was graciously
pleased to call for the Master's garland and put it on his own
head, whereat the King who was watching through the
window did very heartily laugh. After all which, his Majesty
came down in the Great Hall, and sitting in the Chaitr of
State did hear a melodious song of farewell sung by three
men in the ship, being apparelled in watchet silk like seamen,
which song so pleased his Majesty that he caused the same to
be sung three times over. And his Majesty and the Noble
Prince and Honourable Lords gave thc Company hearty
thanks and so departed.” *

* Clode, Alemorials of Merchane Taylors, pp. 147-160,



CHAPTER XIII
RELIGIOUS OBSERVANCES AND THE REFORMATION

UR knowledge of the later history of the parish fraterni-
ties of London leaves very much to be desired. There
is nothing to show that the majority of those we found

existing at the end of the 14th century survived till the
Reformation, or that, if they did so survive, their social and
benevolent activities were brought to an end by the disendow-
ment of chantries and obits. There were some eighteen
London fraternities disendowed by the Actof 1547. Amongst
them were most of those that had been endowed before 1389
—the Gild of St. Giles in 5t. Giles, that of Salve Regina in
St. Magnus, that of St. Katherine in St. Mary Colechurch,
that of Our Lady in St, Dunstan, and that of St. Fabian and
St. Scbastian in St. Botolphs Aldersgate, along with several
others dating from that same period which had not in 1389
acknowledged any endowment.

The large place occupied by religious observances in the
life of the trade gilds has sometimes led to the not unnatural
supposition that there must have been a complete break in
their history at the Reformation, No such break is revealed
in the records of the London companies, many of which had
been expressly incorporated as fraternities, and all of which
had become closely identified before the Reformation with a
fraternity organization. Very considerable changes were, of
course, effected in the disposition of their property, and in the

201
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nature and extent of their trusts, and the cessation of time-
honoured customs must have been fell as a sore deprivation
by the more conservatively pious mecmbers, But the main
current of the companies’ activities flowed on without an inter-
ruption. Their social gatherings, the administration of their
chatities, their regulation of industry and trade, werc not
disturbed ; and even their religious observances, although
reduced in importance and largely disendowed, were by no
means entirely abolished.

The truth is that religious devotion had never supplied the
primary motive for the establishment or maintenance of the
craft gild. At first it may have the most prominent of the
subsidiary motives, but in course of time as the social and
charitable activities devcloped, it lost this relative position.
The really decisive change was, however, not so much one of
motive as of policy. Organization for religious objects under
ecclesiastical sanction was at first the primary condition of
voluntary association, but for a considerable time before the
Reformation the trade gilds had ceased to be dependent on
this condition, having secured a recognition from the Crown or
from the municipalily which covered all the various activities
of their organization. They might still put their rcligious
observances in the forefront of their charters, but those
observances no longer formed the vital essence of their asso-
ciation, Some of the lesser gilds, it is trne, conlinued to rest
their existence on ecclesiastical sanction. The Waterbearers’
fraternity of St. Christopher held over its members the terrors
of the great curse, but in most cases the fraternities collected
their quarterage, and even enforced attendance at masses and
funerals, by the authority of the royal charter or the grant of
civic ordinances. Whilst, however, the constitutions of most of
the London trade gilds had been so far secularized as to be
placed beyond danger of being affected by any merely
religious change, the amount of property entrusted to them for
those religious uses which were subsequently regarded as
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superstitious, Z.2. the maintenance of chantries and obits for the
dead, had not diminished but rather increased, and it was in
regard to these endowments only that the fraternities of the
crafts were affected by the Reformation.

The religious activities of the craft-gilds had not been of a
simple or uniform character. At first the general tendency
had been for them to attach themselves to one of the preat
religious houses rather than to a parish church. Perhaps the
motive of this was a desire to secure greater freedom, since
where a parish church was chosen it was often expfessly stated
that the fraternity was to be free to remove elsewhere when-
ever it pleased. In the same way the fraternities did not
confine their patronage to a single religious house. Even a
poor craft like the Pinners kept lights in both Elsing Spital
and in the Hospital of St. James, and ordered its trentals of
masses from the Whitefriars.* The Goldsmiths in their earliest
records are found maintaining a light in St. James’ and a
standard in St. Paul's; later on, in 1354, besides paying the
chaplain who officiated in the chapel of St. Dunstan in St.
Paul’s a salary of £4, they gave to the church of St. Peter in
Cheap a donation of £20, to that of St. John Zachary £10,
to St, Matthew, Friday Street, £6 13s. 44., and to St. Vedast,
Foster Lane, £1 65 84t These were the churches in the
immediate neighbourhood of Goldsmiths’ Row and Gold-
smiths’ Hall. Goldsmiths were their chief parishioners and
benefactors, and were constantly making bequests to them for
the observance of obits and chantries, In St. Vedast's there
was a chancel dedicated to St. Dunstan. Now nothing was
more characteristic of the medizval testator than his anxiety
lest his obit should be neglected. He generally named two
sets of trustees, and sometimes three, in case the first set
should fail in their duty, As the fraternities of the crafts
gained a more assured corporate existence they began to

* Egerton MSS. in British Museum, 1142.
1 W. S. Prideaux, Memorials of Golismiths, 1, 1~5.



204 THE GILDS OF LONDON

compete with ihe rectors and churchwardens for this position
of trusteeship. A goldsmith who died in 1381 left bequests
to St. Matthew in Cheap, to its ministers, o the Fraternity of
St. Katherine in that church, to the old worle of St. Paul’s, and
to the Wardens of the mistery of Goldsmiths, on condition that
they observed his obit in St. Matthew.* Another goldsmith in
1391 left money for an obit to the Reclor of St. John Zachary
and the Wardens of the Goldsmiths jointly.f Down to the
middle of the 15th century, however, the wardens of crafts
were most usually named, if at all, in the second place, to act
in case others failed to do so. After that date it became
increasingly common to entrust them with the duty in the
first instance.} )

By this time the corporations had been drawn into a closer
connection with the parish churches. In some cases this
connection had always existed. §t. Michael's, Crooked Lane,
had been almost exclusively endowed by the chantries of
Stockfishmongers.” These seem to have been consolidated by
the foundation of Walworth, and to have served as a basis for
the Stockfishmongers' fraternity organization. The fraternity
of Fishmongers at St. Peter’s, Cornhill, was similarly based on
the chantry of William de Kingston in that church. The
Vintners' fraternity seems to have grown out of chantries in
St, Martin Vintry, and Strype tells us there was a lawsuit
betwecn the parson of the church and the Vintners' Company
over the site of the hall in Richard IIL's reign. The
connection of the Salters with All Hallows’, Bread Street, has
already been noted. To these cases many additions were
made by the transference of fraternities from religious houses,
The Grocers left the monastery of St. Anthony for the parish
church of: the same saint, where one of their members built a
chapel. The Drapers becamc connected with St. Michael’s,
Cornhill ; the Skinners with St. John's, Walbrook ; the Iron-
mongers found they had occupied the house of the leading

* Bharpe, Calendar of Wilks, 11, 227, t Zbid., 283,  § 2id., 3er1.
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parishioner of All Hallows’, Staining, and that they were
expected to replace him as a supporter of the parish church,
The Tailors beeame possessed of the living of St. Martin,
Outwich, The influence exercised by the companies as
patrons and benefactors thus combined with their assured
fulure as corporations to make them recipients of bequests for
religious uses.

Another causc which operated in the samc direction is
strikingly exhibiled in a document which was apparently
displayed at St. Paul's in 1464 by way of advertisement, and
which helps at the same time to account for the power which
the Merchant Tailors possessed of attracling honorary mem-
bers. The Masier and Wardens of the Fraternity announce
that “being possessed of ghostly treasure in which they are
willing that all Christian people should be partners,” they now
make a declaration of all the indulgences, pardons and
remissions which they had long since puichased in secret with
a view to moving the readers and hearers to devotion. In the
first place they had been admitted by the Prior of the Hospital
of St. John into “a partnership of masses, mattins and other
hours of prayers, fastings, almsdeeds, hospitalities, abstinences,
watches, pilgrimages, ghostly labours, and of all other good
deeds by the brethren of their religion done or to be done
world without end ;” and the Hospital of Our Lady of Roun-
ceval at Charing Crass, the Monastery of Qur Lady near the
Tower, the Priory of Holy Trinity, the Hospital of Our Lady
without Bishopgate, the Hospital of Our Lady of Elsingspital
within Cripplegate, the Priory of St. Bartholomew, and the
sisters and brethren of the monastery of St. Bridget of Zion,
had admitted them to partnership on a similar footing.

Moreover, they had been admitted by Simon of Sudbury,
Bishop of London, to the use of a chapel dedicated to St. John
Baptist, on the north side of the mother church of St. Paul’s,
where they had appointed, by grant of the Bishop, priests to
say masses daily and to pray for the souls of brethren and
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sisters of the fraternity ; and Pope Boniface the Sixth had
granted 1o “all Christian pcople that would put their hands
to the making of the said chapel or to the maintenance of
God’s service within it, and to all those truly penilent and
shriven that should visit it on cettain feasts,” a certain number
of years of remission and of days of indulgence. Also the
Archbishop of Canterbury and sixteen bishops had granted {o
211 those who put their helping hands to the laud of God in
that chapel forty days of remission.” *

Even this long list does not exhaust the spiritual privileges
which 2 membership of the Merchant Tailors carried with it.
The fraternity had a chapel adjacent to the hall which had
been founded and endowed by some of its members, and in
1455 a special bull had becn obtained from Pope Calixtus
granting them permission to havc masses celebrated, other
divine services to bc sung, with the ringing of bells and
anniversaries to be petformed.t

The business-like way in which the companies undertook
the maintenance of chantties is amusingly illustrated by some
negotiations recorded in the Drapers’ Court-books. Tn August,
1315, the Court received a letter from Sir William Capel,
containing a list of divers parcels of land and other things
which he was minded to give to the f{raternity for them to
cause certain services to be done for his soul for ever, and
wishing to know what money they would demand therefor
in case they refused land. After some discussion the Court
answered that they would accept the trust offered for 1000
marks immediate payment, or £14 yearly, and would add any
further services he might wish further at that rate. They
stipulated, however, that the chantry priest to be provided
should assist in the company's religious services, and that their
Clerk, Beadle, and almsfolk should have their portions of the
coal to be distributed under the will ; “and moreover,” they

* G, M, Clade, Memeréals of Merchawt Taylors, pp. 49-52.
¥ Zkidn pp. 44-45.
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added, “ we trust to have a special and kind brotherly token
of remembrance of plate, as basins, pots, cups, or ather thing
of pleasure for a daily remembrance when it shall be seen, to
the intent that his soul may be thereafter remembered and
prayed for; which we submit unto that honourable lady his
wife and to his worshipful executors,”

The bargain thus struck was solemnly confirmed by the
whole company assembled in their hall to meet the Prior of
St. Bartholomew, in whose church the obit was to be kept, and
in the presence of the Mayor, Recorder, and several of the
Council. £600 were to be given to the company to purchase
land worth £15 7s. a year. Of this amount the salary of the
chantry priest absorbed less than half; an almsman at 15 a
week accounted for £2 12 ; the yearly obit cost £1; the
potations for the drapers on that occasion, 6s. 82, ; the parson,
pricsts, and clerk of the church received for ringing and pota-
tions, 3s. 44, ; and 20d. was spent on a load of coals to be
given away in St. Battholomew's patish. The Mayor and
Sheriffs received 6s. 84. each, the Master of the Drapers 4s.,
each of the four Wardens 3s. 44, the Clerk 1s., the Beadle 44.
The sum total of all these payments was calculated to be £13,
so that the ‘company would make a yearly profit of £2 on the
transaction,*

A great many arrangements of this kind might be cited
from the records of the greater companies, and most of them
belong to the fifty years preceding the Reformation. In the
year 1521, the Goldsmiths' Company found themselves already
engaged to attend twenty-five anniversary services at different
parish churches in the course of the year, to the great hindrance
and trouble of the wardens and 2ll the livery, Even the fact
that a potation was provided for every obit did not make this
duty endurable, and arrangements were made for lumping the
obits together. Where the testator had provided a full endow-
ment for a chantry priest to perform services all the year round,

* Herbert, Livery Companies, 1, 408-409,
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the company appointed the priest.* At the Reformation the
Merchant Tailors had nine such livings in their gift.}

These trusts were clearly a source of considerable profit to
the companies that bad undertaken them. The expenses of
the services always left an appreciable margin, and often they
absorbed only a fraction of the amount bequeathed. Nao
doubt this had been the intention of the testators, who were
willing to add to the endowment of their fellowship as long as
they could at the same time makc some provision for the
welfare of their souls, and securc the kindly remembrance of
future generations. But the ambiguity of many of the bequests
placed the companies in a difficulty when chantries and obits
were abolished and their endowments seized into the hands of
the king.

The first Act dealing with this matter—that passed at the
close of the reign of Henry VIIL in 1545—did not condemn
masses for the dead in principle, but only the abuse in prac-
tice of endowments for this purpose. Commissioners were
appointed to inquire into cases of this kind, and to take into
the king's hands all revenues that had been thus misappro-
priated, The companies were called upon to give an acgount
of their stewardship. In one case we have the result fully
recorded, The Merchant Tailors appointed a committee, who
took legal opinion, and after discussing the situation several
times over dinner, drew up a list of their charities and obits,
and presented it to the Commissioners, A number of the
obits had been connected with Grey Friars, and the Com-
missioners claimed as belonging to the king the endowments
of these services for the half-dozen years since the dissolution
af the monastery,}

Two years later the first Parliament of Edward VI, “con-
sidering that a great part of superstition and errors in Christian
religion hath been brought into the minds and estimation of

* Herbert, IT, 206, - 1 Joid., 434435
1 2bid., 1L 434 5 and Clode, Zarly Hz:rtary: P 142,
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men by reason of the ignorance of their very true and perfect
salvation through the death of Jesus Christ, and by devising
and phantasing vain opinions of Purgatory and Masses satis-
factory to be done for them which be departed,” and that the
conversion of the revenues devoted to these uses “ to good and
godly uses as in erecting of Grammar Schoals . . . the further
augmenting of the universities and better provision for the
poor and needy” could only be properly undertaken by the
king, declared all Chantries, Hospitals, Colleges, Free Chapels,
Fraternities, Brothethoods and Guilds, with thelr lands and
revenues, to be henceforth in the possession of the king.*

Taken by itself, this clause might be supposed to involve
the abolition of those London companies that were incorpo-
rated as fraternities or gilds, but that this was not the intention
of the Act is immediately made clear by another clause pro-
viding for the future payment as a rent-charge by all corpora-
tions, gilds, fraternities, companies or fellowships of misteries
or crafts, of that part of their revenues that had been devoted
to the purposes now condemned as superstitious, and it was
cxpressly cnacted that where but part of the revenues of any
lands had been assigned to be bestowed in the maintenance of
any anniversary or obit, or of any light or lamp in any church
or chapel, the king was to receive an annual rent-charge to
that amount only. All frafernities, brotherhoods and gilds
other than such corporations, gilds, fratcrnities, companies and
fellowships of misteries or crafts, were to be vested with all
their possessions in the king.

As far as the London trade gilds were concerned there was
nothing in this Act that can properly be described as confis-
cation of property. The purposes indicated in ceitain of their
trusts having been declared illegal, they were simply required
to pay the revenues of these trusts to the Crown. Twenty-
nine of the companies had been holding property of an annual
value varying from a few shillings to £150, and the total sum

* y Edw. VI c.14
P 4
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which the Crown derived from this source amounted to a little
under a thousand pounds a year. But shortly after the pass-
ing of the Act the Government, bcing short of money, hit
upon the device of compelling the companics to buy up the
rent-charges on their trust property at twenty ycars’ purchase,
In this way the Government managed to raise £18,700 at the
expense of their own future revenue, and the companics
became owners of the property concerned, freed from the
conditions of the original trust in so far as these were of a
“superstitious” character. In order to find money for the
purchase some of the companies were obliged to sell other
portions of their property, but on the whole they do not
appear to have suffered setious loss.*

The single apparent exception proves the rule. The
Company of Parish Clerks suffered the confiscation of its hall
and other property because it was not able to show to the
satisfaction of the judges that it was a mistery or craft within
the meaning of the Act. The matler was argued rcpeatedly
before the highest legal authorities—the Lord Chancellor, the
Justices of both “benches, and the Privy Council—and it was
four years after the passing of the Act before a decision could
be arrived at. 'What seems to have been fatal to the claim of
the Parish Clerks was the fact that the freedom of the city
was not acquired through membership of their company. If
the Parish Clerk was a freeman, as he no doubt often was, he
had attained the rights of citizenship by being apprenticed or
made free in another mistery. On this ground, and because
their hall and other tenements were given to them for supersti-
tious uses, the judges concluded that the company was not itself
a craft but a new gild or fraternity given by the Act to the
King's Highness, Much sympathy was felt in the city with
the hard case of the Parish Clerks, who were, however, not long

* W. ]. Ashley, Zutroduction to Economic History, Past IL. 142-15%;

Yerhest, Thw:foe Gread Livery Companes, 1, 111-117 ; Strype’s Stow, Bk, iv,
chap. xvi,
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in re-establishing themselves on a new footing, When Stow
wrote his Swrvey they again had a hall of their own.*

The real troubles of the other companies began later on,
in the middle of Elizabeth’s reign, when they were accused
of having “concealed” a considerable part of the revenues
devoted to superstitious uses at the time when the amount of
the rent-charge due to the Government had been fixed, so
that the amount of trust property of which they had secured
the full ownership was very much larger than that covered by
the rent-charge they had bought up. Thus the Salters were
said to hold lands given for religious purposes of an annual
value of £82, whilst they had only declared and bought up rents
to the value of £33 18s. 3¢. Similarly the Drapers and the
Vintners were accused of having declared and bonght up only
about a third of the rents actually received.

It is almost impossible at this distance of time to get at
the real truth of the matter, as all the documents that have
come down to us are statements of one side or the other.
The informers who brought the charge belonged to the same
class of men as the monopolists we shall have to deal with
later. They were hangers-on of the Court who were always
inventing some fresh scheme for raising money, ostensibly in
the interests of the Crown. Rents in London had gone up
very rapidly since Henry VIII's reign, and some of the
property concerned was said to be worth three times its
former yearly value. There can be little doubt that some of
the lands held for superstitious uses had been actually con-
cealed. Butin most cases what had probably happened was
that the company had interpreted the term “superstitious
uses” so as to cover the minimum proportion of each bequest,
whilst their accusers insisted on the maximum interpretation.
Thus in the case already cited of a contract made for the
provision of a chantry and an obit by the Drapers' Company,
the company might consider that the salary of the chantry

* Christie, Parisk Clerks, p. 90.
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priest and the actual fees paid for the obit, which accounted
for only about £8 out of a bequest of £15 a yecar, were
the only expenses incurred for superstitious uscs, whilst the
informers might argue—as in fact they did in similar cases—
that the money spent in gifts and potations to mcmbers of
the company, in providing loads of coal for the poor or
continual support for an almsman, should all be included
under the same category, as the recipients were expected to
pray for the soul of the deparied.

In many cases the companies seem to have been obliged
to make the best terms they could with the informers, though
some went to law and a few succeeded in repelling the attack.
In the reign of James I., after renewed attempts to extort
money on the same pretext, an Act was passed, by the same
Parliament that condemned monopolies, by which the king
renounced all claim to the property of the corporations on the
ground of concealments.

With the exception of the maintenance of chantrics and of
obits, the religious observances of the companies remained
after the Reformation very much what they werc before.
Attendance at funerals was still obligatory, cxcept in cases
where the deceased had died of plague, In the year of
Elizabeth's accession the Pewterers order a fine of 64, to
be imposed on any of the yeomanry “who slack themselves
to wait upon the Master and Wardens either to offerings or
burials,” and they are to come “in cleanly apparel and with-
out their aprons.” A later order requires the journeymen to
come too, if they can be spared by their masters, Funeral
feasts were kept. Richard Manning, a Pewterer, on the
occasion of his wife’s burial in 1570, gave 20s. towards a
recreation for the whole Livery, and it is accordingly “spent
at the Dolphin,” But the provision thus made by the deceased
or his relatives seldom sufficed to meet the needs of the
accasion. At the funeral dinmer, in 1567, of a Mr. Day, who
had left £3 for this purpose, each Assistant had to pay 1s,
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and each member of the livery 164, towards the further
cost.* The great occasions when the generous foresight
of the dcceascd rendered such contributions superfluous
were deemed worthy of solemn commemoration. At a
bountiful dinner provided by the gift of Mr. Swinnerton,
a departed Master of the Merchant Tailors, there was
openly pronounced “a grace or thanksgiving drawn by a
learned Divine upon the Motion of a grave and Worthy
ancient master of the Company intituled a Commemorable
grace at a funeral dinner in the Hall for a good brother
deceased.”

Attendance at church on the day of the election of Master
and wardens was also still insisted upon. By the Cloth-
workers' ordinances of 1587 and 1639, the election was fixed
at eight in the morning, “and presently after the election, as
well the Master, wardens and assistants as also the rest of the
Livery, by two and two shall orderly and decently go in their
livery from their hall into St. Dunstan’s Church in the East
. . . to hear divine setvice or some goodly sermon or both,
and shall in like decent order return from thence to their
Common Hall . . . there to do . . . such necessary business
as to them shall seem meet, and so to dinner or drinking there,
and not to depart thence without license of the Master and
wardens till dinner or drinking be ended the same day.”{
The Grocers not only attended divine service at St. Stephen’s,
Coleman Streel, before their election, but went on. the
following day to hear a solemn sermon, after which they took
the sacrament.§ On Court-days at the Merchant Tailors’ the
chaplain of the company offered a prayer before business was
proceeded with, and in 1578 the Master and wardens order
a Bible to be set up in their Common Hall, so that those who

* Welch, Pewterers, 1. 261, 272, 275,

t €. M. Clode, Memorials of Merchant Taylors, p. 137
{ Clathworkers' Ordinances.

§ Ilerbert, L. 193,
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were waiting for their business to come on might have some-
thing wherewith to occupy their minds.¥

This chapter cannot be concluded without some account of
the palls or hearse-cloths used by the companies at funerals.
These were often magnificent specimens of the embroiderer’s
art, made in Lucca or Pisa, consisting gencrally of a breadth
of “baldakin " cloth, ot cloth of gold, in the centre about 6
feet by 2 feet, to the sides and ends of which were attached
embroidered velvet flaps, reclangular in shape and about 10
inches in breadth. The pall still in the possession of the
Saddlers’ Company is of crimson velvet with a centre of
yellow silk.t  Those of the Vintners and the Ironmongers are
said to closely resemble in general arrangement and colour
one of the two still preserved by the Merchant Tajlors.} The
design of this one is represented (by the kind permission of
the Company) in the accompanying illustration, The centre-
piece is of cloth of gold, and measures 6 feet 4} inches by
1 foot 10 inches. The pattern is a huge red stalk running
from end to end with fruits and blossoms, chicfly of the
pomegranate. The fAaps at the sides and ends are of purple
velvet. In the centre of the side-pieces, which are 10 inches
broad, is depicted the Baptism of Qur Lord, on each side of
which are two representations of the Agnus Dei, and between
each pair is a figure of John the Baptist with the label, “ Ecce
Agnus Dei” Beyond these, on either side, is an angel
holding the head of John the Baptist in a charger, and at each
end is a pair of shears placed “saltierwise.” One of the shears
on one side has a tent between the blades. The end-pieces
are of the same breadth as the sides. On one of them is
represented the Decollation, and on the other the Entombment

* Clode, op. ¢f., 127. 'The order appears to have been general in other
companies.

Y Hexbert, Zvwelve Great Livery Companies, 1, 1.

3 Fournal of Soc, of Antiguaries, Vol. V1., Second Series, pp. 245-6 ; Tranms.
of Landan and 35dd, drek. Ascoc,y 1L p, 491.
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of the Saint, with an Agnus Dei in each case on either
side. The pall is said to date from the last decade of the
15th century.*

The Fishmongers’ pall is still one of the company’s
most treasurcd possessions. It consists of a centre slip about
12 feet long and 2} feet wide, and two shorter sides each
8 feet 11 inches by 1 foot 4 inches. The pattern of the
cenlral part is a sprig or running flower-of-gold network
bordered with red, on a ground of cloth of gold. On each of
the end-pieces is wrought a picture in gold and silk of St.
Peter seated on a throne, his head crowned with the tiara.
One of his hands holds the keys, whilst the other is bestowing
a benediction. St. Petet's vest is crimson raised with gold ;
the inside of the sleeves of his outer robe, azure powdered
with gold stars ; a golden halo encircles his head ; in his lap
is an open book, in which are inscribed in black letter on a
silver ground the first words of the Creed. On each side of
the saint is a kneeling angel, whose wings are composed aof
peacocks’ feathers in all their natural colours; their outer
robes are gold raised with crimson, their under vests white
shaded with sky blue; their faces are worked in satin of
flesh colour, and ihey have long yellow hair. In the centre
of cach of the side-pieces is wrought a picture of Christ
delivering the keys to Peter. The robe of Christ is crimson
raised with gold, His inner vesture purple; around His head
is a jewelled and coronetted halo. With one hand He delivers
the keys, with the other He upholds the golden mound of
sovereignly surmounted with the cross, and from His mouth
proceed the words, “ Tibi Dabo Claves,” etc. Those figures
are placed in the arched recess of a Gothic building, On
each side of this centre-piece the Fishmongers' arms are
emblazoned, with a merman and a mermaid as supporters.
The merman wears gold armour ; the mermaid’s body is of
white silk, her tresses of gold thread, and a jewel hangs

* . M. Clode, Memorials of Merchant Taylors, 133
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from a gold chain round her neck, Iler mirror rellects the
head of Christ or Pcter. The entire pall has a fringe of
gold and purple 2 inches deep, and is lined with black silk,
It dates from the period immediately preceding the Rcfor-
mation.*

* Herbeit, 72- 3, nate.



CHAPTER XIV
GOVERNMENT OF THE COMPANIES

HE form of government in the fully developed Livery
Company of the 16th century was strictly oligarchical,
The Court of Assistants, which was the deliberative
body, was generally composed of those who had filled
the posilion of Master or warden; its members held office
for life, and recruited their numbers by co-option. The
Master and wardens were changed every year, but they
named their successors, or at most shared the choice with the
ex-masters and ex-wardens who formed the Court of
Assistanls,. The Master, Wardens, and Assistants named
the freemen who were to be placed from time to time on the
Livery, and in cases where the Yeomanry became a separate
class from the freemen, they, too, were selected out of the
freemen by the ruling body. A social hierarchy had thus
come into existence, organized on the principle of selection
from above. Such a formation was not peculiar to the Livery
Companies. It was arising at the same period, not only in
all the corporate boroughs of England, but in the colleges of
the Universities, with their Masters, Fellows, Masters of Arts,
and Bachelors, and in the Inns of Court, with their Treasurers,
Benchers, Readers, and Inner and Outer Barristers.

It must not be assumed, in the case of the Livery Com-
panies any more than in the other cases, that the oligarchy
and the social hierarchy were the result of deliberate usurpation,

217
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or were erected on the ruins of a primitive democracy. It is
true that in many, perhaps in most, of the original fraternities,
the choice of executive officers had been vested in the general
body of members. But the rules show that members shrank
from the trouble and expense involved in holding office, and
could only be induced to accept it by the prospect of a heavy
fine in case of refusal. Moreover, in a number of the 14th-
century [raternities, the retiring officers were called upon to
select their successors, and were held jointly responsible with
them for the gild’s finances. In all cases the ex-officers seem
to have formed an informal consultative body, and when con-
sultation was made obligatory by special ordinance, it was
quite as much with a view of limiting the discretion of the
wardens as of encroaching on the rights of the commonalty,
which had rarely been consulted at all.

The first appearance of a regularly appointed consultative
body is in the Grocers’ records for 1379, where it is ordered
“that at the first congregation of the wardens there shall be
chosen six of the company to be helping and counselling of
the same wardens ” for the year following.* The Sheatmen's
ordinances for 1452, after providing for the election of four
wardens, add, “and then within fourteen days .. . the said
wardens shall do call all the said brethren and sisters, and
they shall make their election of twelve persons discrete and
well avised . ., . for to assist and counsel the said wardens,” +

The Carpenters’ ordinances of 1487 reveal the formation of a
Court of Assistants in all but the name.} They provide that
“ weekly on Fridays the master and wardens shall call such of
the said fraternity as they shall think convenient, for to assemble
in their common hall for to have conversation, as well for the
support and continuance of the good rules and ordering of the

* Herbert, 1. 53.
t Ordinances of Clothworkers,

I 1 Juppand Pocock, Cargeniers,p. 344 3 Livery Gompany Commission Report,
PP 51 7- .
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saic craft, as for the reformation, repressing and punishment
of rebellious or misdoers against the rules,”

But the completest account we possess of the formation of
the Court is that given in the Mercers' records. Down to 1463
an informal committee of the wardens, ex-wardens, and alder-
men free of the company, had been in the habit of preparing
ordinances or other matter for the approval of a general court,
but in that year a general court decided that it was “ tedious
and grievous to call so many courls and congregations of the
fellowship for matters of no great effect,” and that in future
twelve sufficient persons should be yearly chosen to be
assistants to the wardens, and that the fellowship would abide
by all decisions of a majority of this body. The method of
electing the assistants is not stated, but that is of secondary
importance, as the choice had probably always been confined
—as it was definitely stated to be in the ordinances of 1504—
to “sad and discreet persons” such as had been wardens, In
those ordinances seven was named as the quorum, and they
were forbidden Lo put the common seal to anything without
reference to a general court.  Previously, in 1479, the assistants,
who were known at this time as the Assembly, had acquired
the right of nominating persons out of whom the wardens
were to choose their successors. In 1505 this Assembly
began to sit every Monday, and has continued to do so ever
since.

In 1312, the Clerk of the Merchant Tailors records the fact
that he transacted some business by the order of the master and
watrdens, “with the advice of the more part of the most
substantial and discreet persons, assistants and counsellars of
the fraternity.” The charter of the Stationers' Company,
granted in 15535, is said to be the first in which the Court of
Assistants appears as part of the original constitution of a
company } but before that date it had become an essential
patt of the administrative maghinery of all the larger com-
panies, and was no longer, as a rule, appointed by election of
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the general body. The charters granted by Elizabeth, and the
disputes that arose out of them, indicate clcarly the transition
through which the constitution of the typical livery company
was passing. In the charter of the DBroderers, granted in
1562, the freemen and livery are Lo assemble every quarter-day
to hear the ordinances read, and the annual accounts are to be
presented to the livery as well as to the assistants; whilst in
the election of wardens the assistanls arc to nominale six, out
of which the livery may choose two.* The Curriers’ charter of
1587 provides for two meetings of the whole company -every
year. The wardens, with the consent of the assistants that
have been wardens, are to nominate freemen to the livery,
The three wardens are to be chosen by the wardens and the
fellowship. A dispute arose in 1597 between the master,
wardens and assistants on the one hand, and the fellowship on
the other, as to the interpretation of this last provision, and the
Lord Mayor decided that the master and wardens were to
nominate two, one an assistant and the other not an assistant,
and that the fellowship were to choosc the junior warden.t
The Joiners’ charter of 1570 provides that the election both of
the twelve assistants and of the master and wardens is to be
by the majority of the commonalty, but before 1613 this had
ceased to be observed, and when a lawsuit was brought to
enforce them, it was decided .that the election of master,
wardens, and assistants should be made, in the future as in the
past, by the assistants and the livery, out of the livery.f Itis
clear that the control not only of the administration but of the
elections was passing into the hands of the Court of Assistants,
And. in the charters granted by James I, or by subsequent
monarchs, the ruling body took care to have its powers placed
on a definite legal footing. Hence these later charters are
reckoned the working charters of the companies.

The Court had become in fact the centre of the Livery

* Llvery Company Commission Report, 1IL p, 197.
t £id., p. 316. 1 &id., p. 530.
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Company’s life. Besides its quarterly mectings, attended
sometimes by the whole company, where quarterage was paid
and routine business transacted, there were meetings cvery
week or fortnight—the interval scems to have been often an
irregular one—in which the multifarious questions arising out
of the company’s regulation of trade and industry, and its
maintenance of order and discipline amongst its members, were
dealt with as they arose. The number of courts held tended
to increase with the expansion of the company’s sphere of
activity, The Barber-Surgeons' regular courts were monthly,
but in 1557, 20 were held ; in 1572, 41; and in 1599, 46 ; the
average attendance of assistants in 1572 being 12.

The Court books of most. companies began to be kept
about the middle of the 16th century, and there are very few
aspects of the life of the citizen of that period that are not
reflected in their records, Omitting such formal items as the
registering of apprenticeships and the admission of freemen or
of householders, perhaps the most constantly recurring class of
item, is the record of disputcs settled amongst members, Very
often these have arisen out of hard words and insulting
gestures. A pewterer named Wiltshire tells a fellow-craftsman
named Scot that he “plays a Scot's part and has a Scot’s
heart,” and Scot tells Wiltshire that he is a beggarly knave,
One barber likens another to Asop’s dog, A tailor declares
his fellow to be a prating boy. The disputants are bidden
to be friends and bring the matter no more in question; ora
light fine is inflicted with the warning that if they mock or
scorn each other henceforth it will be a more serious matter.
Sometimes it is an apprentice that is to be admonished or
chastised, for riotously wasting his master's substance, or for
drawing blood from his mistress ; or a master is imprisoned
for unlawfully breaking an apprentice’s head. Sometimes a
journeyman complains that he cannot get arrears of wages, or
an employer wishes to have a workman who owes him money
restrained from working for any one else till the debt is paid.
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Small debts of various kinds are ordered to be paid by instal.
ments.* Unsatisfactory bargains are revised. Ill-executed
work is condemned. A barber-surgeon, who had under-
taken to cure a client's wifc “de morbo Gallico™ and had not
given satisfaclion, is ordered to pay the customer 20s,, or curo
his said wife, and prefers Lo pay.}

Some of the Courls’ decisions were concerned with the
broader aspects of trade policy. In the second year of
Elizabeth's reign an ingenious Venetian exhibited before the
Court of the Clothworkers a certain gin devised for the rowing
(shearing) of broad cloths, and offered to teach the company
his feat of workmanship, on condition they would provide him
his necessaries. Whereupon the master and wardens called
the most expert men of the company and showed them the
device, and gave them Llime to advisc them; who, after
deliberate advice taken, thought it would be a great decay |
unto the company. “So the master and wardens gave the
slranger great thanks and also 20s in money towards his
charge and so parted.”} The age of Watt and Arkwright was
still two centuries off.

But the Court did not confine itself to deciding each case
as it arose; it frequently made ordinances in gencral terms
for the regulation of the trade, as when the Clothworkers'
Court fixed the number of shears that might be oceupicd by
the several classes of its fustian shearers,§ or the Pewterers
decided that none of the company should lid stone pots for
any one except a fellow-member ai less than 25 a dozen,
Such ordinances were, however, only made as a rule at the
request of the branch of the trade immediately concerned, and
sometlimes they were the result of an arrangement between the
two classes within the company; as when the Pewterers
otder that none of the company shall give out spoons to be

* Unwin, ndustrial Organdeation, pp. 223-229,

t Young, Bavber-Surgeons, p. 427
3 Unwin, Jndustsial Qrganszation, p. 115, § Zd,, p. 121,
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made excepl to brethren of the company, on the strength of a
promise made by all the spoonmakers in open court that they
will work a gross of spoons for 20s.

Towards the end of the 16th century the Courl of Assistants
was often in the position of an Upper Chamber refusing to
pass legislation demanded by a Lower Chamber composed of
the Livery or Yeomanry or of both, An obvious way out of
such a deadlock was to appoint a joint committee. The
Pewterers’ Cowmt in 1583 thought good to choose twelve men,
t.e. four of the assistants, four of the clothing, and four of the
yeomanry, “to sit and determine as well of prices of wares as
also any other matter which they shall find necessary and
good for the company.” *

Such compromises werc not always so easily arrived at.
Disputes between the different sections of a company, and
rebellion against the authority of the Court of Assistants, weie
very comuon in the reign of Elizabeth. Some twenty years
before the Pewterers appointed their joint-committee, a cerlain
John Boulting addressed one of the rulers of the company in
these words, ¥ You have ruled a good while. I pray God you
have not governed too long, and that the company have not
occasion 1o cursc you for your governmeni.” And in 1601 a
Clothworker was put off the livery for saying to one of the
assistanis of the company, in the hearing of others, that the
assistants of the company * were Pelicans and did suck out the
blood of their dam and weed out the profit of the Company's
lands, which of right belonged and was given to them of the
handitrade of the company.”

Several conflicts of this character have already been
mentioned as having arisen about the proper interpretation of
the charlers and the right method of electing officers, and many
others as haying been brought about this time to the Mayor
and Aldermen for settlement. Almost always, when details
are given, the complaint of the commonalty against the

* Welch, Pewterers, L pp. 289-290.
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assistants is that they do not faithfully represent the industrial
interests of the company, either because they are altogether
outside the trade (many members of companics at this time
owing theit connection with it to inheritance), or because they
were merchants who had no knowledge of the handicraft, It
was less often the Livery than the Yeomanry who thus made
themselves the champions of the industrial interest, and who in
many cases headed a movement for secession which gave rise
to a new set of incorporations. It is desirable at this point,
therefore, briefly to consider the history of the yeomanry
arganization in relation to the Livery Company.

The status of the yeomanry within the companies has
been a matter of some controversy, because of the apparent
contradiction that arises when the yeomanry of one period are
contrasted with the yeomanry of another. The yeoman of the
end of the 14th century was a journeyman on strike. The
yeoman or bachelor at the end of the 16th century was often
a wealthy trader on his way to be Lord Mayor, The simple
explanation is that the term “yeoman” is a relative one, and
signifies a person ina period of probation and of subordinatian,
one who iIs outside the ranks of the fully privileged, The
growth of wealth and the differentiation of classes within the
Livery Company had added many steps to the ladder of pro-
motion, and however much the yeoman of the time of Gresham
may have differed from the yeoman of Wat Tyler's day, he
occupled the same relative position as one outside full member-
ship of his company.

As to the social status of the yeomanry at the earlier
period there cannot be the smallest doubt—they are invariably
journeymen or serving-men. We hear, in 1396, of strife break-
ing out between the master saddlers and the serving-men called
yeomen who have arrayed themsclves in a new and like suit
afice a year, have held divers meetings at Stratford, attended
Mass together and elected governors fo rule their fraternity in
honour of the Virgin Mary, The “ycoman " tailors, who are
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accused, in 1415, of wearing a livery and dwelling with one
another in companies by themselves, and who ask leave to
have their separate fraternity, are also described as serving-men
and journeymen. The serving-men of the cordwainers, who
conspired together against thcir wardens in 1387, and formed a
fraternity at the Friars Preachers’, were not then spoken of as
yeomen ; but there can be no doubt that the yeomen cord-
wainers, who still maintained their fraternity in 1423, and hired
the Brewers' Hall for their feast, belonged to the same class.*
The brotherhood of yeomen, whom we find admitted to a
subordinale share in the Blacksmiths’ fraternity in 1434, were
servants who hired themselves for three yearst In all the
cases met with of the use of the word “yeoman” in connection
with a craft, down to the middle of the 15th century, the class
referred to is clearly that of the journeyman or covenant
servant working for wages,

But it must be noted that that class was then in a state of
transition. Originally the serving-man had lived in his master's
house, fed at his table and contracted himself for a year or
a term of years, and remained unmarried. Hence the term
“ young man ” or *bachelor” is often used synonymously with
yeoman, But with the growth of a large class of serving-men
who had no prospect of setting up as masters this arrangement
was no longer possible. Serving-men and journeymen
martied, became householders, and took their work home,
One of the offences of the yeoman tailors was that they lived
apart by themselves ; and we find the Brewers attempting, in
1427, to get ordinances enforced forbidding any servant in
their trade to hire himself out by the day as long as any one
was willing to take him by the year, or to hold or occupy any
chamber outside his master’s house except he were a married
man.} The Leathersellers’ ordinances of 1482 complain that

* Riley, Memovials, pp. 542, 609, 653, 495.
t Zondon and Midd, Arck. Soc, Trans., IV.
1 Brewers’ first book, folio 37.
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“ when apprentices come out of their terms they will not serve
masters but take upon them every onc a mansion or shop
having no goods nor ware of their own to put therein, and
besides, each will have one or two apprentices having nothing
to set themselves or apprentices at work . . . but are fain . .
to take other men's goods to occupy themselves.” * There is
abundant evidence that in all the larger industries of the city
—amongst the weavers, tailors, clothworkers, goldsmiths, and
pewterers—a new class of small masters, resident mostly in the
suburbs, was being formed out of the journeymen who had
created the yeomanry organizations.

The effects of this development are clearly to be discerned
in another direction. Originally all the householders of the
ctaft wore its livery. DBut before the middle of the 15th
century a distinction had arisen between the houscholders
who were of the Livery and the householders who were not,
iz were out of the livery. Of the Grocers in 1430, 55 had
the full livery, 17 wore the hood, and 42 householders were
outside the livery.t An enumeration of the Pewterers shows
31 brethren that pay quarterage, 15 householders that pay
quarterage but be no brethren (e arc not in the livery), 32
covenant scrvants and o4 apprentices.f The Goldsmiths in
1485 had 56 members in the livery and 73 young men out of
the livery.§ The Founders in 1489 were divided into brethren
of the clothing, brethren not of the clothing, and journeymen ;||
and the Shearmen between 1452 and 1507 had developed a
class of householders out of the clothing.q

Now, although in sotne cases the householders who had not
attained the livery were still reckoned as full brethren and
remained distinct from the Yeoman or Bachelor Company,
the natural tendency was for those excluded from one organi-
zation to gravitate towards the other. And this process was

* Black, Leathersellers, 1 Kingden, Grocers,

b3 Wflch, LPewterers, 1. p. 30, § Herbert, IT. p, 135.
| Williams, Founders. T Clothworkers’ Ordinances.
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facilitated by the fact that the yeomanry organization, which
at the beginning of the 15th century had been a prohibited
association of rebellious journeymen, had hefore the end of
the century been gradually transformed into a recognized but
subordinate branch of the livery company. Sometimes the
Yeomanry preserved a separate fraternity, sometimes they
shared in the religious observances of the livery, but they
generally possessed a box of their own and separate accounts.
They had also separate officers, though these were often
chosen or had to be approved by the executive of the
livery.

It is probable that by the end of the 15ih century nearly
every livery company was supplemented by a yeomanry
organization of this kind. We hear of the fellowship of the
young men of the Carpenters in 1468, The Drapets have a
bachelors’ company numbering 60. In 1493 the yeomanry of
the Ironmongers petitioned “ the master, wardens and court of
the livery that they might have licensc to choose two new
rulers every year, to gather of every brother, covenant and
other, the sum of 84. a year, and to compel their members to
attend the mass of Corpus Christi along with the Livery and
to offer a penny each. . . .” The Fishmongers, the Merchant
Tailors, the Haberdashers, the Leathersellers, the Armourers,
the Clothworkers, the Founders and the Batber Surgeons, all
possessed yeomanry organizations in the 16th century, and in
fact there is scarcely a company whose history has been fully
investigated in which such an organization has failed to be
discovered.

But as there is no doubt that all the bodies of yeomanry
met with in the first half of the 15th century were mainly
composed of journeymen and serving men, so it is equally
beyond question that the bodies of yeomanry of which we
have any detailed account in the latter half of the 16th century
were not mainly so composed, and in most cases scarcely
represented the journeymen's interests at all. The rank and
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file of the yeomanry at that period was made up of house-
holders who were small employers or small traders, whilst the
wardens chosen to rule them were more prosperous members
of the company, who were expected to qualify for adoption on
the livery by accepting this inferior office. The yeomanry
had in fact come to be generally identified with the main
body of freemen outside the livery. Membership of it was
thus a stage through which all had to pass, and it was
therefore composed of two very different elements—those
who were destined for promotion to high office, and those who
were not. It was the latter who constituted the yeomanry as
a continuous body with common interests, whilst it is the
former who appear in the company’s records as holding office
amongst the yeormanty, or as contributing under the name
of the Bachelors’ company a very large proportion of the
expense incurred by the company on great occasions. It is
this class—the cadets of the ruling families of the company
or the wealthy members who desired admittance to the
oligarchy—who appear as Bachelors in “foins and budge”
on the exceptional occasions when a member of the company
has been chosen Lord Mayor. With the yeomanry as a
permanent body with separate intercsts these birds of passage
had nothing to do, And that that body had undergone such
a transformation as I have described in the course of the 16th
century is beyond all question. In the records of the Tailors,
the Cordwainers, the Blacksmiths, the Ironmongers, the Cloth-
workers, the Pewterers, the yeomanry appear as journeymen
in the 15th and early 16th centuries, and as masters and
traders in the late 16th and 17th centuries,

The process of tramsition in the intervening period is
clearly enough marked in such full records as we possess.
From a report of a great variance and discord that arose in
1508 between the wardens and others of the livery of the
Founders on the one part and the yeomanry on the other
part, as to the custody of certain plate, napery, money and
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jewels belonging to the craft, it might fairly be inferred that
all members not in the livery were in the yeomanry, and as
we know that there was a class of householders amongst the
Founders who were not in the livery, it follows that the
yeomanry was in part composed of them. The Mayor's
award was that the property in question should be kept in a
chest in St. Margaret’'s Lothbury, secured with four keys,
three of which were to be in the hands of the wardens, and
one in the hands of the yeomanry; and on the annual
rendering of accounts the wardens were to call unto them six
of the yeomanry to hear them read, forasmuch as they be
members of the said fellowship.*

But the completest evidence of the transition is contained
in the Court Book of the Clothworkers. Under the date
1543, we read :—

“ It is agreed that the wardens of the yeomanry now being shall
bring in their box with their money, their cloth and their torches,
and the master and wardens to choose four honest men being
journeymen, and they to be as wardens of the journeymen only, and
they to have the cloth and torches in their custody. And that there
be four journeymen yearly chosen to the said room by the master
and wardens for the time being.”

It is quite clear from this entry (1) that the yeomanry had
been composed largely of journeymen, and (2) that it had
contained other members who can only have been small
householders. The existing organization proved too strong
to be altered from above. A month later we find it was
agreed that the wardens of the yeomanry shall choose new
"wardens as they have done in times past and keep their old
order. In 1546 the wardens of the yeomanry brought in
£7 25, 4d, which they had reccived the year before, and
A1 115 44, increased in their time, and a box with four keys
was made to keep it in. £I was to be granted to the

* Willlams, Founders,p, 14.
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wardens of thc yeomanry when they kept a dinner, and 8s.
when they kept only a drinking. In 1549 it was agreed that
there should from henceforth be no more wardens of the
yeomanty chosen nor no more quarterage gathered amongst
the yeomanry. In December, 1552, the Court orders certain
ordinances to be drawn for the good ordering of a yeomanry,
Lo begin at Christmas next and so to continue as long as it
shall be thought profitable for the house and for the worship
of the company.*

These fluctuations of policy were not peculiar to the Cloth-
workers, The Barber-Surgeons abolished their yeomanry in
1552, and set it up again with a new constitution in 1555.}
With the broader economic causes underlying these changes
of organization we shall have to deal in the next chapter.
But another more immediate cause was at work in the period
between the death of Henry VIII. and the accession of
Elizabeth. An Act of 1547 had, as we have seen, placed
the endowments of all chantries and obits and of all purely
religious fraternities in the hands of the king, and the first
question addressed by the commissioners appointed to carry
out the Act to the companies, was whether or not they had
any peculiar brotherhood or gild within their corporation.
In some companies the yeomanry still constituted such a
peculiar brotherhood, and in all cases where a yeomanry
existed there was a danger that it might be so interpreted.
Hence a new and pressing motive was supplied for the com-
pletion of that remodelling of the yeomanry in subordination
to the livery company which had already been for some time
in progress,

The Pewterers’' yeomanry in this way ceased to be known
as the Fraternity of St. Michael, but continued to exist as a
mixed body of householders and journeymen with wardens of
its own. In the rules made for the holding of the yeomanry

* Unwin, /ndustrial Organisation, pp. 58-61.
1 Young, Barber Surgeons, p. 278,
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dinner in 1559, married householders and married journeymen
are charged alike 164. for man and wife, but a lone house-
holder pays 124, and an unmatried journcyman only 84,
Every man who has been married since the last feast must,
according to old custom, give a cock or pay 124. in addition,
And every man is to pay as in times past a penny towards the
play and a penny for his offering. But in the same year it was
ordered that none of the yeomanry were to come to the audit
supper but such as were householders, and such as were
thought meet by the discretion of the Wardens of the
Yeomanry.*

The Clothworkers’ records for the reign of Elizabeth show
that the journeymen were little more than an appendage to
the remodelled yeomanry, which gradually came to be almost
identical with the whole “handicraft,” Ze the manufacturing
small masters as opposed to the mercantile inlerest of the
ruling body. As the wardens of the yeomanry who were
prospective members of the livery and court of assistants wete
also frequently merchants, eight assistants had to be appointed
to execute their authority concerning the handicraft. The
same situation arose in many companies, The yeomanry of
the Haberdashers and Leathersellers were largely composed
of the small master hatters and glovers, and householders of
other crafts that had been absorbed by those companies; and
five feltmakers were appoioted to assist the wardens of the
Haberdashers' yeomanry in 1577. The story of the further
conflict between the industrial interest as represented by the
ycomanry, and the commercial or other interests represented
by the court of assistants, belongs to another chapter.

Any account of the government of the livery companies in
the period of their greatest activity and prosperity which
failed to notice their relation to the Lord Mayor would be
extremely misleading and incomplete. In spite of many
fluctuations, the authority of the mayor over the companies

* Welch, Peunerers, 1, p. 201,
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had been steadily growing since the close of the 14th century,
and may be considered perhaps to have reached its highest
point in the reign of James I. when the Lord Mayor put
forward the claim that he was master of all the companies.
Several causes combined to favour the development of his
authority at this time. In the first place, the growth of the
city brought a need for new forms of regulation, administra-
tion, and defence o which the old machinery of the wardmote
was inadequate, and for which the companies furnished the
readiest organs. Secondly, the Crown also found it con-
venient to use the organization of the companies for revenue
and police purposes, and thought it less invidious to do so
through the instrumentality of the mayor. And thirdly, the
disputes constantly atising within the companies themselves
necessilated a great many voluntary references to his judg-
ment, and so strengthened his hands for interference in cases
where he was not called in,

In regard to all matlers concerning the regulation of trade,
and especially trade in vicluals and drink, the mayor had, of
course, from the first possessed and exercised most extensive
powers of control, and the natural desire of the victuallers to
have these powers exercised in a way conducive to their
interests was one of the chief motive forces in London politics.
The early records of the Brewers afford ample illustration of
the importance that was attached by them to securing a
friendly disposition on the part of the mayor. Indeed, it was
a custom with them at one time to place on record the
character of each mayor in this respect, and the means taken
by them to improve it. One mayor was a good man, meek
and soft to speak with, and the Brewers gave him an ox and a
boar so that he did them no harm. Another refused their
gifts with thanks, but promised to be just as kind as if he had
taken them, The famous Richard Whittington they regarded
as a sworn foe to the craft. During his term of office in 1419
he harassed them with domiciliary visits in person, selling up,
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in one day by proclamation the stock (12 or 16 casks) of a
brewer at Long Entry near the Stocks, and of others at the
Swan in Cornhill, the Swan by St. Antony's, and the Cock in
Finch Lane. Not content with this, he continued his crusade
in the mayoralty of Robert Chichele three years later. The
Brewers’ description of their own experiences when twelve of
them were called before the mayor and aldermen is worth

quoting as one of the eatliest pieces of English in the company’s
records.

 And whanne the forsaid Brewers comen before the Mayor and
Aldermen, John Fray atte that tyme beyng Recorder of the said cite
said to the Brewers yn this wise : Sires ye ben accused here that ye
selle dere ale and sette your ale alle grelter pris thanne ye shold
doo without live of this court ; and moreover ye be bounden yn this
court yn a reconnsance of XX li, at what maner pris that malt is
solde, ye sholen selle your best ale out of your houses to your
customers for g4. ob, that is a barell for xlii d and no derrer. And
after this the mayor axed of Robert Smyth how he solde a barell of
his beste ale and he answered for v 5 and some barell for iiiis, x d.
And on this manner seyden the moste parte of Brewers that were atte
that tyme there present. And the Mayor shewed hem diverse en-
samples of malt yn the same court to the which malt the Brewers
answered that thei cowd make noo good ale thereof. . . . And the
moste parte of the comones of the said citee seyden thet hit was a
fals thing to sell here ale so dere while they myghten have malt so
good chepe, bote men seyden atte that tyme that Brewers were cause
of the derthe of malt with ther ridinge yn to divers contrees to bie
malt, . . . Then seide the Mayor and alle the Aldermen that they were
condemned yn her bond of xx li, and the mayor ordayned . . . that the
. . raaistres of Brewers craft . . . shold bekept yn the ward of the
Chamberlayn. . . . And thus thei did abide .. . unto the tyme
that the Mayor and the Aldermen weren goon hom ward to her
mete and after this the seide maistres geden to the Chamberlayn
and to John Carpenter to wete what thei sholde doo and the said
Chamberlayn and John Carpenter dede commande hem to goon
home to here houses. And so John Carpenter behight hem atte
that tyme that thei shold no more harm have neither of prisonment
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of her bodies ne of losse of xx li for wel thei wysten and knewen
that alle the forsaid judgement of the mayor and the aldermen was
not done at that tyme but for to plese Richard Whityngton.”

After this it is interesting to find the Brewers’ wardens
entering £7 3s. 44. into their accounts for the following year,
“for two pipes of wine to Richard Whetyngton’s butler, also
money given to divers serjeants of the mayor for to be good
friends to our craft.”* The Brewers continued to get into
trouble. They were called in question for obtaining their
charter in 1438, and were fined £50 in 1461 for making
ordinances prejudicial to the city’s liberties. In 1551, by
reason of their obstinate disobedience to the mayor, they
were debarred for a time from membership of the Common
Council.

In all this there was no new principle involved. But a
more vigorous assertion of civic authority was called for, in
the revision of ordinances which the crafts had drawn up by
virtue of royal charters, than had formerly been needed when
the crafts derived the sole authorization of their ordinances
from the mayor and aldermen themselves. Nevertheless the
city seems to have maintained a firm control over the crafis,
whether incorporated or unincorporated. From the time of
the accession of Edward IV., not only the victualling trades
like the Brewers, Bakers, Butchers, Cooks, and Fishmongers,
but most of the other greater and lesser companies had their
ordinances revised, modified, or annulled by the Mayor and
Aldermen.

A more unprecedented form of control—exercised as a
rule only over the lesser companies—was constituted by
frequent interference in the domestic concerns of the com-
panies. No doubt the way for this was opened by the appeals
of the rulers of companies against refractory members or vice
versd. Disobedience to the wardens was punished with

* Brewers' fixst book,
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imprisonment or disfranchisement, and on the other hand we
find the wardens of the Butchers discharged of their places
for perjury, and others appointed in their stead. In 1461 an
unwilling Girdler was enjoined to take on the livery of his
company ; and in 1476 another Girdler was restored to the
livery as having been unjustly displaced. In 1473 one of the
junior wardens of the Butchers was dismissed and the other
committed for disobedience to their “ Ancients.” The wardens
of the Saddlers were ordered in 1549 to allow six of the
eldest of the livery to be privy to the elections and the
accounts, The method of electing officers in the lesser
companies was frequently regulated during Elizabeth’s reign
by the Mayor and Aldermen. But the most striking case of
intervention occutred in 1545, when the Lord Mayor and three
Aldermen sitting in Bakers’ Hall commanded all they that
were not assistants to depatt, “and then declaring the weak-
ness of one that had been chosen, caused another to be chosen
in his stead, and ordered that in future elections should be
only by those that had been wardens.” The powerful
influence thus exerted by the civic authorities assisted very
materially in the universal establishment of that oligarchical
form of constitution in the companies which has already been
described.

The city had always protested against the grant of
corporate powers to the several companies, but, not being
strong enough to prevent ii, had compromised the matter by
insisting that the companies should hold their charters in due
subordination to the Mayor and Aldermen. 'When, however,
some thirty companies, representing all the main branches of
trade and industry, had gained incorporation, the vested
interest thus established strengthened the hands of the city
government in resisting any addition to their number. From
the beginning of the 17th century onwards, it was necessary
for a company to obtain licence from the city to sue for
incorporation or even for a new charter, Licence was granted
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to the Musicians and the Turners in 1603, to the Founders in
1613, and to the Scriveners in 1615. On the other hand a
charter sought by the Artisan Skinners was quashed in 1606,
the master and wardens of the Plumbers were committed in
1614 for refusing to bring their charter to be enrolled,* and
the Feltmakers, who had obtained incorporation without
licence in 1604, were refused admittance into the freedom
till the Commonwealth period, in spite of pressure from the
king and an offer of A1500. Other companies, like the
Basketmakers, and the Paviors, that sued for licence after the
Restoration, never attained incorporation at all.

The administrative use which the Lord Mayor made of his
authority over the companies was of gradual growth, and
rested on dubious legal foundations. The companies derived
their privileges from the exercise of the royal prerogative, and
continued to hold and enjoy them by the sanction of the
mayor. It would have been difficult, if not impossible, to main-
tain them as legal rights against the determined opposition of
either city or king, When, therefore, a Tudor king issued
commands to them through the mayor, resistance became a
serious matter, and though there was frequent grumbling, and
occasional protest, actual resistance did not become general
till the reign of Charles I

The mayor’s “ Precepts,” as these decrees were styled, may
be divided into two classes, though there is not always a clear
line between them. Some were for purely civic purposes, and
these were generally issued on the initiative of the Mayor
himself or of the Common Council, whilst in others the
Mayor was merely the mouthpiece of orders from the Crown.
The municipal duties imposed on the crafts may be considered
perhaps as originating in the semi-feudal relation they bore to
the mayor and sheriffs, which was symbolized in the annual
ridings to Westminster. The cost of providing men and

* Guildhall MSS., Vol. 1xo, contains a brlefl digest of the above-mentioned
¢ases.
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horses for thesc occasions, and also attending the Mayor when
he rode to meet the king or queen, forms one of the main
items of the budget of every ciaft in the 15th century ; and a
requisition to attend the Midsummer walch, or to take past in
cleansing the city ditch, may be ieckoned in the samec
category.

The custom of raising loans from the companies for
municipal purposes was not thoroughly established till the
middle of the 16th century. Most of thesc loans were for the
provision of corn against times of scarcily. Stow tells us that
Stephen Brown, Grocer, who was mayor in 1439, sent into
Prussia “ causing corn to be brought from thence, whereby he
brought down the price of wheat from three shillings the bushel
to less than half that money,” and that Simon Eyre, Draper,
mayor in 1446, “built the Leadenhall for a common garner of
corn for the use of this city.” Afler this it became usual, when
scarcity was fcared, for some provision to be made with the
help of loans and contributions from the mayor, aldermen, and
other prominent citizens. In 1512, when supplies ran so short
that the bread carls of Stratford were besieged by a hungry
mob every morning, * the mayor, Roger Achley, in short time
made such provision that the bakers were weary of taking it
up. . , . The mayor also kept the markel so well that he
would be up at Leadenhall by four o'clock in the summer's
mornings ; and from thence he went to other markels, to the
great comfort of the citizens,” *

The first loan demanded from the companies for this
putpose was in 1521, when the Common Council determined
that £1000 should be borrowed, and it was agreed that “in
all goodly haste the said sum should be levied and paid by
the fellowships of sundry misteries and crafts” The Lord
Mayor and Aldermen were to appoint what sum was to be

* Stow, Swrvey, 173, The Bakers, however, complained in 1526 that they
were compelled to take a musty supply of municipal corn al excessive prices :
Lelters apd Papers of Henry VIII, v, 2, No. 2749.
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levied of each company, and the wardens were to assess the
amount to be lent by every particular person. Officers
called corn-renters collected the money and paid it in to the
Bridge masters, who gave bonds for repayment. After 1543
precepts were issued for the raising of such loans neatly every
year. In 1545 the assessments varied from £10 on the
Fletchers to £100 each on the Grocers, the Mercers, the
Drapeis and the Merchant Tailors. The Pewterers, on whom
£50 was assessed in 1561, levied £35 in sums varying from
5s. to 40s. on twenty-nine members of their livery, and £15 in
suims varying from §s. to 20s. on their yeomanry. The Iron-
mongers in 15§87 demanded from each person of the degree of
an alderman £16 6s. 84. ; from all that had been master, £10;
from all that had been wardens, £6 13s. 44.; from the livery
43 apiece, and from the yeomanry £2,*

The Bridge House built over the two last arches on the
Southwark side had long replaced the Leadenhall as the
storehouse for the corn, and in accordance with an order of
Common Council of 1559, mills were erected on sheds in front
of the piers to grind it. Ten ovens were also erected, largely
out of a bequest by a charitable sheriff, to bake bread for the
relief of the poor, and a “fair brew-house ” was added later for
service of the city with beer. In the early part of Eljzabeth’s
reign much discontent arose as to the irregular way in which
the loans were discharged, and as the companies were not
satisfied to receive mouldy wheat in repayment, it was finally
arranged that they should administer the provision themselves,
and the garners at the Bridge House were, in 1578, divided
into twelve equal parts, which were assigned by lot to the
twelve greater companies. In 1506, in consequence of an
alarm that the Government might seize the Bridge House
supply for the navy, the companies began to build granaries
at their own halls, and it was the destruction of these by the
Fire that finally put an end to the custom.

* Nichol, Jronmongers, 143.
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The precepts issued by the Lord Mayor to the companies
at the command of the Crown were far too numecrous and
varied to be dealt with here in any detail ; but they fell
broadly under two heads—demands for moncy, and demands
for men,* During the whole period of the Tudors and Stuars,
not omitting the interval of the Civil War and the Common-
wealth, the city companies furnished one of the chief financial
resources of the Government. Henry VII. exacted a bene-
volence of neatly £10,000 from the city, to which each
company contributed a quota. Elizabeth raised a compulsory
loan of 420,000 in 1579 for the suppression of the Irish
rebellion, and Chatles I. demanded a like sum in 1640 for his
campaign against the Scots. Parliament borrowed so largely
from the companies for the prosecution of the Civil War that
in 1647 the Merchant Tailors claimed to have lent over
426,000 and the Ironmongers over £7000, of which sums only
a trifling proporiion had up to then been repaid. Participation
in State lotteries was twice forced upon the companies by
Elizabeth, and once by James L.} Another device for raising
money was embodicd in the arrangement by which the com.
panics acquired their Irish estates in 1610, The Governor
and Assistants of the New Plantation in Ulster werc to pay
the king £60,000 for the escheated lands of the Irish rebels,
Each of the greater companies was to be responsible for one-
twelfth of this amount, and was to draw lots for a twelfth of
the land, which 'might be shared with such of the lesser com-
panies as could be induced to enter the undertaking.} The
Ironmongers made up their £3000 with the help of £700
from the Brewers, £570 from the Scriveners, £420 from the
Coopers, £360 from the Pewterers, £350 from the Barbers,

* Precepts were also iswued for assistancein erecting the Royal Exchange, in
repairing St. Paul’s, m providing work for the poor, in subsidising projects of dis-

covery. See Herbert, L 120, and Nichol’s Fronmongers,
t Herbert, L. 151-154, 176-180,

§ fhd, 1. 220. For a fuller account, see Concise View of the Irisk Socicty ;
Nichol, franmongers ; and Heath's Gy ocers, app. 17
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and £300 from the Carpenters, so that their own actual
venture was only 42300, The charter of the Irish Society
was revoked and its lands resumed by Charles I, but both
were restored under Charles II, and thongh some of the
“manors” have changed hands, the companies still retain
their lordship over the larger part of the Plantation. When
Macaulay visited Londonderry for the purposes of his history,
he found the country “enriched by industry, embellished by
taste, and pleasing even to eyes accustomed to the well-tilled
fields and manor houses of England,” and could still discern
the arms of the Fishmongers, the Vintners, and the Merchant
Tailors on the old culverins and sakers which these companies
had supplied for the defence of the colony.

The Government's demands for men were more frequent
and probably scarcely less burdensome than their demands
for money. The Coopers’ accounts show that these levics
were regularly made in Henry VIIL’s reign. They found four
men for the wars in the North in 1537, at a cost of £10 8s, 1d.*
When the city raised a force of 400 footmen and 100 horsemen
to support the Lords of the Council against Protector Somet-
set in 1549, the Carpenters’ four men cost £4 125 54f In
1559 the companies provided a muster of 1400 in Greenwich
Park, “whereof 800 were pikemen all in fine corslets, 400
harquebuts in shirts of mail with morins, and 200 halberters in
almain rivets . . . which made a goodly show before her
majesty, the Emperor’s and French King’s ambassadors being
present,”} To a levy raised by precept in 1562, the Grocers
and the Merchant Tailors were each requited to furnish 35 men,
and the Ironmongers 19; in 1569, when the Grocers supplied
60, the Ironmongers sent 28, In 1572 the companies organized
at the command of the Privy Council a regular force of 3000
for the defence of the city, in which the Merchant Tailors'
contingent appears to have numbered 200,the Ironmongers' 111,

* Firth, Coogers. 1 Jupp and TPacack, Cerfenters, p. 49.
1 Stow, Annals,



242 THE GILDS OF LONDON

and the Catpenters’ 24 (the equipment of the 24 cost £36),
In 1585, when the city militia was entrenched for a whole
week on Blackheath in expectation of a Spanish invasion, the
numbets were about 4000, the highest contingents—those of
the Grocers, Haberdashers, and Merchant Tailors—being each
composed of 395 men; whilst of the lesser companics the
Brewers and the Leathersellers each sent 100, the Saddlers
and the Cordwainers each 54, the Tallowchandlers and Dyers
each 40, the Stationers and Cutlers each 27. The cost of the
lcvy seems to have averaged about 3os. per man, For the
equipment of this militia each company maintained an armoury,
and generally kept an armourer at work.* An inventory of
the Coopets in 1570 shows that they then possessed 13 corslets,
19 calivers, 19 flax and touch boxes, 17 morions, 34 swords,
29 daggers, 31 girdles, 13 leathers for shot, and 15 pikes, some
of which were in use in the Low Countries.t From 1574
onwards each company was required to keep a store of gun-
powder. When the Civil War broke out, Merchant Tailors’
Hall must have been as well provided for a siegc as most
castles in the country. Its armoury contained 153 swords, 52
muskets, 70 pikes, 50 corslets, 32 halberds, 300 cwt, of bullets,
300 cwt. of match, and 40 barrels of powder,}

* Strype's Stow, V, 451, T Firth, Cogpers, p. 124
1 Herbert, I, 127,



CHAPTER XV
INDUSTRIAL EXPANSION UNDER THE TUDORS

HE livery companies that have been so far dealt with
have been those that had their origin and for the most
part reccived their charters before the Reformation.

Bul more than half the companies that now survive wete incor-
porated after the Reformation. About a dozen of these, eg.
the Fanmakers, the Coachmakers, the Glass-sellers, the Gun-
makers, and the Spectacle-makers, represent trades unknown
in medizval England, and not established in London till the
17th century. In other cases, such as those of the Feltmakers,
the Glovers, the Pinners, the Stationers, and the Weavers, the
technical and economic conditions of production had been so
changed as to necessitate an entire re-organization of the
industry, Only in a few cases did the companies incorporated
in the 17th century represent a continuance of the conditions
of medizval craft. There was, in fact, a distinct pause between
the earlier epoch of incorporation which closed in the first
years of Henry VIII. and the later epoch which opened with
the Stationers’ charter in 1555 ; and the economic atmosphere
which pervaded the 17th-century company was entirely different
from that in which the 15th-century company had moved and
had its being. If this marked difference does not appear in
the constitutions of the livery companies as they have come
down to our day, it is because the newer companies on the one
hand modelled themselves on the old, whilst the older ones,
243
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on the other hand, by obtaining fresh charters assimilated
themselves to the new,

Perhaps the most significant difference between the carlicr
and the later charters lies in the extent of the area to which
they apply. The earlier grants give powers of regulation and
search over London and its suburbs, and in certain exceptional
cases they give similar powers over England generally. These
exceptional powers of national extent occur also in some later
grants, but the main point of difference is in regard to the
metropolis, In the great majority of charters granted after
the accession of Elizabeth the metropolitan area to which the
powers conferred extend is much wider than the city and its
original suburb. The Broderers, who were incorporated in
the third year of Elizabeth, obtained rights of regulation in
the city and suburbs, also in the city of Westminster, in the
borough of Southwark, and in St. Katherine’s, The Joiners’
charter of 1571 gives a two-mile circuit; the Blacksmiths' in
the same year gives a four-mile circuit in addition to the city
and suburbs. In subsequent charters the avcrage area is a
four- or five-mile circuit, and when a company gets a new
charter the area covered by its powers is almost invariably
increased. The Butchers obtained a one-mile area from
James I, and a two-mile area from Charles I. Similarly the
Carpenters and the Brewers increased their two miles to four,
Under Charles II. the supervision of the Masons, the Plumbers,
and the Poulterers extended to a seven-mile radius, and those
of the Waxchandlets to a ten-mile radius, In short, the London
over which the 17th-century company exercised its rights was
already coming to be loosely identical with the greater London
of our own time, and this expansion involved important social
and economic consequences.

Medizval London had embraced for purposes of industrial
regulation, in addition to the area within the walls, only
the small territory comprised in Portsoken ward and in
Farringdon, Cripplegate, and Bishopgate wards Without. Its
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rights over Southwark were, until 1550, extremely restricted
and of dubious application. Even within these narrow limits
large subtraction must be made for the numerous exempted
areas or liberties both within and without the walls, many
of which, like Blackfriars’, St. Martin’s le Grand, and Holy
Trinity Priory (afterwards Duke’s Place) survived the Refor-
mation. By the close of the 15th century, however, the move-
ment had already begun by which almost all the industries
of the city were gradually transferred to that ring of parishes
out of which have arisen the metropolitan boroughs of
Holborn, Finsbury, Shoreditch, Bethnal Green, Stepney,
Bermondsey, and Southwark, some of which cover an area
twice as large as that of the city, whilst all of them taken
together contain a population more that thirty times as
numerous.

The stream of population that fed this process of expansion
was threefold. In the first place, there was a steady overflow
from the city itself, all throngh the 14th and 15th centuries,
of the poorer craftsmen who could not afford to set up shop
within the walls and who were largely dependent for the sale
of their wares on the city shopkeepers. At first they congre-
gated in the wards “ without,” forming colonies outside Cripple-
gate and Bishopgate and along Fleet Street and Holborn;
but soon they spread over the border into Westminster,
Clerkenwell, Shoreditch, Whitechapel, Southwark, and Ber-
mondsey. In the second place, the numbers of these emigrants
were swelled by a constant stream of immigrants from the
country, the “foreigners” from Hertfordshire, Essex, Kent,
Surrey, Middlesex, or more distant counties, whose place
of origin was marked in the 14th centuty by their names, as
John of South Mimms, Richard of Reigate, etc. And thirdly,
there were the alien strangers, as distinguished from the
English foreigners, From the earliest times these had
always contributed an influential part of the industrial
population, and the influx steadily increased. Of some 1800
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alicns o whom licences were given in 1437, 540 were resident
in London, mostly in Southwark or the casictn suburbs*
In 1563 the aliens in the city, Westminsier and Southwark,
numbeied 4534 ; in 1583 they were 5141, of whom 1604 were
outside the city proper.}

Therc can be no doubt that the alien immigrants of
the 15th and 16th centuries supplied the main factor in an
industrial renaissance which had as much importance for the
economic development of England as the literary and artistic
renaissance had for its intellectual development. All branches
of industry were affected by it ; old handicrafts were revolu-
tionized, new ones were created. The native goldsmiths
were kepl in a condition of healthy emulation by the steady
influx of aliens, whom we find being invited in 1464 to a
friendly contest of skill, and many of whom settled in West-
minster, Southwark, and in the libertics of St. Mattin, St.
Bartholomew, and St. Katherine. The London weavers were
nearly all of alien extraction, and of a list of 70 master
weavers who signed an agreement in 1436, only 33 resided
within the city, whilst 7 lived in Southwark, 6 in the Bishop
of Durham’s liberty (in the Strand), § in Bermondsey, 5 in
Whitechapel, 2 in the Strand, 2 in Chatterhouse, and one
each in Clerkenwell, Holborn, and Westmingter,} These
were woollen and linen weavers. Another wave of immigrants,
who introduced silk-weaving in the 16th century, settled in
Shoreditch and Spitalfields, A colony of feltmakers, mostly
from the Rouen district, who displaced the native cap by
the improved felt hat or the costly beaver, settled in South-
wark alongside the Flemings, who introduced the brewing of
beer with hops. The printers who followed Caxton from the
Low Countries found it safer to set up at first as he had done,
outside the city in Westminster and Clerkenwell. There was

* C, L. Kingsford in Enghsh Eist, Rev., Apil, 1908, p. 363,
t Huguenol Saciety, Retwrns of Aliens,
1 Facsimile of Weavers’ Anclent Book.
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a whole row of alien shoemakers in the liberty of St, Martin’s,
and another in Blackfriars, where they possessed a gild of
their own. The trades of tanning and leather-dressing, also
largely recruited by aliens, had already moved out to their
present quarters in Bermondsey.

Whilst, therefore, the aliens were by no means solely
tesponsible for the migration of industry, they took a
sufficiently prominent shate in it to attract to themselves
the greater part of the ill-feeling which it occasioned amongst
those whose interests were affected. And their unpopularity
was increased by other causes. The aliens were not all
industrialists, nor did they all settle permanently in London.
Many were merchants engaged in importing a great variety
of manufactured goods which were still better made on the
continent than in England, or in exporting English cloth
in a half-manufactured state so that it might be dyed and
finished to the taste of the foreign consumer. Whether,
therefore, as importers or as exporters, they were popularly
regarded as taking the bread out of the mouth of the English
craftsman, and the alien settlers who were helping to lay
the foundations of England’s industrial greatness were
included in the same condemnation,

This feeling found a violent expression on Evil May Day,
1517, For some years before this a storm had been brewing.
In 1514 the craftsmen of London had petitioned the Government
against the freedom allowed to aliens, and in 1516 a handbill
was posted up in the city which accused the King and Council
of ruining England by favouring foreigners. Great efforts
were made to discover the author, but in vain, The Spital
sermons, which were annually preached in Easter Week
before the mayor and aldermen, seemed to the agitators a
good opportunity of urging the rulers of the city to take
sides with the commonalty against the strangers. The first
preacher who was asked refused, but the second consented,
and took for his text, “ The heaven of heavens is the Lord’s,
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but the earth He has given o the children of men”; which

he interpreted to mean—England for the English, and London
for the Londoners.

% 'The Dutch,” said the statement which was given him to read,
“brng over iron, timber, leather, and wainscot, rcady wrought as
nails, locks, baskets, cupboards, stools, tables, chests, girdles, and
points, saddles and painted cloths so that if it were wrought here
Englishmen might have some work and living at it, . . , And, fiuther,
the strangers compass the city round about in Southwark, in West-
minster, Temple Bar, Holborn, St. Martin’s, St. John's Gate, Aldgate,
Tower Hill, St. Katherine's, and forestall the market so that no good
thing for them cometh to the market which is the cause that English-
men want and starve. . . . And they (the aliens) keep such asserablies
and fraternities together and make such a gathering to their common
box that every brother will hold plea with the city of London.” *

The story of the oulbreak itself is too well known to need
re-telling here. In almost every detail the disturbance was a
mere repetition of what had happened a dozen times already
in the history of medizval Loondon, but the rioters had to deal
with 2 Tudor monarch who knew how to render both his
severity and his clemency more impressive by the use of
dramatic effect, Yet neither thc hanging of a dozen
apprentices before their own doors, nor the pardon of four
hundred other rioters with ropes round their necks, were any
more likely to remove the lasting causes of discontent than
were the mob's onslaught on alien craftsmen and their
pillaging of foreign merchants’ houses. The real evil for
which the innocent alien was made the scapegoat was one
for which an adequate remedy cannol even yet be said to
have been found—that massing of unorganized labour which
is popularly known as the “sweating system,”

A pamphleteer of the period has given us a brief glimpse
into the beginnings of this social problem, all the more

* Hall, Chronic,
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striking because it occurs quite incidentally in the course of
an argument against free imports.

“Before May Day,” he says, * poor handicraft people which
were wont to keep shops and servants and had labour and living
by making pins, points, girdles, gloves, and all such other things
.+ . had thereof sale and profit daily, until thirty years ago a sort
began to occupy to buy and sell all such bandicraft wares called
haberdashers . . . whereby many rich men is risen upon the
destruction of the poor people, which poor people perceived them-
selves having no living and were bound prentices in London not
able to keep no houses nor shops, but in alleys sitting in a poor
chamber working all the week to sell their ware, on the Saturday
brought it to the haberdashers to sell . . . which would not give
them so much winning for their wares to find them meat and drink
saying they had no need thereof; their shops lay stored full of
[wares from] beyond sea.” *

In a narrower sphere and under simpler conditions the
craft gilds had aimed with some success at preventing evils
of this kind, and the London companies now claimed that
the true remedy in this case also was to extend their powers
beyond the boundaries of the city so as to place the regulation
of aliens in their hands. Their view obtained the sanction
of Parliament in 1524, when “all aliens using any manner of
handicraft in city or suburbs, the town of Westminster, the
parishes of St Martin's in the Fields, Our Lady of the
Strand, St. Clement’s Danes, St, Giles’ in the Fields, St.
Andrew’s in Holborn, the town and borough of Southwark,
Shoreditch, Whitechapel parish, St. John's Street, the parish
of Clerkenwell, St. Botolph's parish without Aldgate, St.
Katherine’s, Bermondsey Street, or within two miles’ compass
of the city or the parishes aforesaid,” were placed under the
“search and reformation of the wardens and fellowships of
crafts within the city with one substantial stranger being a
householder of the same craft chosen by the wardens.” }

* R. Pauly, Drei Volkswrthschaftliche Denksclriften.
$ 14 & 15 Henry VIII, ¢ 2.
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The interpretation of this Act having becn dispuled, a
decree of the Star Chamber in 1528, ratified by a further
Act the following year, decided that the aliens must contribute
{o the taxation borne by the city companies and must pay
the quarterage levied by them, which in the disputed case
of the Cordwainers was 64. a quarter for a householder
and 3d. for a journeyman® All aliens were to swear alle-
giance to the king at the common halls of the companies
representing their several irades. They were to assemble
there if summoned by the officers of the company, and were
not to hold assemblies anywhere else. None but those who
had qualified as denizens were to set up shops. The effect
of these measures in swelling the lower ranks of the companies
is clearly marked in the records of the period. The Coopers,
whose numbers in 1541 had only been 124, including 13
Dutchmen, increased by 1547 to 194, of whom 4o were in
their livery, 43 were householders out of the livery, 32 were
English free journeymen, g foreign free journeymen, 43 Dutch
householders, 13 free denizen journeymen, and 12 “new come
in” Dutch journeymen. The total number on their books
had increased by 1553 to 267.1 The Cordwainers in 1599
levied quarlerage on 439 persons, of whom 28 only were in
their livery. Of the rest, 152 belonged to their yeomanry,
85 were cobblers free of the company, and 32 were free
cobblers in some other sense, 11 were cordwainers free of
other companies, and 131 were foreigners or aliens living in
the liberties ot outside the city. The distribution of these
outsiders is interesting. In St. Martin’s le Grand there were
11, in St. Bartholomew’s and St. John's Street 21, in Holbarn,
Chancery Lane, Temple Bar, and the Strand 29, in Blackfriars
20, in Creechurch (Duke's Place) 15, in St, Katherine’s 14, in
Whitechapel 2, in Southwark 17, in Westminster 2.1 In 1583
the Weavers had 73 aliens among the free brethren of their

* Schanz, Handelsgaschichie, 11, 508, t Firth, Coggers, p. 115,
1 Accounts of Cordwamers' Company for 1599.
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company ; and 8o journeymen and 100 strangers who lived
outside the city were under the supervision of the Joiners.*
But it soon appeared that to place the aliens under the
rule of the companies was no solution of the problems that
had been raised. The real difficulty did not lie in the alien as
such, but in the extension of the industrial area, the separation
of the functions of craftsman and trader, and the inadequacy
of the “craft” organization to the larger methods of pro-
duction that were now becoming general. Even when the
companies obtained by charter, as many of them did about
this time, powers of search and regulation, covering the whole
metropolitan area and including the English craftsmen of the
suburbs as well as the aliens, their only way of using these
powers was to enforce the rights of one of the divided interests
against the others, and thus to emphasize the natural diffi-
culties of the situation, The industrial records of Elizabeth,
James I, and Charles I. are full of disputes arising in this
way: (1) between the craftsmen of the city and those of the
suburbs ; (2) between iwo companies interested in the same
industry ; (3) between two classes representing the industrial
and the commercial interests within the same company.
Behind all these disputes lay this fundamental economic
situation : that the craftsman was no longer in direct contact
with the consumer, but was dependent on the capital of the
middleman, whether as trader or as a direct Jemployer, to find
a market for his wares or his work. This dependence was an
economic necessity, but it was bound to bear hardly on the
craftsman until he had adapted his organization to the new
conditions, and the difficulties of the transition stage were
greatly increased when the traders in the companies used
their powers of search so as to monopolize the market for
themselves, Artificial monopolies were met by artificial
remedies for monopoly. Instructive examples of the failure
of both fill the statutes of the Tudors and the state papers of

* Hupuenot Society, Kefurns of Aliens.
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the Stuarts. Only perhaps in this way could the ground be
cleared for those broader conceptions of economic development
which are or ought to be the commonplaces of to-day,

Nearly every session of a Tudor Parliament saw a fresh
Act introduced to regulate the leather trades. Every process
in the making of a pair of shoes was defined by the legislator.
The tanner, the currier, and the cordwainer were not only care-
fully restricted within the limits of their respective crafts, they
were instructed as to what kind of leather they might buy,
with what quality of grease they might curry it, at what point
they might insert the knife, which hide they were to use for
the inner sole and heel, and which for the ouler sole. At
first sight it seems like the wise care of a paternal Government,
intervening with technical omniscience and sublime impartiality
to fill the place left vacant by the gild ordinances; but a
little examination of the statutes removes this impression.
There were five Acts passed between 1548 and 1558, and each
legislated in the opposile sense to its immediate predecessor,
Looked at a little more closely this violent fluctuation of
national policy proves to be due to a struggle between the
London Cordwainers and Curriers. The wealthy Lraders con-
nected with each of these companies wished to have the sole
right of selling leather or giving out work to the poorer
members of both crafts, and to the aliens or non-freemen in
the suburbs. In the preambles to the numerous Acts each
company in turn appears anxious to rescue the poor ctaftsmen
from the tyrannical monopaly exercised by the other, While
the Bills were before Parliament excitement ran so high that
the Common Council found it necessary to restrict the number
of Cordwainers and Curriers who might go “lobbying”
together. As the political pendulum swung to and fro, each
craft secured the repeal of the Act passed in the last Parlia-
ment and replaced it by another, The precise rules laid down
for the conduct of business in each craft were therefore largely
dictated by the mercantile interest of the hostile craft which
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happened for the momeni to have gained the political
ascendency.¥

Thus while the Cordwainers’ Company appears throughout
the reign of Elizabeth as the champion of the small shoemaker
and cobbler against the oppressive middlemen of the Curriers’
Company, it was at the same time engaged in a consiant
struggle with the cordwainers of Westminster who refused to
own any allegiance to Cordwainers’ Hall. In 1576 the
company sued the Westminster men in the Exchequer, and
the Westminster men having raised a levy amongst themselves
to obtain legal advice, exhibited a bill in the Star Chamber
against the company. Whereupon the company indicted a
number of them before the Justices of Middlesex for unlawful
assembly. They also arrested a Savoy shoemaker for breach
of the peace, and when the Westminster men's solicitor came
to serve a subpeena on a city cordwainer, he was struck to the
ground with a dagger.t

A compromise appears to have been arranged on this
occasion, but in 1580 the disputants werc again before the
Star Chamber, and very probably the frequent recurrence
of similar differences in other crafts was one of the chief
motives for the grant of a charter to Westminster in 1583,

Almost an exact parallel to this situation can be traced at
the same moment in every important London industry—
amongst the clothworkers, the hat and cap makers, the
pinners, the printers, the glovers, the skinners. The separa-
tion of those intercsted in the several industries into two
distinct classes is everywhere described in the same terms.
In the shoe-leather crafts there were on one hand a number of
poor artificers not able to buy two or three hides or backs at
one time, nor to pay ready money for them, and on the other

* Smtutes of the Realm, 3 Hen. 8, ¢. 10; 5 Ilen. 8, ¢, ¥} 24 Hen, 8,¢. I;
2&3Ed.6,c.9; 3&4Ed. 6c.6; 5%6Ed, 6,¢ 15; I Mar, ¢, 8; 1 Eliz, c.
10; Pictoria Hist, of Surrey, IL, 331,

t Lansd, MSS. 26 ; Strype, Stow, V. 213.
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a few rich men that were comimon engrossers of leather and
had all the buying of leather and tallow in their hands.* 1In
the same way the feltmakers were described as buying their
wool in small quantities day by day from the rich haber-
dashers who held a monopoly of the supply, and thercfore
sold the worst refuse at the price of the best wool; the
workmen cutters of white leather (for gloves), over a thousand
in number, were said to be constrained to buy all their skins
from the leathersellers in London, who were but eight persons,
and who put four bad skins in every dozen; the great
majority of the printers were obliged to take out work from
the booksellers, who had monopolized all the best copyrights ;
the small master fullers and shearmen were dependent for
employment on the wealthy exporters of cloth who controlled
the Clothworkers', Merchant Tailors’ and Drapers’ Companies ;
the pinners depended partly on the girdlers for the purchase
of their wire, and partly on the haberdashers for the sale of
their pins;{ and within the companies of Galdsmiths,
Skinners, Pewterers, and Armourers, there was the same
opposition of interest between a ruling class of merchants and
middlemen and a dependent class of small master craftsmen,
It has already been seen how the industrial element in the
older companies came to be identical in most cases with the
yeomanty organization, and it was through this organization
that the craftsmen who were freemen of the city naturally
first sought a remedy for their grievances. The feltmakers,
who were part of the Haberdashers' yeomanry, wete constantly
petitioning the Court of that company to support them in
carrying out a search amongst foreigners, in prosecuting un-
lawful intruders, in suppressing female labour and in enforc-
ing the Statute of Apprentices} The printers desired the
Stationers’ Company to prdain that no work should be given
to foreigners, that the number of apprentices should be limited,

* 1 Mary, ¢, 8, t Unwin, Zudustrial Organisation,
t 2hd.
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and that work should be properly paid for in money.* The
fullers and shearmen urged the Clothworkers’ Court to limit
the number of apprentices and to enforce the law which
forbade the export of unfinished cloth. There were two
main obstacles to the granting of these requests. In the first
place thc companies’ powers were limited. Over their own
members they had considerable authority, and this had been
extended in some degree so as to cover aliens and foreigners;
but over freemen of other companies who practised their
calling their authority was dubious and could generally be
successfully resisted. And secondly, even if the Court of
Assistants had been able, it was not willing to carry out the
industrial policy recommended by the yeomanty. It was not
to the interest of the merchants and employers who composed
the ruling bodies of the companies to suppress the activity or
restrict the numbers of the suburban workers, The Stationers,
for example, told the printers that if they refused to give
work to “foreigners” their customers would themselves
purchase paper and give out their printing direct to the
strangers. Moreover, the interests of the rulers of the
companies were more often mercantile than industrial, The
haberdashers who imported large quantities of hats, caps and
pins, the clothworkers who were majnly exporters of unfinished
cloth, could not be expected strictly to enforce the execution
of laws restricting imports or exports in the supposed interests
of the craftsman.

The craftsmen seeing they could hope for no effectual
remedy from their several companies naturally turned to the
Government, and found it not indisposed to consider their
grievances, The advisers of the Crown were just beginning
to realize that the expansion of industry might afford them
the very fiscal resource of which they stood in need. In
France at this period industry was being declared by the
Crown officials to lie within the King’s domain, so that a

* Arbet, Transcripé of the Stavioners' Registers, 11, 881,
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large part of the fees that had been paid to the gilds might
flow into the royal exchequer. In England so direct and
sweeping a policy was not practicable, but indirectly the same
results were aimed at. The means adopted was the grant
of letters patent to gentlemen about the court, by which the
right to regulate trade and industry and to impose fines and
fees was farmed out to them, or bestowed upon them in
consideration of services rendered. With the help of these
patents the Government provided with lavish generosity for
the needs of every class that had a grievance. It granled
special powers to enforce the law for the benefit of those who
complained that it was a dead letter, and bestowed on the
other hand special powers of dispensation for the benefit of
those upon whom a law pressed too heavily. In this way
all the advantages of an active legislature were secured with
a minimum of its evils. Public opinion was gratified, local
option was consulted, and a double opportunity was opened
to the Exchequer.

During the reign of Elizabeth there was scarcely onc of
the London companies that was not affected by the grant of
these patents* Sometimes, no doubt, the grants were made
without any reference to the wishes of any section of the
company concerned, but more often they were the qutcome
of an arrangement between the patentee and a discontented
body of craftsmen, who sought to obtain in that way some
form of regulation which they could not procure from their
company or from the city authorities, The “members of the
handicraft” in the Clothworkers’ Company petitioned the
Privy Council in 1575 for the appointment of a “packer” to
inspect the shipping of cloth and prevent the merchants from
exporting it unfinished. The feltmakers in 1579 organized

* Strype’s Srow, Book V, chaps. b-15; see under Grocers, Skinners,
Haberdashers, Vintners, Clothworkers, Brewers, Leathersellers, Pewterers,
Tallowchandlers, Cutlers, Cordwainers, Painters, Bowyers, Fletchers, Horners,
Stationers, Upholders, Distillers, Feltmakers, Reflnera,
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an agitation in support of a patent to a certain Dr. Hector, to
authorize him to search all woo! supplied by the haberdashers
and to see that it was properly cleansed and sorted* In 1592
Mr. Edward Darcy took up the cause of the glovers and other
workers in leather, and proposed to protect them against the
oppression of the leathersellers by establishing a place of
inspection at Smithfield for all skins sold to them, and
stamping the genuine atticle, in return for a fee of 10d. a
dozen on the lesser skins, and as much as 104, each on some
of the more costly ones, The craftsmen were to be bound in
440 not to deal in unstamped skins.

To this project the Leathersellers offered a stout opposi-
tion, in which they had the warm sympathy of the city.
Darcy, who had spent £500 or £600 in procuring the patent,
which was not the first (nor the last) he applied for, lost his
temper and so far forgot himself as to strike an alderman in
the Lord Mayor’s presence during a discussion of the proposal.
The insult was noised abroad, the cily apprentices gathered,
and Darcy would not have escaped with his life but for the
protection afforded by the Lord Mayor. The patentee, how-
ever, with the suppott of the Government, persisted in his
scheme, and as the Leathersellers were equally determined
their four wardens were ultimately committed to prison.
Their appeal to Burleigh, in spite of a touch of acerbity which
leads them to speak of one of Darcy’s agents as being lineally
descended from a witch on his mother's side, breathes the
finest spirit of puritanism, in which a fervent loyalty to the
Queen was blended with an even stronger attachment to
the laws and liberties of their country. All they desired was
that Mr. Darcy’s claim and their defence might be referred to
the ordinary trial of the laws of the land, “which is” they
said, * the chiefest inheritance that every mean subject is born
unto, and the surest anchor hold by which the greatest subject
in the realm doth enjoy all he hath.” They spoke boldly of

* Unwin, Industricl Organieation, pp. 123, 133,
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the patents as being contrary to the laws of the land, and as
a “great unnecessary taxing of all the commons in the realm
and especially of the poorest sort whose chief wearing leather
is.” They protest that to allow the patentees’ claims would
be to break the oath they had taken to mainiain the franchises
of the city, and thus to defile their consciences with the stain
of perjury, “from which,” they piously conclude, “God pre-
serve every good man and strengthen us with all constancy
and patience lo endure anything rather than by our own
act to dispossess ourselves of that which hath been enjoyed
by us and our predecessors, citizens of London, 300 years and
more.” They had no other choice, they assured the Lord
Treasurer, but to endure imptrisonment or to damn their own
souls, and they ventured to remind Burleigh, and through him
Elizabeth, of a saying attributed to Henry VIII, “that his
mind was never to take anything of his commons that might
sound to his dishonour or to the breach of his laws.”* The
wardens were released within a year and Darcy’s patent with-
drawn, but Elizabeth claimed £4000 from the city and the
leathersellers in compensation.} The creation of offices of
this kind and theit subsequent abolition on payment of a
large fine was a mode of extortion frequently practised by
the French government on the Corps de metier of Paris.

It would, however, be unjust to give all the credit of
opposing the patents to the merchants, and all the discredit of
procuting them to the craftsmen. The journeymen and small
master printers had been beforehand with the leathersellers in
the struggle against monopoly in a still more unequivocal form.
It is true patents obtained by members of the Stationers’
Company, giving them the scle right to the production of
many books in common use, were said by their apologists to
have been granted for the protection of the printer against the
dominance of the bookseller. The eatly printers had been

* Lansdowne MSS., Vol. 74, Nos. 42-51.
t dAnalytical Indes to Remembrancia, pp. 179-182.
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men of means who sold their own books and could afford to
wait for the slow teturns upon them, but as printing became
general and printers increased in numbers, many of those who
set up for themselves had not capital enough for this, They
were obliged to sell their sheets as they came {rom the press to
the stationers, who bound them up and disposed of them to
the public, In this way the booksellers came into possession
of most of the best copyrights, and the incorporation of the
Stationers’ Company in 1555, with full powers of control over
the printing trade, was an indication of the ascendency which
the trader had here as in so many other cases gained over the
craftsman, But there were still a number of independent
printers amongst the rulers of the Stationers’ Company, and
some of these, having represented to the Government how
important it was that printers should not be tempted for want
of regular work to print unlawful books, obtained various
grants of monopoly for the production of Bibles, Prayerbooks,
lawbooks, dictionaries, grammars, and other books in common
and regular use. Each of these privileges involved of course
a serious diminution in the freedom of all other printers and
booksellers, and they were at first opposed by the company.
Gradually, however, as the patentees increased in number to
about a dozen, they contrived to capture the executive of the
company, so that the monopoly became a joint concern, and
all outside printers became much more dependent on the
privileged members of their own trade than they had
previously been on the booksellers.*

Infringement of the patents was under these circumstances
inevitable. The booksellers supplied the poorer printers with
paper, a skilled Frenchman was employed to counterfeit the
patentees’ trade-marks, and tens of thousands of A BC's and
catechisms were produced, some of which were sent as far as
Shrewsbury.t The eight or ten rulers of the Stationers’

* T.ansdowne MSS,, Val. 48, Nbo, 82,
t Arher, Transcripi of tke Registers of the Stationer? Company, 11, 761,
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Company found themsclves confronted by an opposition
composed of one hundred and scventy-five masters and
journeymen, besides apprentices. They scized a printer
named John Wolfe, who was not of their company but was
free of the Fishmongers, and cast him in the Clink, This
was an unfortunate move. A Swiss by extraclion, Wolfe had
been much abroad, and was a man of ideas, He saw that the
printers ought to appeal to the growing public fceling against
monopolies, He organized his campaign from the Clink, and
when he was released he held meetings in his house in the
Exchange and in the church of St. Thomas Acon. He
appeared at the head of his followers in Stationers' Hall and
boldly declared that it was lawful for all men to print all books,
“ Luther,” he said, “ was but one man and reformed all the
world for religion, and I am that one man that must and will
reform the Government in this trade” Thus it came about
that just at the moment when several bodies of craftsmen were
organizing support for patentees who were to deliver them
from bondage to the middleman, the printers were raising a
fund amongst themselves to resist a monopoly which had
proved to be a worse infliction than the evi] it was designed to
remedy.

The rulers of the Stationers' Company thought it expedient
to negotiate with Wolfe through one of their members, Chris-
topher Barker, the Queen's printer, and though it would not be
fair to Wolfe to accept unreservedly Barket's account of the
interview, the conversation as reported by him is not only
amusing but instructive, “Wolfe!” said Barker after much
talk had passed between them, “leave your Machiavellian
devices and conceit of your foreign wit which you have gained
by gadding from country to country, and tell me plainly, if
you mean to deal like an honest man, what you would have."
Wolfe : *If I should come into your company I would have
allowance of my five apprentices. I would be provided where-
on to live if I could have the benefit which now I have in my
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own company.” Barker: “ Touching your five apprentices it
is against our order, yet for quietness’ sake I would be a mean
as far as I can that you shall enjoy them. To provide you a
living that is the work of God only, upon whose providence
you must depend ; yet I dare promise you after a sort that
being of our company you shall have good and gainful copies
whereon you may live in measure, and yet not print other
men’s copies. Touching the loan of 420 which you have in
your company, we Stationers are very poor and have no land
but the house we sit in and our whole stock is under £100, yet
I will do what I may to procure you 420 thereof upon your
good security.” *

The proposed transference of Wolfe (which seems to have
been ultimately effected) from the Fishmongers to the
Stationers, is an apt illustration of the working of the forces
that were producing the new corporations. He was to desert
a greater company for a lesser one, a wealthy corporation for
a poor one, and to exchange a condition of comparative free-
dom from regulation for one of subjection to the rule of the
men of his trade; but, on the other hand, he was invited to
leave a company where his membership gave him no influence
in any trade for one in which he might hope to acquire a
strong influence over his own irade, and he was promised a
share in a monopoly of that trade which, with the sanclion of
the Government, was growing steadily more complete. No
other company, it is true, ever attained the same degree of
monopoly as that which the State thought it expedient to
confer on the Stationers, but all the lesser companies made
such a monopoly their aim., And it must be remembered that
in a great majority of cases there was no such choice of
alternatives as that which presented itself to Wolfe. Most of
the members who were drawn into the new industrial companies
had no privileges of membership to resign elsewhere,

We are now in a better position to take a brief survey of

* State Popers, Domestig, Eliz,, Vol. 15, 37-40.
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the industrial movement which was gathering to a head in the
reign of Elizabeth, and which found its full expression in the
reigns of the first two Stuarts. It was not confined to the new
corporations, Three distinct elements may be found blend-
ing within it. In the first place, a number of the lesser com-
panies, incorporated in the 15th century, were endeavouring
to regain that connection with and control over the trade
they represented which always tended to slip away after
about a century of a company's existence. And secondly,
there were a number of fellowships of old standing, possessing
halls and liveries, but not yet incorporated, which were obtain-
ing charters that gave them extended powers of tegulation
over an arca of several miles round London. Within both
these classes of companies there was a strong feeling that
the “custom of London,” which enabled a citizen who had
obtained the freedom in any company (generally through
inheritance) to practise the trade of any other, and which
prevented any company from having a complete control over
the trade it represented, should be in some way reformed.
A petition of fourteen crafts (some of which—the Cutlers, the
Girdlers, the Cordwainers, the Carpenters, thc Dyers, the
Tallowchandlers, the Coopers, and the Bakers—were old
incorporations, others—the Stationers and the Blacksmiths—
had been recently incorporated, whilst the rest—the Painters,
the Glaziers, the Horners, and the Upholders—were to receive
charters from Elizabeth or the Stuarts) was presented to the
Court of Aldermen in 1571, praying for a return to the con-
dition of ancient times when each company had the sole
exercise of its art or handicraft, and things were “truly, snb-
stantially, and workmanly made” “By achieving this
reform,” said the petitioners, “the aldermen would purchase
everlasting renown and immortal fame here on earth, with the
fruition of the immortal God in the world to come.” *

But there was a third element in the movement that made

* Clode, Zqrly History of the Mevchant Taplors, 1, 205
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more stir than either of the other two. This consisted of the
craflsmen and retailers who formed the yeomanry of the
greater companies, and of the Leathetsellers’ company which
belonged economically to the same group. We have seen
what a number of crafls had been absorbed in and sub-
ordinated to the greater companies during the first period of
incorporation. That process was now to be reversed. Several
of the subordinated crafts regained their indcpendence, and
achieved incorporation. The Feltmakers were freed after a
prolonged struggle from the Haberdashers, the Apothecaries
from the Grocers, the Glovers from the ILeathersellers, the
Pinners from the Girdlers—whilst other new companies were
formed out of the members of the old; e the Starchmakers
and Distillers out of the Grocers ; the Gold and Silver wire-
drawers out of the Goldsmiths ; the Tinplate-workers out of
the Ironmongers; the Gunmakers and the Clockmakers out
of the Blacksmiths; to represent industiies that had not till
then possessed a separale organization, Besides all these’
cases there were a number of efforts that failed, or only
partially or temporarily succeeded. The attempts of the
Artisan Skinners and the Artisan Clothwoikers to obtain
separate charters were defeated. The retailing Vintners
succeeded in obtaining for a time an independent monopoly
and separate powers of regulation.

The attitude of the ruling classes in the city was on the
whole unfriendly to the movement. The predominant interest
of London had always been commercial rather than industrial,
and the “custom of London,” while it secured the privilege
of the citizen as against the “foreigner,” left him free to
transfer his capital from one trade to another. It was, in fact,
just one of those compromises in which Englishmen have
always delighted, The authority of each company to regulate
its trade was nominally preserved, but its power to enforce its
regulations depended upon circumstances, and if it came to
be oppressive, could generally be evaded. This loose and
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vague arrangement mel the practical needs of the situation
better than a more logical seltlement would have done, and,
in spite of temporary and parlial concessions Lo more logical
principles, it was never really abandoned.

Nevertheless, the concessions made to the principle of the
full control of each trade by a single company were suffi-
ciently numerous during the Stuari. period to indicate the
existence of a strong current of public opinion. When the
Cooks received a new charter in 1605, an order was made
by the Court of Aldermen obliging all cooks to be translated
into the company, but this extreme concession was with-
drawn in 1614.*% In 1608 all cordwainets free of the Curriers
and Embroiderers were ordercd to make a “proof-piece
(specimen of their skill) at Cordwainers' Hallt The glaziers
free of other companies were required in 1615~17 to submit
to the correction of the Glaziers' Company, and to bind their
apprentices to a warden of that company, so that in time they
might be free of that company,} and a similar rule was
mpplied to the Clockmakers in 1637.§ Dyers frec of othet
companies, although not compelled to bind thelr apprentices
at Dyers’ Hall, must take an oath for true dyeing and pay 44.
al the search| The Silkthrowers, the Brewers** and the
Bakers 1 were in like manner authorized to impose an oath
on members of other companies practising their trades. The
Weavers f and the Turners §§ also received power Lo regulate
non-members,

The dominant idea of all this regulation was the preserva«
tion of the status of the master craftsman, With this object
most of the industrial companies had limited the number of

* Journals, Low, 339. t Rep. Weld, 24, 356.

1 Jos, Jolles, 133 ; Jos. Bolles, 330.

§ Rep. Bromfield, 19, 20, (| Rep, Whitmore, 32, 46
T Rep, Compbell, 4, 26, ** Rep, Deane, 266,

11 Rep, Garway, 24, 11 Rep, Cockain, 526,

8 Rep. Cotton, 151, I owe these references and a number of athers tg a
‘aluable digest contained ia Guildhall MSS,, No. 108, fo. 166 # seq,
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apprentices to three for one of their goveining body, two for
onc of their livety and one for an ordinary member. A rule
had also been made in 1555, with the sanction of the Common
Council, that no apprentice was to be admitled as a freeman
nor allowed to set up house till he was twenty-four years of
age, and many companies 1equired the aspitant to full master-
ship to pass an examination in workmanship and to prove
that he was possessed of sufficient capital to slart for himself.*
Rules of this character had existed in many of the crafts from
the earliest times, but they were now made more definite
and exclusive. It is not till'the 16th centwy that we hear
of the “masterpiece,” or, as it was commonly called, the
proof-piece, in connection with the London crafts. In the
later stages of the French and German craft gild the master-
piece played an important part, mainly as a device for exclud-
ing new members. The aspirant for entrance to a trade was
required to produce some elaboiate and costly evidence of his
skill, for which the oidinary journeyman could afford neither
the money nor the time. It seems probable that the require-
ment of the masterpiece had become general in London by
the 17th century. The Weavers, the Saddlers, the Felt-
makers, the Brodeiers, the Clockmalkets, the Joiners, and the
Tinplate-worke1s 1equired it from their membes,t and a dispute
that arose amongst the Joiners in 1615 shows not only that
it operated to some extent as a restriction in that craft, but
also that it was common in other companies,. Many journey-
men had refused to make the masterpiece, which, they said,
was an unlawful restraint on their entry into the trade and
especially forbidden by an Act of 1536; whilst the Joiners'
Company, on the other hand, claimed that the masterpiece
was a thing that had hitherto been put in practice without
controveisy or 1efusal by all manner of craftsmen within the

* Welch, Peawierers, 1, 104 3 Nichols, Bonmonge s, 713,
t Unwin, Zndustrial O1 gamzation, p, 48 ; Sherwell, Saddlers, p. 190 ; Ebble-
white, Zinplate-workers) p. 4
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city.* Therc can be little doubt that the masterpiece was
used as a barrier against the flood of journeymen whom the
masters desired to keep in the position of wage-earners,

Another feature of this renaissance of the crafts was the
frequency of disputes as to the limits of the scveral trades.
These were specially common in the building trades, and led
the Carpenters and Joiners to appeal to the cily authoritics,
in 1632, for an authorized schedule of the branches of wood-
work belonging to each. The plasterers complained of the
encroachments of the bricklayfrs, and the painters declared
that the bricklayers, the carpenters, the wiremakers, the box-
makers, the embroiderers, the turners, the joiners, the drum-
makers, the coachmakers, the virginal-makers, the plumbers,
the glaziers, the smiths, the armourers, the hotpressers, but
more especially the plasterers, combined painting with their
several callings, Disputes of this kind are common enough
at the present day between the trade unions whose members
work in close contact, but in the 17th century they had a
different significance. 'What was complained of was, not that
workmen of one trade undertook the work of another, but
that capitalists of one trade sct on the joutneymen or small
masters of another, The bricklayer or the carpenter included
painting in his estimate of a job. The brewer furnished the
timber and the workshop, and set on a number of coopers to
make barrels. The demand of the incorporated crafts was
that all work should be carried on under the direction of an
independent capitalist, That demand proved incompatible
with the economic development of industry, but it had an
important influence on the formatlon of the monopolist
corporations which have still to be considered.

* Index to Remembrancia, p. 99



CHAPTER XVI
THE LORD MAYOR'S SHOW

OVE of jousts and “guisings,” of minstrelsy and plays,
of shows and processions, was a characteristic of all
towns and cities in the Middle Ages, and what it lost

in some directions by the Reformation it gained in other
directions by the Renaissance. Gogmagog and Corineus—
who now enjoy a well-earned rest al the Guildhall, and
whose wickerwork predecessors welcomed the viclorious
Henry V. after Agincourt, and presented the weary Elizabeth
with the concluding moral, in Latin verse and English, of the
endless pageantries of her first receplion—belong Lo a prolific
race of giants, and had kinsmen and kinswomen in many old
English towns and in nearly all the cities of Flanders* Of
the processions and shows of Corpus Christi we have much
fuller accounts in the records of York and Chester than any
yet discovered in those of London. The celebration of May
day and of Midsummer Eve were pagan survivals common to
all Christendom.

Many of these festivals survived to the 16th century, to be
recorded by the quickened imaginations of those who had
seen them pass away. Stow's accounit of the Skinners’
procession on Corpus Christi day has been already cited. He
also speaks of the regular theatre having superseded in his
own time the original stage plays such as that presented in

* Fairholt, Gog and Mageg, p. 27
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1391 by the Parish Clerks of London at the Skinners’ Wells
beside Smithfield, which continued three days together, the
king, the queen and nobles of the realm being present; “and
another in the year 1400, which lasted eight days, and was of
matter from the creation of the world”* Of the Midsummet
watch, the earliest in origin of all the festivals, which had been
abandoned in 1539, and the brief revival of which, in 1548,
must have been one of the brightest of his youthful memories,
Stow gives this glowing account :

“QOn the vigil of St. John the Baptist and on St. Peter and
Paul the Apostles, every man's door being shadowed with green
pirch, long fennel, St, John's wort, orpin, white llies, and such like,
garnished upon with garlands and beautiful flowers, had also lamps
of glass with oil butning in them all the night; some hung out
branches of iron curiously wrought, containing hundreds of lamps
alight at once, which made a goodly show, namely in New
Fish St,, Thames St, etc, Then had ye beside the standing
watches all in bright harness, in every ward and street of this city
and suburbs, a marching watch, that passed through the principal
sireets thereof, to wil, from the little conduit by Paul's Gatc to West
Cheap, by the Stocks through Cornhill, by Leadenhall Lo Aldgate,
then back down Fenchurch St., by Giasschurch, about Grass-
church conduit, and up Grasschurch St into Cornhill, and through
it into West Cheap again, The whole way for this marching
watch extendeth to three thousand two hundred tailor’s yards of
assize ; for the furniture whereof with lights, there were appointed
700 cressets, 500 of them being found by the companies, the othet
200 by the Chamber of London. Besides the which lights every
constable in London, in number more than 240, had his cresset:
the charge of every cresset was in light two shillings and fourpence,
and every cresset bad two men, one to bear or hold it, another to
bear a bag with light, and to serve it, so that the poor men pertain-
ing to the cressets, taking wages, besides that every one had a straw
hat, with a badge painted, and his breakfast in the morning,
amounted in number to almost 2000, The marching watch con-
tained in number about 2000 men, part of them being old soldiers

* Stow, Swrwey, p. 119,
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of skill, to be captains, lieutenants, serjcants, corporals, etc.,
whifflers, drummers and fifes, standard and ensign bearers, sword
players, trumpeters on horseback, demi-lances on great horses,
gunners with hand guns or halfhakes, archers in coats of white
fustian signed on the breast and back with the arms of the city, their
bows bent in their hands with sheaves of arrows by their sides, pike-
men in bright corslels, burganets, etc,, halberds, the light billmen in
almaine rivets and aprons of mail in great number ; there were also
divers pageants, morris dancers, constables, the one half, which was
120, on St. John's Eve, the other half on St. Peter's Eve, in bright
harness, some overgilt, and everyonc a jornet of scarlet thereupon
and a chain of gold, his henchman following him, his minstrels
before him and his cresset light passing by him, the waits of the
city, the mayor's officers for his guard before him, all in a livery of
worsted or say jackets party-coloured, the mayor himself well
mounted on horseback, the sword bearer before him in fair armour
well mounted also, the mayor's footmen, and the like torchbearers
about him, henchmen twain upon great stirring horses, following
him. 'The sheriffs’ watches came one afler the other in like order,
but not so large in number as the mayor’s; for where the mayor had
beside his giant three pageants, each of the sheriffis had beside their
giants, but two pageants, each their morris dance and one henchman,
their officers in jacket of worsted or say party-coloured differing
from the mayor’s, and each {rom other, but having harnessed men a
great many, etc.! ¥

The expense of the watch to the Carpenters in 1548,
including the wages of eight cresset-bearers and three bag-
bearers, the provisions of a bow, a sheaf of arrows, a bracer,
a shooting glove and a coat for each of four archers, points
and buckles for the harnessed men, ctessets, lights and bags,
was a little over £3.1

Each company furnished its proportion of men in harness,
archers, cresset-bearers, and bag-bearers, and the companies
to whom the mayor and sheriffs belonged provided their
pageants, giants, and morris dances, The Drapers’ giant was

* Stow, Swrzey, pp. 126-8, t Jupp and Paenck, p. 43.
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known as Lord Marlingspikes, and in 1521, when the mayor
was of their company, they refurbished their old pageants to
do him honour. One of these was the King of the Moors,
weating a turban of white feathers and black satin and shoes
of silver paper; a canopy was borne over his hcad, and his
progress was accompanied with a display of wild fire. The
year after, when one of the sheriffs was a Draper, two pageants,
one of ithe Assumption and the other of 5t. Ursula, were dis-
played, St, Ursula and her modest allowance of six virgins
were presented by living children, and the Assumption was a
stout piece of joinery that required fourteen porters to bear it,
on which apparently were seated two harpers and two luters
with wings and crowns, and four children in surplices singing.*

The Midsummer Watch seems to have been distinguished
by 2 combination of all the elements of pageantry used on
other great occasions, such as the ridings with the mayor and
sheriffs after their election, and the reception of kings, queens,
and foreign potentates, As regards the more claborate dis-
plays prepared for these occasions—the pageants proper—thete
seems to have been a continuous following of tradition in the
greater companies for many centuries, The Fishmongers'
ship, which sailed up Cheapside in 1292 when Edward I,
returned from defeating the Scots, and again in 1312 when
Isabella bore a prince to Edward II, was still a leading part
of their pageant at the Lord Mayor’s Show of 1616, At the
coronation of Richard II. the Goldsmiths’ pageant consisted
of a castle erected at the upper end of Cheap, with four towers
on two sides of which ran wine, and from which four damsels
clad in white blewon the king’s face leaves of gold and strewed
his path with counterfeit gold florins, When the king arrived
at the castle, cups of wine were offered to him and his suite,
and a golden angel descending from the top of the castle pre-
sented a crown. This pageant was reproduced five years later
on the occasion of Richard's marriage, when it cost £33 including

* Herbert) Twelve Great Livery Companies, 1. 435,
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minstrels,* Once more in 1392, on the reconciliation of
Richard with the city, the same machinery was erected in
Cheapside, and though the poet who celebrated the king's
entty coes not attributc the pageants he describes to the
various companies, this one was clearly prepared by the Gold-
smiths, The “forest full of wild beasts” through which
Richatd passed at Temple Bar was still being displayed by
the Skinners in 1689, when Sir Thomas Pilkington, Skinnet,
was mayor, and the pageant of St. John the Baptist and the
Lamb, which is said to have softened the king’s heart and
completed the work of reconciliation, may be ascribed with
no less certainty to the Merchant Tailors.t The Grocers’
island of tropical fruits and spices, which was a permanent
feature of their Lord Mayor’s Shows in the 17th century, was
doubtless an adaptation of the grove erected near the Great
Conduit in 1432 on the return of Henry VI, from France, in
which were inserted wells in honour of the mayor (John Wells,
Grocer), from which Mercy, Grace, and Pity drew wine for
the king, whilst the patriarch Enoch and the prophet Elias
handed round the fruit, the vatieties of which are recorded
by Lydgate—
¢ Oranges, almondys, and the pomegranade,

Lymons, dates, there colours fresh and glade,

Pypyns, quynces, chandrells to disport,

And the pom cedre, corageous to recomfort:

Eke other fruits whiche that more comown be,

Quenyngges, peches, costardes, and wardens,

And other manye ful faire and freshe Lo se.” §

The Maiden Chariot of the Mercers was probably of equal
antiquity, though the accounts we possess of it are derived
from the end of the 17th century, by which period it had no
doubt undergone a good deal of elaboration. The central
figure was a young beautiful gentlewoman of good parentage,

* Hetbert, IT, 217.

t Wright, Polftical Poems and Songs, Rolls Series, Vol. I,
3 Yerbert, Twelve Great Livery Companies, 1. 94



272 THE GILDS OF LONDON

religious education and unblemished reputation, sclected by a
committee. Her dress was of white satin with a fringe of gold ;
on her dishevelled hair was placed a coronet of gold richly
set with emeralds, diamonds, and sapphires, and from her
shoulders hung a robe of crimson velvet. Her buskins were
of gold, laced with scarlet ribbons. In one hand she held a
sceptre, and in the other a shield with the Mercers' arms,
Surrounding the virgin in her Roman chasiot of embossed
silver, adorned with angels and cherubims, sat Vigilance,
Wisdom, Chastity, Prudence, Justice, Fortitude, Temperance,
Faith, Hope, Charity, Loyalty, and the Nine Muses, while
Fame blew her trumpet on a golden canopy above. Eight
pages of honour in cloth of silver walked on foot, and Triumph
served as charioteer. This immense pageant, which was 22
feet high, was drawn by nine white Flanders horses, three
abreast, each mounted by an allegorical rider, and was attended
by eight grooms and forty Roman lictors. Twenty servants
bearing the company’s trophles marched in front, and before
them went twenty savages or “green men,” throwing fireworks,
A corps of wheelwrights and carpenters were at hand in case of
a breakdown, At the Lord Mayor's Feast the virgin, with
her retinue, dined in royal state at a separate table,*

The Lord Mayor's Show of later times absotbed these and
many other elements of pageantry, which, down to the middle
of the 16th century, are seldom heard of except in connection
with royal entries and with the midsummer watch. The
expenses recorded of eatly ridings before the mayor seem to
imply no more than a contingent from each craft on horseback,
accompanied by minstrels in hoods. In 1417 we hear “how
of old custom the crafts of the city have been used to ride with
the mayor to the palace of Westminster and from thence to
the city again, and that when they came in Cheap, every craft,
each by other holding, on horseback abode till the mayor rode
through them.” These customary halting-places, which had

* Hevbert, L 256, 257,
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already begun to be appropriated by the companies as of pre-
scriptive right, were replaced on greater occasions by wooden
stands, so many yards of railing being appropriated to each
company, the greatest having twently-six yards and the least
three. Thus we read that on the entry of Elizabeth of York
to be married to Henry VII. in 1486, “all the streets through
which she should pass by werc cleanly dressed and beseen with
cloths of tapestry and atras, and some streets, as Cheap, hung
with rich cloth of gold, velvet, and silk, Along the streets
from the Tower to Paul's stood in order all the crafts of London
in their liveries, and in divers parts of the city were ordained
well-singing children, some arrayed like angels and some like
virgins, to sing sweet songs as her Grace passed by.” *

Early in the 15th century the river became the chosen
scene of some of the most effective pageantry. We know
from the accounts of various companies that processions of the
crafts in hired barges to Westminster had taken place thirty
years before the mayoralty of John Norman in 1453, who is
said to have established the custom by causing a barge to be
made at his own chatge, in which he was rowed with silver
oars, “for joy whereof the watermen made a song in his praise,
beginning ¢ Row the boat, Norman. Row to thy leman’”{
He is also said to have made the barge he sat in “burn on the
water,” so that he may have been the originator of the foist or
fire-barge, which afterwards became a regular feature of all
pageants, On the entry of Elizabeth of York “the mayor,
sheriffs, and aldermen of the city, and many worshipful com-
moners chosen out of every craft in their liveries, in barges
{reshly furnished with banners and streamers of silk richly
beseen with the arms and badges of their crafts, and in especial
a barge called the Bachelors’ Barge, garnished and apparelled
passing all other, wherein was ordained a great red dragon
spouting flames of fire into Thames ; also many other gentle-
manly pageants, well and curiously devised, to do her Highness

* Leland, Collectanea, IV, p, 218, 1 Herbert, p. 100,
T
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pleasure,”* At the coronation feast of Annc Boleyn, when
the companies escorted the royal pair to Greenwich, the
mayor's barge and the bachclors’ barge were quite distinct
from the foists, of which therc were two, one containing
“ terrible monstrous and wild men casting fire” as well as the
red dragon, and the other carrying a water pageant.t

Considerable expense was often bestowed on the banners
and streamers with which the crafts decorated their barges,
but it does not seem to have been usual for the companies to
own the barges themselves till the close of the 16th century.
The Goldsmiths, following “the cxamplc of some of the other
companies,” had their first barge built in 1616, and another in
1656, which cost £100, and for which a barge-house, to be
shared with the Skinners, was built at Lambeth, and afterwards
removed to Chelsea.}

As the midsummer watch ceased to be held, the Lord
Mayor's Feast came to be the one great civic pageant of the
year. Before the accession of Elizabeth the processions on
land and water had acquired the essential form on which the
later elaborations of poetry and pageantry were only so much
embroidery. The aldermen accompanied the mayor on horse-
back to the waterside to take barge for Westminster. Befote
the mayor’s barge sailed the barge of his own company's
livery, then the bachelors’ barge, then the barges of all the
companies in their order. On their retwrn the procession of
the crafts re-formed, and preceded the mayor through St, Paul’s
Churchyard to the place of the feast, The order of the land
procession in 1553 is described in Machyn's diary—

“ First were two tall men bearing two great streamers of the
Merchant Taylors’ arms, then came one with a drum and a flute
Playing, and another with a great fife, all they in blue silk, and then
came two great ‘ wodyn’ armed with two great clubs all in green and

* Jupp and Pocock, Cargenters, p. 36.
t Allen, History of London, 1. p, 216,
T W. 8, Prideaux, Goldsmiths, 1, p. 126; 1L p. 105,
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with squibs burning, with great beards and side hair, and two targets
upon their backs, and then came sixteen tiumpeters blowing, and
then came men in blue gowns and caps and hose and blue silk
sleeves, and cvery man having a taiget and a javelin to the number
of seventy, and then came a devil, and afte: that came the bachelots
all in livery and scalet hoods, and then came the pageant of St. John
Baptist gorgeously with goodly speeches, and then came all the king's

GREEN MAN AND WILR MAN IN LORD MAYOR'S PROCESSION

trumpeters blowing and every trumpeler having scarlet caps, and the
waits caps and goodly banners, and then the ciafts, and then the
waits playing, and then my Lord Mayor's officers, and then my Lord
Mayor and two good henchmen,” *

The elaborate form exhibited by the pageants of a
later period, with their half-dozen different scenes, their
numerous personages and long speeches, was a natural
product of the Elizabethan age, The first libretto that has
been handed down belongs to the mayoralty of Sir Thomas
Rowe, Merchant Tailor (1568), and consists of a dozen verses
spoken by four boys, one of whom personified John the
Baptist—

T am that voice in wilderness
Thal once the Jews did eall,

And now again am sent by God
To preach unto you all.”

% Diayy of H. Mackyr, Cam, Soc, Pub, 42, p. 47,
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To which another replies—

* Behold the Roe the swifl in chnse,
Vet stayeth still Lo hear,
As soon g3 John begins o speak
The Roe doth yicld him car,” *

The next recorded literature of the pageant shows a great
advance on this. Before 1585 several theatres had becn
erected in London, and the great age of the English drama
had begun. George Peele, who composed the device of a
pageant to be borne before Sir Wolfstan Dixie, Skinner, in
that year, was one of those who helped to make blank verse
the subtle instrument it afterwards became in Shakespeare’s
hands ; as may be seen from the speech put into the mouth
of one that “rid on a lucerne before the pageant apparelled
like a Moor "—

 From where the Sun doth settle in his wain,
And yokes his horses (o his fiery cart,
And in his way gives life to Ceres’ corn,
Even from (he parching zone, behold, I come
And offer ta your honour good, my Lord,
This emblem thus in show significant,
Lo | lovely London, rich and forlunaie,
Tomed (hrough the world for peace and happiness,

Is here advanced and sel in highest seat,
Beautified throughly as her state requires,”

And so through fifty lines, the presenter describes each figure
of the pageant: Magnanimity and Loyalty, the Country and
the Thames, the Soldier, the Sailor, Science who represents
the peaceful arts, and four nymphs; after which the children
who set forth these charactcrs each repeat a rhymed verse of
four or six lines.t

George Peele's second composition of this kind is entitled
“ Decensus Astrza, the device of a pageant borne before Mr.
William Webb, Lord Mayor (1591), whereunto is annexed a

. * Clode, Memorials of Merchant Taylors,
T Peele's Weorks, ed, Bullen, T. p. 351,
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speech delivered by one clad like a sea nymph who presented
a ‘pinesse’ on the water, bravely rigged and manned, to the
Lord Mayor at the time he took barge to go to Westminster.”
Enthusiastic homage to Elizabeth is the dominant note of it.

‘! Astrzea, daughter of th' immortal Jove,
Whose pure renown hath pierced the worlds large ears,
In golden scrolls rolling about the heavens ;
Celestial sacred nymph that tends her flock
With watchful eyes. . . .
Honour attends her throne ; in her bright eyes
Sits Majesty ; Virtue and Steadfastness
Possess her heart. Sweet Mercy sways her sword 37

Astreza is attended by Euphrosyne, Aglaia, Thalia, Charity,
Faith, Hope, and Honour; whilst Champion defends her
against the plots of Superstition a friar, Ignorance a priest, and
First-and Sedond Malcontents. Fortune, Nature, and Time
conclude the device by a reference to the mayor's name.

¢ Time. 1 wind the web that Kind so well begins,
And Fortune doth enrich what Nature spins,” *

The reign of James I. was the Golden Age of the Lord
Mayor's Show. The Court sct an example by its masques,
for which Ben Jonson wrote the words, Inigo Jones designed
the pageantry, Thomas Giles invented the dances, Alfonso
Ferrabosco, juniot, composed the music, the Queen and her
ladies supplied the acting, and the nation at large furnished
the money. The youthful spirits of the Inns of Court willingly
followed so congenial a fashion, and Inigo Jones had scarce
got Dr, Thomas Campion’s Court Masque for Shrove Tuesday,
1613, off his hands, when he had to set about producing
another, written for the Middle Temple and Lincoln’s Inn by
George Chapman, and a third composed for Gray's Inn and
the Inner Temple by Francis Beaumont. At the end of the
same year there were two ather masques performed before the
Court, one on December the 26th—to celebrate the ill-fated

* Peele’s [Works, ed, Bullen, L. pp. 361-6.
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marriage of James's favourite Somerset with the Countess of
Essex—and, three nights later, the Irish Masque of Ben
Jonson.*

Five pageants might seem cnough for one year. But no;
the cily’s emulation was fired, and in spite of the facl that
the triumphant conclusion of Hugh Middlcton’s great enter-
prise “ The New River " had just been celebrated at Michaelmas
on the day of the election of Sir Thomas Middleton as Lord
Mayor, it was resolved thal the pageaniry of ithe mayor's
inauguration should surpass all previous displays in magnifi-
cence and even outshine the splendour of the Court. One
thing was certain, the city could belter afford the expense.
Not more than £600 had been spent by the Queen on two
masques. The Grocers were prepared to spend nearly £goo
on their show, The drapery alone, including blue gowns,
sleeves, and caps for 124 almsmen, would cost them over £200 ;
the 24 dozen white staves for the whifflers, and the 780
torches, large and small, would amount to £48, and the
mercety to another £67 ; whilst the poetry, scene-painting, and
general upholstery of the pageants was Lo be conlracled for
by a minor dramatist for 6282, Besides all which, there were
the 32 trumpetcts, the 18 {lourishets of long swords, the city
waits who stoad on the roof of St. Peter Cheap, and last, but
by no means least, the 500 loaves of sugar, 36 Ibs. of nutmegs,
24 lbs, of dates, and 114 lbs, of ginger 10 be cast abroad to
the expectant citizens by those who rode the griffing and
camels,

Such open-handed profusion was enough to inspire any
poet, and Thomas Middleton, the dramatist, who designed the
pageant and supplied the words, cxpresses in his preface a
strong sense of responsibility. The streams of att ought to
equal those of bounty, There is needed a knowledge that

* H. Motley's Introduction to his edition of Ben Jonson’s Masgues. See also

Humpheius Watermen, 1. 119, for a descriplion of the water pageant of this
yean
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may lake the true height of such an honourable solemnity
which is miserably wanting in the impudent common writer ;
“and it would,” he adds, “heartily grieve any understanding
spirit to behold many times so glorious a fire of bounty and
goodness offering 1o match itself with freezing art sitting in
darkness with the candle out, looking like the picture of Black
Monday.” These unkind remarks seem to be directed at
Anthony Munday, the city laureate and continuator of Stow,
who had been the author of two earlier pageants,

The first scene of Middleton's pageant is at Soper Lane
end, where a Senate House has been etected on which are
musicians playing, and a solo is sung while the crowd waits.
Then trumpets are sounded, and enter the Lord Mayor,
whereon a Grave Feminine Shape, representing London,
attired like a reverend Mother with long white hair, and with
a model of steeples and turrets on her head, appears to
welcome her favourite son with a speech in blank verse, ere he
passes to the river, “on whose crystal bosom float five islands
artfully gamished with all manner of Indian fruits, trees, drugs,
and spicerics,” and designed, no doubt, as a graphic prospectus
of the first great joint stock venture on which the ships of the
East India Company had sailed a year ago.

Arrived back from Westminster the Lord Mayor is mel at
Baynard Castle by Truth’s Angel, clad in white, and by Zeal,
in flame-coloured silk, armed with a scourge, who after more
verses lead him to St, Paul’s Churchyard, There he is con-
fronted by Error, in ash-coloured silk, with an owl on her head,
a bat on one shoulder, and a mole on the other, a mist hanging
at her eyes, and more blank verse in her mouth. With her
rides Envy on a rhinoceros, “attired in scarlet silk suitable to
the bloodiness of her manners, her left pap bare where a snake
fastens.” As these dread apparitions are driven back by
Truth and Zeal, who arrive opportunely in a white satin
chariot with various allegorical birds and reptiles, the islands
heave into sight on trolleys, inhabited by the Five Senses,
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accompanied by their symbolic beasts and birds—the eagle,
hast, spider, ape, and dog—and afier the islands a strange ship
bearing the King and Queen of the Moors, having neither
sailor nor pilot, but instead thereof an inscription (in Latin),
“I am stcered by truth.” The whole procession now moves
down Cheap, Truth driving Error before her, when lo! at Great
Conduit appears a mountain whose top is involved in clouds
but at whose four corners sit four disciples of Error armed
with clubs. As Truth approaches, the clouds disperse, and
behold London seated at the feet of Religion and surrounded
by the cardinal virtues, whilst Perfect Love, standing up with
a sphere in one hand and two billing turtles in the other,
makes the final speech before dinner. After dinner the Lord
Mayor and his company go to service in St, Paul's. “Then all
returning home full of beauty and brightness,” the Mountain
and the Chariot of Truth are placed near the Lord Mayort's
House at Leadenhall London desires to express her
gratitude Lo them—
* That were at cost Lhis day Lo make this shine
And be a3 fige in Lhonks ns they in coin,”

Time prepares to cut off the glories of the day with his seythe,
when Zeal, whose head is now citcled with strangc fires, asks
leave to destroy Brror, At a sign from Truth a flame shoots
from his head, which, fastening on Error's chariot, consumes it
with all its freight of beasts, and with an outburst of fireworks
the day's festivities come to an end®

If the productions of Middleton in this kind, though
amusing enough and not wanting in a certain lively imagina-
tion, do not indicate poetical genius of a high order, those of
Anthony Munday, his rival, frequently fall below the level of
tolerable journalism. Born in 1553, and apprefiticed to a
London stationer, Munday betook himself while yet a youth
to a vagabond existence, His earliest efforts at writing pro-
fessed to reveal the dark plots of the English Cathohcs which

* Tlenth, Grocers, p. 445.
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he had discovered whilst enjoying the hospitality of the
Roman Church at its headquarters, and later on he gained
popularity by denunciation of Campion the Jesuil. To these
services, no doubt, must be atiributed his appointments as
Messenger of the Queen's Chamber and as City Poet. But
no kind of literary activily seems to have come amiss 10 him.
He poured out plays whilst Shakespeare was at his best. His
“Sweet Sobbes and Amorous Complaints of Shepherds and
Nymphs " challenges, if it does not sustain, comparison with
Spenser’s “ Shepherds’ Calendar.” He translated romances as
long as the Arcadia, and undertook to complete the work of
John Stow. In the midst of these multifarious labours he
found time for what were no doubt the most lucrative of his
engagements—the supply of the upholstery, poetry, and music
for at leasl eight Lord Mayors’ Shows. I{is hardly surprising
that his performances in fulfilment of the literary part of the
contract should have been rather perfunctory, and we have
other evidence than the gibes of Middleton o show that they
failed to give satisfaction even to an uncritical city audience.
The Ironmongers complained in 1609 that the children were
not instructed in their speeches; that the music and singing
were wanting ; the apparel most of it old and borrowed ; and
that thc poet had not performed his speeches for the pageant
on land ; and refused to give him the 45 which he had applied
for in addition to the 445 for which he had originally
bargained. There is, indeed, more than a suspicion of same-
ness about most of Anthony’s brief programmes. The ship
called the Royal Exchange, which formed the central feature
in Lord Mayor Ifalliday’s Show in 1605, where the master of
the vessel bids the mate and the boy—

" Take of our peppet, of our cloves and mace,
And libera]ly bestow them round about *

may perhaps have served with a fresh coat of paint and new
rigging for the triumphs of the golden Fleece in 1623 ; when
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“a beautiful and curious Atgoc, shaped after the old Grecian
antique manner,” was supposed to have returned {rom Colchos
purposely “to honour this triumphal day by the rarc ait of
Medea the Enchantress that kept the Fleece through so long
a time and wherewith she was now the mote willing to part
in regard of her affection to the Drapers’ Company.” The
Argo was manned by Jason, Heicules, Telamon, Orpheus,
Castor and Pollux, and six tributaiy Indian kings holding
their several dominions of Medea. “This scrvice,” says the
director of the pageant, “ being performed on the water, the
like is done on the land all the rest of the day following.”

The one pageant with which Munday seems to have taken
more than usual pains was that provided at the expense of
the Fishmongers for Sir John Leman in 1616. The company
still possesses the design for the eight pageantis that composed
the show. The first of these was the Fishing Buss which, as
we have seen, had been exhibited by the company on great
occasions for over three centuries. Three fishermen were on
board, one casling a net, whilst the others held up live fish,
which they bestowed bountifully amongst the pcople. The
second pageant was the dolphin from the company's atms,
with Arlon on his back; and the third waa the king of the
Moors gallantly mounted on a golden leopard, and hurling
gold and silver everywhere ahoul him, followed by the six
tributary kings that were subsequently to own allegiance to
Medea, This pageant was intended to show that the Fish-
mongers were not unmindful of their combined brethren the
Goldsmiths. Next came a large lemon ttee to represent the
Lord Mayor, and a pelican feeding her young with her blood
“to symholize the cherishing love borne by the mayof to the
citizens.” Underneath the tree sat five children, dressed as
the five senses, but also, by a somewhat embarrassing pluralism,
figuring forth the flower, fruit, rind, pith and juice of the
lemon, The fifth pageant consisted of six horsemen in
armour, the first of whom bore Wat Tyler's head on a speaf,
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Behind these came a merman and a mermaid in heraldic
coslume as the companies’ supporters, and represented as
drawing the Fishmongers' Pageant Chariot, the central figure
of which was Richard II, sealed at the feet of his guardian
angel and surrounded by eleven royal virtues.

The last pageani was intended to form the centre of the
whole show when it gathered to a head, as was usual on these
occasions, in St. Paul's Churchyard on the Lord Mayor’s return
from Westminster. It consisted of—

*a goodly Bower shaped in form of a flowery arbour, and adorned
with all the scutcheons of arms of so many worthy men of the
Fishmongers' Company as have been Loid Mayors. . . . In this
bower is a fair tomb whereon in armour lyeth the imaginary body of
Sir William Walworth. . . . Suppose his marble statue (after the
manner of knightly butial) to be upon the tomb, and both it and the
bower to be worthily attended by those five knights, in armour and
mounted on hoiseback, that were knighted with Sir William in the
field after he had slain the proud insulting rebel. Six mounted
trumpeters and twenty-four halberdiers guard the tomb,

“London’s Genius, a comely youth attired in the shape of an
angel with a golden crown on his head . . . sits mounted by the
bower with an officer al arms, bearing the 1ebel’s head on Walworth's
dagger.”

As soon as the Lord Mayor approaches, the Genius sirikes
Walworth with his wand, “whereat he begins to stir, and
coming off the tomb looks strangely about him.” Having
shed a few tears of natural joy at finding the office of Lord
Mayor had lost none of its former lustre and (on a timely
whispered hint from the Genius) complimented his successor
on being the second unmarried mayor, Walworth proceeds
to act as exponent of his own tomb,

 And see my Lord this bower relates
How many famous magstrates

From the Fishmopgers' enpient name
Successively to honour came,
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Tuke, Lovekin, Wiath, Pechie, Mordon,
These before me were every one,

Then 1: next Exton, .Ascham, Falcone,
Michel, Paineis, Reinwall, Faoste,

Hulin, ITampton, Ostiidge, Remington,
Knejsworth, Coppinger, These being gone
Succeeded Ameotes, Cuttes, Allot,

And now John Leman.

“ Aldermen,” adds Sir William, “we have had many
more,” and is about to apologize for their omission from the
tombstone when the Genius interrupts with an impatient wave
of his wand.

' Walwouth, heie stay : we may do wiong
And hold this worthy man toa long.”

In short, dinner is waiting, and lists of dead aldermen are
out of place when a live mayor is hungry.*

But Munday's absurdities do not furnish a fair specimen
of the Lord Mayor's Show at its best. A more serious
attempt to tealize thc possibilities of imaginalive retrospect
afforded by the historic traditions of the greater companies
is represented by the scries of pageants designed by John
Woebster for the Merchant Tailors in 1629, the programme
of which it will be well to give in the poet's own words, a
little abbreviated, merely remarking that the last pageant of
the series, the *Monument of Gratitude,” was a tribule to
the memory of that young Prince Henry whom we have
already seen presiding at the Merchant Tailors' feast in 1609,

*1 fashioned,” says Webster, “ for the more amplifying of the
show upon the water, two eminent spectacles in manner of Sea-
triumph, The fust furnished with four persons: in the front
Oceanus and Thetis ; behind them Thamesis and Medway, the
two 1ivers on which the Lord Mayor extends his power as far as
from Staines to Rochester. The other show is of a fair Terrestiial
Globe, ciicled about in convenient seats, with Seven of our most
famous navigators; as Sir Francis Drake, Sir Jobn Hawkins, 8ir
Martin Frobisher, Sir Humphrey Gilbert, Captain Thomas Cavendish,

* The Fiskmongers' Pogeant of 1616, edit. J. G. Nichols,
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Captain Christopher Carlislo and Captait John Davis. The conceit
of the devico to be, that, in regard the two rivers pay due tribute of
waters to the scns, Oceanus in gratelul recompense returns the
memory of these seven worthy captains, who have made England
so famous in remotest paits of the world. These two spectacles, at
my Lord Mayor's taking water at the Three Cranes, approaching
my Lord’s barge, after a peal of sea-thunder from the other side of
the water, these speeches between Oceanus and Thetis follow.

Thetis, What brave sea-music bids us welcome! IIark!

Sure this is Venice 2nd the day St, Maik,
In which the Duke and Senates their course hold
To wed our empire with a ring of gold.

Ocsanus. No, Thetis, you're mistaken ; we are led
With infinite delight from the land’s head
In ken of goodly shipping and yon hidge:
Venice had ne’er the like : survey the ridge
Of stately buildings which the 1iver hem,
And grace the silver stream as the stream them.
That beauteous seat is London, , . . "

 After my T.ord Mayor's landing and coming past Paul’s Chain,
there first atlends for his honour in S Paul’s churchyard, a beautiful
spectacle called the Temple of Honour; the pillars of which are
bound about with roses and other beautiful flowers, which shoot up
to the adoring of the King’s Majesty’s Arms on the top of the
Temple, In the highest seat a person representing Troynovant or
the City, enthroned in rich habiliments: beneath her, as admiring
her peace and felicity, sit five eminent cities, as Antwerp, Paris,
Rome, Venice and Constantinople: under thesc sit five famous
scholars and poets [Chaucer, Gower, Lydgate, Thomas More, Philip
Sidney).

1 present riding afore this temple Henry de Royal, the first
pilgrim or gatherer of quarleiage for this company, and John of
Vencksley, King Edward the third's pavilion-maker, who purchased
our Hall,"

Here follow the speeches of Troynovant and Sir Philip
Sidney.

“These passing on, in the next place my Lord is encountersd
with the person of Sir John Hawkwood in complete armour, his
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plume and feather for his horse's chaffron, of the Company's colours
white and watchet.”

Sir John had begun life as an apprentice in the Tailors
Company.

Sir John Haywkwood. My birth was mean, yet my deseivings grew
To eminence and in Fiance & high pitch flew :
From a poor common soldier I attained
The style of captain and then knighthood gnined 3
Served the Black Prince in France in his wms ;
Then went in th' Holy Land ; thence brought my scars,
And weatied body which no danger feared,
To Florence where it nobly lies interred :

¢ After him follows a Triumphant chariot with the arms of the
Merchant Tailors, , . . In the chariot I place . . . eight famous
kings of this land that have been free of this worshipful company,
[All the kings from Edward IIL to Henry VII.] The speaker in
this pageant is Edward the third.

Edward the Third, View whence the Meichant Tailors’ hanour springs
Trom this most rayal conventicle of kings.

Lat all good men this sentence oft repent
By unity the smallest things grow great,
Chorus of Kings. By unity the smallest things grow great.

“, .. Afier this pageant rides Queen Anne, wifo to Richard
Second, free likewise of this company. ... [Then follow two
knights of St. John.]

“Next I bring our two Sea Triumphs; and after that the Ship
called the Holy Lamb, which brings hanging in her shrauds the
Golden Fleece. , , . To second this follow the two beasts, the Lion
and the Camel, proper ta the arms of the Company ; on the Camel
rides a Turk such as use to travel with caravans; and on the Lion a
Moor or wild Numidian,

" The fourth eminent Pageant I call the Monument of Charity
and Learning; this fashioned like a beautiful Garden with all kinds
of flowers ; at the four comers four artificial birdcages with vatiety
of birds in them, , , . In the midst of the Garden under an elm
tree, sits the famous and worthy patriot Sir Thomas White: who
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had a dream that he should build a college where two bodies of an
elm sprang from one root .. . and riding one day at the North
Gate at Oxfoird, he spied on his right hand the self same elm . . .
and in the same place built the College of St. John Baptist; and to
this day the elm grows in the garden carefully preserved, as being
under God a motive Lo their woithy foundation,

“ . . . The chief person in this is Thomas White sitting in his
eminent habit as Lord Mayor; on the one hand sits Charity with a
pelican on her head; on the other Leaining, with a book in one
hand and a laurel wreath in the other: behind him is the college of
St. John Baptist in Oxford, exactly modelled : two cornets which for
more pleasure answer one another interchangeably; and round
about the Pageant sit twelve of twenty-four cities (for more would
have overburdened it) to which this worthy gentleman had been a
benefactor.

[Here follows the speech of Learning.]

“The last I call the monument of Gratitude which thus dilates
itself. Upon an Arlificial Rock, set with mother of pearl and such
other precious stones as are found in quarties, are placed four
curious Pyramids, charged with the Prince’s Arms, the Three
Feathors; which by day yield a glorious show ; and by night a more
goodly, for they have lights in them, thal, at such time as my Lord
Mayor returns from Paul's shall make certain ovals and squares
resemble precious stones. The Rock expresses the richness of the
kingdom Prince Henry was born heir to; the Pyramids, which are
monuments for the dead, thal he is deceased, On the top of this
rests half a celestial Globe ; in the midst of this hangs a Holy Lamb
in the Sunbeams; on ejther side of these an Angel. Upon a pedestal
of gold slands a figurs of Prince Henry with his coronet, George,
and garter: in his left hand he holds a circlet of crimson velvet,
charged with four Holy Lambs, such as our Company chose Masters
with. In geveral cants [niches] beneath sits, first Magistracy tending
a beehive, to express his gravity in youth and forward industry to
bave proved an absolute governor: next Liberality, by her a
Dromedary, showing his speed and alacrity in gratifying his followers ;
Navigation with a Jacob's staff and compass, expressing his desire
that his reading that way might in time grow to the practice and
building to that purpose one of the goodliest ships was ever launched
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in the river: in the nexlt Unanjmity with a chaplel of lilics, in har
lap a Sheaf of Arrows, showing he loved nobilily and commonalty
with an entire heart : next Industry, on a hill where Ants are hoard-
ing up corn, expressing his forward inclination o all noble excreise
next Chastity, by her a Unicorn, showing it is guide to all other
virtnes and cleats the fountain-head from all poison: Juslice with
her properties: then Obedience, by her an Elephant, the strongest
beast bul most observant to man of any crealure:; then Peace
sleeping upon a Cannon; alluding io the eternal peace he now
possesses : Fortitude, a Pillar in one hand, a Serpent wreathed about
the other; to exptess his height of mind and the expectation of an
undaunted resolution. These twelve thus seated I figure Loyalty as
well sworn servant to this City as to this Company ; and at my Lord
Mayor's coming from Paul's and going down Wood Street, Amade
le Grand delivers a speech unto him.” *

The literature of the Lord Mayot’s Show may perhaps be
considered to have reached its highest point in the pageant
which Thomas Dekker prepared for the Ironmongers’' Com-
pany in 1629, under the title of *London’s Tempe,” The
eulogy of iron which Jove addresses to Vulcan has quite a
Shakespearean ring about it,

% And what helps this bul iron, O then how high
Shall this grent Troy lext up the memory
Of you, her noble Practor, and all those
Your wor thy brotherhood through whase care goes
That rare rich prize of iron to the whole land,
Iron far more wolth than Tagus’ golden sand !
Iron best of metals | pride of minerals
IIeaat of the carth | hand of the world | which falls
Heavy when it strikes home . ,
Iron that main hinge on which the world doth Lurm | 4

It is interesting to compare this outburst with the cffort of
the gentle Heywood in 1636, when the Mayor was a Draper,
to rise to the full height of his opportunity, and to celebrate
fitly in heroic numbers the merits of the sheep,

* Clode, Memorials, Appendix.
t Nichol, Fronmongers, 232,



DEKKER: HEYWOOD: JORDAN - 289

““What beast or biid for hide or fenther rare
For man's wse mnade can with the sheep compaie?
The horse of stiength and swiftness moy be praud,
Bul yet his flesh is not for food allowed.
‘The herds yield milk and meat (commodious both),
Vet none of all (heir skins meke wool for cloth.
The sheep doth all, The parrol and the jay,
The peacock, ostiich, all in colour gay,
Delight the eye, some with their noles the ear
But what are thege unto the cloth we wear ?
Search forests, deserts, for beasts wild or tame,
The mountains or the vales, search the vast frame
Of the wide universe, the earth, the sky—
Nor berst nor bird can with the sheep comply.”

Yet even this passage, though it reads like a prophetic
parody on Dyer or Crabbe, preserves a flavour of literature
which is scarcely to be found in any of Heywood's successors,
John Tatham, for instance, in 1659, out of all the poetical
possibilities offered by the romantic art of the grocer, could
make no more than this—

“ Heprt-pleasing cinnamon, cloves, mace, nutmegs are
From famed Arabia brought. . , .
Then Senns, Rhubaib, China roots that do
Not only pmify but strengthen too,
Saysaparxilla, . . "

And Thomas Jordan, who raises our expectations by the

words he puts into the mouth of Apollo—
$ With Oriental eyes I come to see

And gratulate this great solemnity

With my refulgent presence,”
afterwards introduces “a Wilderness or Desart which,” he
explains, “doth consist of divers trees in several sorts of green
colours, some in blossom, others laden with ripe and proper
fruit and spices, as dates, pineapples, cloves, nutmegs, figs,
raisins, large plums, vines, inhabited by tawny Moors, . . . also
three pipers and several kitchen musicians that play upon
tongs, gridirons, keys, etc, also birds native of that country,
as parrots, popinjays, turtle-doves, wild-ducks, ete,,” and crowns

v
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the whole with “a proper masculinc woman with a tawny face,
raven black long hair, several pearl necklaces, aurora-coloured
silk stockings, silver buskins laced up to the calf with gold
tibbons, bearing a banner with the Lord Mayor's family coat,”
causes this lady to enlighten thc mystificd onlookers with
these opening words—

¢t That I the beller may atiention dinw,
Be pleased Lo know I am America.”

With Jordan the Lord Mayor’s Show lost whatever share
it had once possessed of the more serious atmosphere of the
legitimate drama, and adapted itself to the taste of the Restora-
tion period by combining in one entertainment all the ill-assorted
attractions of the variety stage. The Show of 1677 (when
Sir Francis Chaplin, Clothworker, was Mayor) was entitled
“London Triumphs: illustrated with many magnificent Struc-
tures and Pageants; on which arc orderly advanced several
stately Representations of Poetical Deitles, sitting and
standing in great splendour on several Scenes in proper Shapes,
with pertinent Speeches, jocular Songs (sung by the City
Musick) and Pastoral Dancing”; and that of 1681 in honour
of Sir Patience Wardc, Merchant Tailor, comprised “an
illustrious description of the Sword, Triumphant Pageants
on which are represented Emblematical Figures, Artful Pieces
of Architecture and Rural Dancing with the Speeches spoken
at each Pageant; also three new songs, the fitst in praise
of the Merchant Taylors, the second the Protestant Exhorta-
tion, and the third the Plotting Papists’ Litany, with the
propet tunes.” The Comic Countryman became a usual
feature at this time, the absurd simplicity of the rural mind
being rendered still more ridiculous to the refined urbanity
of a cackney crowd by the use of the dialect of Somersetshire
ot Dorset.

As the element of literature declined, that of pure pageantry
tended to grow more elaborate, The Skinners in 1671 added



LATER PAGEANTS 201

to their traditional wilderness of wild beasts, a group of satyrs
dancing to the music of Orpheus, and a bear performing
on a rope; whilst in 1689 they introduced a number of live
dogs, cats, foxes, and rabbits, which being tossed hither and
thither amongst the crowd afforded great diversion. The
Drapers in 1679 exhibited the twelve months of the year
and numerous other allegorical personages, a golden ram
backed by a beautiful boy, a group of shepherds tending
flocks on Salisbury Plain, and a confused crowd of catders,
spinners, dyers, woolcombers, shearers, dressers, fullers,
weavers, who indulged in all such jovial actions and move-
ments of agility as might express their joy and exultation
in their compliments to the new Lord Mayor. St. Katherine
(the patron saint of the Haberdashers), drawn by two large
Indian goats in a silver chariot with four golden Catherine
wheels, was followed in 1699 by Commerce seated on a rich
throne with milliners’ shops serving as her footstool, whilst
screws of tobacco were thrown broadcast amongst the on-
lookers. In the Clothworkers' pageant of 1693 Jack of
Newbury was set off against Apollo, who since his service
with King Admectus was supposed to retain a lively interest
in the wool trade, and “a rich figure of a rising sun” above
ten feet in diameter appeared out of the back of the chariot,
whilst the sun-god was addressing the Lord Mayor. The
garden of the Hesperides with Jason and his golden fleece
were also exhibited on that occasion; a pageant, as the
designer remarks, entirely applicable to the honourable Cloth-
workers in more ways than one, “The dragon being a
watchful creature intimates the caution, industry, and vigil-
ance” that are necessary for success in business. St. Dunstan
with a crosier in one hand, a goldsmith’s tongs in the other,
and the devil beneath his feet, formed the centre of the
Goldsmiths’ pageant; and St. Martin armed cap-d-pie on
a stately white steed, attended by twenty satyrs dancing
with tambors, ten halberdiers with rural music, and ten Roman
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lictors, and followed by cripples and beggars, was the leading
feature of the Vintner's show of 1702* DBut these were
special efforls vainly put forth to arrcst the decay of an old
tradition, As the 18th century advanced, the Lord Mayor's
Show became a mete survival, and neither Clio nor Mel-
pomene could by any stretch of the imagination be conceived
of as presiding over it.

* Herberl, I 199-211.



CITIAPTER XVII
MONOPOLIES

HE simplest account that can be given of the monopolies is
T that they were a device of the Stuarts for raising money
without the consent of Parliament, rendered more in-
tolerable by the greed and unscrupulousness of the courtiers
who suggested them and shared in the profits when there were
any to share. This account explains why the monopolies
were abolished ; and it is true as far as it goes, but it does not
go far enough for our purpose. On the other hand, a fully
adequate account which explained how the monopolies lasted
as long as they did, would carry us too far from our subject.
It would require us to deal with the origins not only of joint-
stock enterprise and of co-operative production, but also of
the permanent Civil Service, the I'actory Acts, the adulteration
laws, and of many other achievements of the modern state.
The monopolies were, in fact, a crude device for solving at
one stroke a great many political, social, and economic problems
which are not yet solved, and which could only be put on the
way towaids solution by being carefully separated from each
other and dealt with each on its own merits, They were not
only to provide the king with money, but also to furnish
salaries, pensions, and rewards to his friends and servants ;
whilst at the same time they were to encourage native
industries, to check the evils of “dumping,” to protect the
small manufacturer from the domination of the capitalist, and
293
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to guarantee to the consumer a supply of sound and serviccable
commodities at reasonable rates. If we can imagine a court
favourite, who has been called in o form a Government,
nominating his friends and relations to most of the chief posts
in the Civil Service and providing for their remuncration by
placing in their hands the regulation of the milk supply, the
inspection of the meat markets, and the control of all the
industries of the East End ; and if we further imagine that the
Home Secretary or the Postmaster-General—encouraged there-
to by a decrec prohibiting the import of foreign matches and
the export of English timber and phosphorus—had accepted
at the earnest request of a deputation of Bryant and May's
work-girls the chairmanship of a great Match Trust, and that
the Companies Acl was thereupon suspended lo secure
favourable conditions of flotation, and the metropolitan police
instructed to atrest at sight all users of matches not bearing
the official stamp—we shall have some notion of the many-
sided operation of a Stuart monopoly.

What we are here concerned with is the relation of the
monopolies Lo the London companies. A great number of
the monopolies were closcly connected from the first with that
movement towards incorporation which has been deseribed,
and after the passing of the statute of monopolies in 1624 a
corporation—generally a London company—was the only
legal form of monopoly. Some of the historians of the
companies have regarded them as the mere victims of oppres-
sion and extortion at the hands of the patentees. In regard
to the older companies, this view may have a good deal of
truth ; but the new companies seeking incorporation were, as
we have seen, in many cases the allies of the patentees, They
provided the patentees not only with ideas for their schemes,
but also with a public opinion in support of them, and an
organization through which to work them. If it had not been
for the favouring conditions presented by the industrial move-
ment, it may be safely said that one-half of the monopolies
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would never have becn mooted. That this was so is made
cleat by the fact that the companies were not only the allies
but also the rivals of the patentees, and had sometimes
occupied the field before them. In order to obtain authority
over those who exercised their trades in the suburbs, they were
willing to serve as excise officers for the Government.

The Tallow Chandlers oblained from Elizabeth in 1576
lctters pateni authorizing them to be “searchers, examiners,
viewers, and triers” of soap, vincgar, butter, hops, and oils, not
onlyin the city, but in Southwark, St. Katherine's, Whitechapel,
Shoreditch, Westminster, Clerkenwell, and St. Giles’. None
was to sell these atticles before they were searched, and for
the payment of the searchers there was an imposition on every
barrel of soap 2d., on a tun of vinegar 84, on a barrel of butter
2d,, on a tun of Seville oil 84, on a sack of hops 84. This
scheme of taxation was naturally resisted by the Mayor and
Aldermen as an encroachment on their own powers of search
in the city, and on those possessed by the lords who held
Courts Leet around the city Their enumeration of these
latter gives an interesling glimpse into the manorial con-
ditions still prevailing in the industrial suburbs.

“In Southwaik the Loid Mayor and Commons had a Leet or Law
day, in Westminster the Dean and Chapter, in St. Katherine's the
Master and Confitres, in Whitechapel the Lord Wentworth, in
Shoreditch the Dean and Chapler of St. Paul's, in Clerkenwell the
Queen, in St. Giles' and High Holborn the Lord Mountjoy, so that
there was no place left where the Tallow Chandlers might exercise
the office of search,” *

It scarcely needs to be pointed out how easily the powers
of inspection and of taxation sought by the Tallow Chandlers
might pass into monopoly. The Retailing Vintners actually
obtained a monopoly through the services of one of their
members, Edward Lane. Lane was the author of an epistle

* Strype's Siow's Survey, V. 210,
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Lo Burleigh almost mystical in ils elaborate obseurity, in which
he set forth the degenerate condition of the London companics
and Lhe necessity of their being reorganized by the Government.
His own practical contribution to this scheme of 1eform scems
to have been a disappointment, In return for the pardon for
past offences and the patent to legalize future monopoly which
he had procured for the Vintners, Lane was Lo have received
£1000 and his expenses. With a view io meeting these
obligations and exploiting their monopoly, the governing body,
consisting of some ien persons, had raised a stock within the
company ; but, some eight or nine ycars later, Lane com-
plained to Cecil that they had ever since rctained and converted
to their own piivate use all the stock and the profits thereby
arising.®

These examples show that the projectors did not always
need to force their schemes on the companics, The spirit of
monopoly within many of the companies and the king’s neced
of revenue had in many cases already predisposed the two
parties to a bargain, and the patentec was only the broker
that brought them together. In the ense of the Upholders’
Company we are fortunate enough to possess an account of
some negotiations of this kind, In 1385 a projector named
Cordel petitioned Butleigh for u patent 10 Inspect the {cathers,
down, ctc, used by the Upholders, which were said to be
deceitfully mixed with “cow-hair, thistle-down, naughty flocks
that would breed worms,” as well as with “lime, dirt, dust,
stones, and other rubbish,” Burleigh sent his secretary Oshern
to test the feeling of the trade. But as soon as Osbern casually
let fall the suggestion of a search, the upholder with whom he
was talking declared that it would be their ruin,

“It is the merchants,” said he, “and not we who are to
blame, . . . The real trouble is," he added, “ that our company
is not a corporation, and we are not rich enough to huy 3
charter. There are not more than half-a-dozen well-to-do

* Lansdowne MSS,, Vol, 16, No. 9.
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tradesmen in our craft. If £100 would be of any use, they
might manage to raise it. Bul Lhe less we hear of an outside
searcher the better.”

Osbern sent the upholder Lo see Burleigh, who recom-
mended that the craft should sccuie their incorporation by
arrangement with the projector. Let them collect what ready
money they could towards the cost of their charter, and no
doubt the patentee would find the rest on condition of receiving
half the fees derived from the search,

There were acute differences of opinion amongst the
Upholders as to the wisdom of accepting this advice. Some
of the craftsmen, in their bitterness against the middlemen,
who belonged to the Drapers’, the Merchant Tailors’, the
Skinners’, and Clothworkers’ Companies, were eager to call in
the patentee, as we have scen the Feltmakers and Glovers
doing at this very time against the Haberdashers and Leather-
sellers, Others could see clearly that even a Government
searcher would not enable them lo do without middlemen,
and that unless they secured the co-operation of some of the
merchants they would be liable to find themselves in the
position of the Feltmakers, who, after signing a petition for
the appointment of a Garbler, had been sarcastically tald,
when they went Lo buy wool, that they could nol have any till
it was garbled. The merchants themselves pointed out the
futility of the whole scheme, and il was appaiently allowed to
drop. The Upholders were not incorporated till 1626.*

It is not impossible that the Upholders had taken warn-
ing by the example of the Distillers. A certain Richard Drake
had received a patent in 1593, giving him authority to correct
the abuses existing in that trade, and to see that the makers
of vinegar and aqua vitz were provided with wholesome
materials, instead of the “hog-wash, the washing of the cool-
backs, and the brewers’ dregs” which it was alleged had been
hithetto supplied for that purpose. But after several years'

* Strype's Stew, V. 220-230.
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trial it was found thal the same ¢ draggs, laggs, etc,” were
used after this grant as before, “nay, far worse than before,
and were allowed by the patentee . . . that the poor traders
that bought and sold vinegar and those other commodities
were compelled by threats and imprisonment to enter into
bonds to buy of none but the patentee only, and to pay for
the making of their own bonds 3s. a piece ; that they forced
the brewers to sell unto them their grounds, which themselves
before . . . had in veryfoul and odious terms named ‘draggs,’
etc. ; that they compelled the tradesmen to compound with
them for 24, the barrel, and would not permit them to buy
where they would for their best ease and profit, as where they
had best credit and might be assured of good and wholesome
stuff, except they would pay 3. a barrel, which would amount
Lo a great sum by the end of the year, which payments being
made the tradesmen might do what they listed.” *

By this time, however, the outcry against the patentees was
becoming general. The riot caused by the violence of Darcy
and the imprisonment of the four Leathersellers for resisting
his project, were still fresh in the minds of the Londoners ;
and while the £4000 demanded by the Queen for the revoca-
tion of Darcy’s patent was yet unpaid, respectable citizens and
members of the Grocers’ Company were being haled every
month before the Privy Council for infractions of a starch
monopoly, which had been bestowed on two courtiers to enable
them to pay their debts, New patents had just been made
out controlling the importation of steel, stone pots and bottles,
and Spanish wool ; and the exportation of beer, horns, woollen
rags, and tin ; most of them in the professed interests of some
section or other of the industrial population. During the last
ten years of Elizabeth thé manufacture of paper, glass, salt,
alum ; the mining of gold, silver, copper, quicksilver, lead, and
coal ; the printing of books, the supply of unlawful games, were
all in the hands of monopolists, When a list of monopolies

* Strype’s Stme, V. 237,



500 THE GILDS OI" LONDON

was rcad in Paliament, a member ironieally expressed
surprisc to hear thal bread was nol included.  In spite of
Elizabeth's promise of redress in 1507, the list continued to
grow. The pricc of many articles was said Lo have been
doubled, When Parliament met in 1601 Lhe public indigna-
tion had risen to such a pitch that the Queen saw the necessity
of graceful concession, and contrived to save her prerogative,
“the chiclest flower of her garden and the principal and head
peatl of her crown and diadem,” by proclaiming the abolition
of the most unpopular patents, and leaving the rest to the
decision of the judges. A monopoly in playing-cards, obtained
by Edward Darcy after the failure of the leather-searching
ptoject, was made the test case,and the patent was condemned
as a dangerous innovation contrary to common law.*

This defeat of the monopolies was not final. All the
social and political causcs that had assisted to produce
them temaincd in operation, and as soon as thc discon-
tent they had aroused had subsided they were certain o
reappear. Until the fundamental matlers at issue between
Crown and Parliament werc sctiled, monopolies in one dis-
guise or another furnished the line of Jeast resistance on which
the Crown could attempt to solve the problem of finding a
revenue adequate to its necds, Ullimately, no doubt, the
monopolies roused resistance cnough. DBut statesmen are
usually the most short-sighted of mortals, and the only resist-
ance which Stuart statesmen took into account wes that which
confronted them at the moment when the imposition was
decreed. At that moment those who were to bear the burden
of taxation were not consulted, whilst on the part of those who
conceived they might benefit by it there was often what might
be construed as a popular demand for the imposition, This is
the real explanation of the cxtreme readiness with which
grants of monopoly were made hy James and Charles or thejr
advisers, It was not merely that such grants scemed to afford

* W. IL Price, English Potents of Monngoly, 24,
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the easiest way out of the Crown’s growing financial difficulties,
The spirit of corporate monopoly which pervaded all classes
engaged in commerce and industry, from the richest to the
poorest, made il possible, perhaps with sincerity, to represent
the grants, not as a hateful but unavoidable expedient for
raising money, but as part of a great and beneficent scheme
of national policy.

With the accession of James I,, that general movement
towards incorporation which has already been described came
to a head. Although James had been met at Hinchinbrook
by would-be patentees anxious to forestall his favours, and had
made indiscreet promises, he thought it wise on arriving in
London to repeat Elizabeth's proclamation renouncing mono-
polies. The few months in which he adhered to this policy
afforded a favourable opportunity to the companies, since the
king would be likely to sell his grants on easier terms, while
there were no individual patentces competing in the same
field ; and even when royal extravagance had led to a re-
laxation of principle, the desire to save appearances led
projectors of monopoly to advance their schemes under cover of
a petition for incorporation. Thus opened an epoch of com-
pany formation which lasted till the meeting of the Long
Parliament, and in which evety section of the papulation in the
city and suburbs was involved. The merchants had already
divided the known habitable world into spheres of monopoly,
The Muscovy Merchants and the Eastland Company claimed
Northern Europe, the Merchant Adventurers Central Europe,
the Levant Company the Mediterranean, and the East India
Company Asia. But they had to admit the intrusion of new
bodies, some of which, like the Virginia Company and
the Guinea Company, represented new fields of enterprise ;
others, like the companies trading to France and Spain, carved
for themselves territoties out of old fields nearer home;
whilst a third class entered into direct rivalry with the older
companies and made the Government better offets for the same
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privileges.  Similarly, every branch, every interest in the
industrial world was represented by the new corporations,
Old crafts, lilke the Butchers, the Tounders, the ITorners, the
Curriers, the Turners, the Upholders, the Truiterers, the
Bowyers, the Plumbers, the Shipwrights, and the Glaziers: old
callings that bordered on professions like the Apothecaries, the
Seriveners and the Musicians : and new bodies of manufacturers
like the Spectaclemakers, the Tobacco-pipemakers, the Playing-
cardmakers, the Gunmakers, the Combmakers, the Soap-
makers, the Starchmakers, the Distillers, the Silkmen and the
Silkihrowsters: clothed themselves in the same corporate
privileges ; whilst even the transport service—the Porters, the
Watermen, the Carmen, and the Hackney coachmen—acquired
rights of a corporate or semi-corporate character. In spite of
the common element of incorporation and the now universal
form of administration through a Court of Assistants, the
soclal and economic character of these companics exhibited
almost as great a variety as the occupations of their members,
Many of them were the genuine products of an associative
impulsc; a few had becn catirely promoted in the interest of
monopolists ; but in the great majorily these two clements
were blended in varying proportions, and contended with each
other for the predominant influence.

The link between them was supplied by the new spirit of
joint-stock enterprise which was then on the eve of some of
its most signal achievements. By a natural transition the
joint property of the companies had come in some cages to be
used as joint capital. The Pewterers had made purchases of
tin, the Horners of horns, the Clothworkers had made common
provision of teasels, the Stationers had secured rights of copy
with the avowed purpose of finding employment for poorer
members. These operations were facilitated and encouraged
by the prevalent idea which guided the legislator of the 16th
century—that the craftsmen had the first right to the
materials used In his calling, The exportation of hides, tin,
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wool, undressed cloth, and other raw materials of industry was
prohibited in the supposed intercst of the native craftsmen, and
further restriclions werc laid on wholesale dealings in these
materials with a view to safeguarding the supply of the small
master. These laws had long remained ineffectual for want
of a strong organization to enforce them. It was, indeed,
mainly with a view to enforcing them that many bodies of
craftsmen had sought incorporation., The powers they had
thus acquired to exploit their legal monopoly made them
specially advantageous channels for the investment of capital ;
and asthe capital of their own members was generally insufficient
for any large enterprise, there was a natural tendency to seek
the co-operation of outsiders.*

At that time a good deal of the accumulating wealth of the
upper and middle classes was seeking investment, and the
formation of that large class who nowadays live on the income
derived from invested capital was just beginning, The East
India Company gave them their first great general opportu-
nity. To the milllon and a half invested in the voyage of
1617 there were nearly a thousand contributors, including 15
earls and dukes, 82 privy councillors, judges and knights, 13
countesses and ladies of rank, 18 widows and maiden ladies,
26 clergymen, 313 merchants, 214 tradesmen, and 25 merchant
strangers, But the East Indian venture did not stand alone,
From the year 1608 onwards the possibilities of various joint-
stock enterprises, in which the king took an eager interest,
must have been the common talk of the city, In that year a
precept was circulated to the companies conveying a strong
recommendation by the Privy Council for a project for colo-
nizing Virginia, The next year the scheme for the plantation
of Ulster was pressed even more earnestly, and led to the
establishment of the Irish Society whose achievements have
been already referred to. From 1611 to 1613, the great
enterprise of Hugh Middleton for supplying the city with

¥ Unwin, Mndustrial Organisation, pp. 148-156,
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water, in which the king had taken half the sharcs, was
struggling to its triumphant completion, and in 1612 was
undertaken the first voyage of the Tiast India Company, for
which the capital was supplicd by a general joint stock,

It is not at all surprising, therefore, that some of the bodies
of craflsmen, who had just paid or who were trying hard to
pay a large sum for the privilege of incorporation, should have
entertained the idea of furnishing themsclves with the capital
they so much needed by raising a joint-stock with the assist-
ance of the investing public. A complete prospectus of a
scheme of this kind drawn up for the Feltmakers casts a most
welcome light on the aspirations of the working class in the
Stuart period. The case of the Feltmakers was a typical one,
Their struggle during Elizabeth's reign to frce themselves
from the control of the Haberdashers, their early success in
obtaining a charler from James, and their difficulties in
getting their newly acquired authority over their industry
recognized by the city, had been watched with eager interest
by thousands of suburban workers who were secking similar
remedies for the same cvils,

The grievances of which they had been complaining to the
Haberdashers for many years without redrcss werc parily
such as might be expressed by a trade union of to-day—the
employment of women and boys, the non-enforcement of
apprenticeship, and the intrusion of aliens——and partly of a
kind associated nowadays with the home workers in the
sweated industries, the oppressive profit made by the middle-
man, who supplied them with materials and bought their
wares when finished. The fact that the middlemen who sold
the wool and bought the hats were mostly Haberdashers,
had led them to seek a separation from that company, but
their new charter was of no use unless it enabled them to
get the functions of the middleman performed in some more
satisfactory manner. The Feltmakers therefore proposed to
raise by themselves, and such as would venture with them,
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£15,000, for the taking in and buying up of all the wares they
made into their own hands: to form in fact something of the
nature of a “trust.” A hall was Lo be secured in some con=
venicnt parl of the suburbs to which all feltmakers were to
bring their hats, as they made them, to be valued by the
experts of the company and paid for with ready money, and
the merchants were to be compelled to seek their supply at
that source. As an inducement to the Haberdashers to
accept this arrangement, the Feltmakers engaged to refuse to
serve country chapmen, so that they would be driven to buy
from the city middlemen. The management of the enterprise
was to be in the hands of a board of twelve or more directors,
some of whom were to represent the outside shareholders,
There were to be a number of agents or warehousemen, to
value the wares when brought in and sell them out again to
the profit of the stock, a cashier, and a register or clerk of the
stock, “That this may be lawfully undertaken,” concludes
the prospectus . . . “it hath been resolved by learned counsel it
may. . . . If; therefore, any may be desirous {o join with them in
adventure, here is security sufficient for his stock and at
assured profit for his principal.”

This bold scheme never seems to have gone any further,
but it was replaced by a less ambitious plan which was
actually tried, with disastrous results. A capital of 45000
was raised, mainly from outside investors, to be used in
supplying wool to the Feltmakers, The Stockers were to
constitute a scparate concern from the company, but they
hired the company’s hall and agrced to allow the Feltmakers
a penny in the pound on theit profits. The Feltmakets
never received this modest dividend, but they found when it
was too late that their corporation had somehow been involved
to the extent of 4500, which the Stockers had borrowed from
the company's clerk in the name of the company, When the
enterprise collapsed, and one of the Stockers against whom
the clerk had commenced an action had died in prison, the

X
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clerk entered a suit against the company and gol a verdict for
4750 in 1623, Some ol the TFeltmakers were imprisoned for
the debt, and the master of the company, when on his way Lo
present a petition to the Commons, was seized and cast in the
Fleet, The indignant Commons ordered the release of the
Feltmakers, bul how they gol rid of their creditor is not
stated.*

Since collective enterprise—owing to the weakness of the
law, the inexperience of investors, and the ease with which
fraudulent agents could shift their responsibility—was apt to
prove so disastrous, it is easy to understand that the alicrna-
tive offer of the individual capilalist to finance an industry
had its attractions for the craftsmen. The Pinmakers, who
had obtained a charter, soon after the Feltmakers, which they
hoped would enable them to exclude foreign pins, had
procured capital for these purposes from a courtier, to whom
they engaged in return to pay fourpence for every 12,000 plns
made, for forty years. It did not, however, prove so casy, in
spite of the constant prosccution of importers, 1o kecp the
Dutch pins out, The Haberdashers declarcd that the London
Pinmakers were not capable of supplying one-third of the
English demand, and the craftsmen had to conlent themselves
with a protective duty of sixpence per 12,000t

These brief examples may suffice to illusirate the natural
development of the new corporations in the dircction of
monopoly, with only a moderate degree of encouragement, on
the part of the Government, and in face of the strong opposi-
tion of the city. After the dissolution of Parliament in 1611
without any settlement of the problem of taxation, a new
situation was created. The monopolies werc no longer a mete
furtive source of pocket money for the king and his courtiers ;
they were fast becoming a necessity of state ; and as the state's
necessity is the capitalist’s opportunity, there was soon found
a party in the city ready to lend them their support, Lionel

* Unwin, gp. cft., 156~164. t Jbrd,, 164-166.
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Cranfield, a metcer's apprentice, who had founded his fortunes
by marrying his master’s daughter, and whose adroitness and
business capacity were to raise him to the highest offices of
slate, had already gained Lhe ear of the king, and was giving
advice which astonished even Bacon by its sagacity, Why
should the raising of revenue take such universally unpopular
forms? A tax on currants was resisted by the merchants, and
everybody sympathized with the resisters. But a tax on
manufactured articles would arouse so much enthusiasm
amongst the craftsmen in the city that the discontent of the
consumer, if it ever found expression, might be ignored.
Moreover, high grounds of policy could be assigned to such a
course, as being for the advantage of the kingdom and the
disadvantage of the stranger, and as preventing a dangerous
outflow of the precious metals. The new taxation might
indeed be brought in this way within the constitutional pre-
rogative of the Crown. It might be justified as a necessary
act of retaliation on a foreign power, which could only be
effective if done immediately, by royal authority, without
waiting for the consent of Parliament.

The business experjence and the more normal commercial
interests of most city merchants remained opposed to these
ideas ; but those who sincerely believed in them, and those
who readily found their interest in any large manipulation of
taxation, were warmly supported by the new corporations and
by the industrial sections of the older companies. Above all,
the courtiers, the titled ladies of limited means, the {riends and
relations of the reigning favourite, had a new field opened to
their exploitation, Indeed, the competition amongst them
became so keen, and the mind of the king so unsettled by
conflicting claims, that the grants of monopoly, which were
now patt of the accepted policy, were transferred like so much

‘ scrip from one holder to another in rapid succession. The
Earl of Northampton had received a grant of the starch
patent valued at £4500 a year, and when this was taken from
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him to give to Lord ITay, another pateni was assiygned to him
valued al £4000. Lord Harringlon, who had spent a fortune
in acting as tutor o the Princess Llizabeth, was granted a
monopoly in brass farthings to replace tradesmen’s tokens;
put before it could be put Lo use, the Duke of Lennox per-
suaded the king to let him share in it. The glass patent was
granted 1o hall a dozen different holders in succession, the
rights of previous holders being gencrally ignored, until it
came into the hands of Sir Robert Mansell, who held it till the
Long Parliament deprived him of it. The monopolies in gold
and silver thread, in soap, in alum, in tobacco-pipes, in pins,
each passed through a succession of hands.¥

The effect of these influences on the companies is clearly
marked in every full set of records that has been preserved.
In most of the greater companies, and many of the lesser, a
division arose between a party—generally the yeomanty——who
wished to take advantage of some offer of monopoly and
industtial protection, and another party—generally the govern-
ing body—who opposed it, The artizan clothworkers found
encouragement from those In high places to petition, In
conjunction with the attizan dyers, that the exportation of all
unfinished cloth might be prohibiled. The artizan skinners
supported a patent for the tanning of all coneyskins before
export, which had been granted to one of Buckingham's
brothers with a rent of £300 rescrved to the kingt The
Tronmongers had their trade restricted by the grant of a
patent for cutting iron into rods, which nailers end smiths had
been persuaded to support, because it was connected with a
prohibition of Flemish iron.j The craftsmen of the Pewlerers’
Company, headed by the son of their late beadle, petitioned
the king that the farmers of the tin monopoly should give out
four score thousand weight of tin to be wrought into pewter

* Calendar of State Pupers, Domestie, 16x3~-1618. Index.

t J64., pp, 352, 5444
§ Nichol, Zrenmongers, 177-180.
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by them, and then taken back by the farmers “ to be trans-
ported abroad or otherwise sold by them at their pleasures.” *
The gold and silver wire-drawers belonging to the Goldsmiths’
Company desircd to have that company's consent to their
obtaining a separate charter, which would enable them to work
under the shelter of Lady Bedford's monopoly.t The Grocers
engaged in a long struggle with the Apothecaries, the Sugar
Refiners, and the Starchmakers. The Haberdashers, unable
to prevent the incorporation of the Feltmakers, continued to
resist through two reigns their admission to the freedom of
London. The Leathersellers endeavoured to draw together
the leather merchants, who at that time mostly belonged to
other companies, so as to oppose the incorporation of the
leather workers of the suburbs (who had the assistance of
Lady Killigrew) under the name of the Glovers’ Company.}
The printers, who had now abandoned the hope of abolishing
the monopoly enjoyed by the rulers of the Stationers’ Com-
pany, sought to alleviate their exclusion by suppoiting the
grant of another monopoly which was to be exercised in their
favour.§

The records of the Privy Council and the private correspon-
dence of ministers reveal a great variety of other consequences.
Having based its fiscal proposals on the necessity of en-
couraging native industries, and of finding work for the
unemployed, whilst at the same time protecting the vested
interests of each class of workers, the Government found itself
saddled with the responsibility of maintaining its principles
even where no fiscal fruit was to be gathered. The Privy
Council became the Court of Appeal for all the industrial
disputes of the metropolis. ‘The year 1613 may setve as an
example. In that year the Council had quits enough fiscal
business to occupy its attention, One set of alum monopolists

* Welch, Pevlerea s, 11, 58. + Prideaux, Goldsmiths, 1, 120.
t Leathersellers' Court Book, 16371638,
§ Index fo Remembrancia, p. 100,
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had just become insolvent, and an claborale arrangement was
being made with another set, by which the Crown was to sink
a greal amount of capital withoul return, the consumer was to
have a dear and insufficient supply of bad alum, and nobody
was 1o gain anything except the astute Treasury official from
Yorkshire, who floated the scheme off one rock and steered it
direct for another.* The farm of the impost on French wines
occupied much of the Council's attention. The Lord Mayor
was anxious to have it, He had once before held it for twelve
years, and had raised it from £6000 to £15,000, He offered
the ruling favourite £1000 a year if he would procure for him
the privilege of screwing an even greater amount out of the
taxpayer. Others, however, accused the Lord Mayor of fraud,
and argued that the king would gain from 415,000 to £20,000
by keeping the profits of the wine season to himself. Delicate
negotiations were in progress in reference to the glass
monopoly ; the Crown was disposing of a privilege which it
already had sold two or three times to a fresh sel of cntier-
prising capitalists, Another projector rccommended the
Government to do the same with the tobacco monopoly, and
assured the Council that half-profils on the iransaction, which
he generously offered to relinquish, would amount to £15,000,
Several different sets of patentees were dispuling over the
gold and silver wire monopoly, then only in its beginnings.
Amongst the other petitioners were the Tallowchandlers. The
patent they had obtained from Elizabeth had been bought
up for a term of years by the city. The term had now expired,
and they wanted it rencwed to themselves, The arlisan
Clothworkers and the Dyers asked for the piohibition of the
expartation of unfinished cloth. The Teltmakers obtained a
proclamation against the importation of hats.

In‘the midst of this serious and pressing business the
attention of the Council was claimed for more disinterested
applications of the same great principles, The Plasterers’

* W. H, Price, Englich Patenis of Monopoly, 869,
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Company complained of the disorderly bricklayers who em-
ployed black-leg plasterers in the suburbs. The Painter-
stainers came to cxplain why they had been guilty of getting
their blue starch from abroad. Good blue starch had once
been made in Southwark by an ingenious foreigner, but an
Englishman, having stolen the secret of the manufacture, had
procured a monopoly for it, and made it so badly that the
Painters could not use it. The Shipwrights of Rotherhithe,
who had recently been incorporated with powers extending
over England, received power to imprison the shipwrights of
Wapping, who took their stand on their rights as freemen of
London. Perhaps, however, the most interesting application
made in this eventful year to the Privy Council was that of the
Watcrmen, grcat numbers of whom had been employed in
carrying over the young gallants of the West End to the
theatres on Bankside, of which no less than three—the Globe,
the Rose, and the Swan—had often entertained full houses at
the same time. It was now proposed to build a theatre on
the north side of the Thames, and the Watermen petitioned
Lhat for the sake of their large families, and in the interests of
the upkeep of the navy, no theatre might be allowed in
Middlesex within four miles of London. The players poured
ridicule on the petition by suggesting that the Royal
Exchange, Paul's Walk and Mootfields should likewise be
removed to Bankside for the benefit of the watermen. But
the subtle intellect of Bacon enabled him to see the logical
connection of the waterman's claim with the government’s
policy, and he delighted the heart of Taylor the water poet by
observing with great gravity that “in so far as public weal was
to be regarded before pastimes, or a serviceable decaying
multitude béfore a handful of particular men, or profit before
pleasure, so far was the watermen’s suit to be preferred before
the players.” *

The dissolution of the Addled Parliament in June, 1614,

* Humpherus' Watermen; 1.
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finally commitled the king to a policy of industiial monopolics
at home, coupled with a system of retaliatory Larills on imports.
It was a policy nalurally congenial to the king. Ilis ina
tellectual cwiosity and versatility made him take delight in
any project becausc it was a project, and he had no judgment
to discern a good project from a bad onc. I'rom the very begin-
ning of his reign the ambitious schemes of his neighbours,
Henry of Navarre and Frederick of Wurtembeig, for planting
foreign arts amongst their subjects and for placing the
established industries under the care of inspectors and lax-
gatberers, had stirred a royal emulation inhim. In 1607, when
he sent 10,000 mulberry plants for distribution to the Lords
Lieutenants of certain counties with instructions for breeding
silkworms, he informed them of the achicvements of the
French king, and asked them ‘to assist him in “waining”
his own subjects from “idleness and the enormities thereof,
.+ All things of this nature,” hc added, *plantations,
increase of science, and works of industry, are things so
natwrally pleasing o our own disposition that we shall take it
for an argument of extraordinary affeetion.” *

1t was, therefore, with something like a childish pleasure
that James threw himself and his kingdom into ihe arms of
the projectors, The chief of these at thal momeni was
Alderman Cockayne, the first Governor of the [rish Society,
who along with other city capilalists had been at the back of
the agitation amongst the artisan Clothworkers and Dycrs,
They were prepared to buy up all the cloth dyed and finished
in England and to find a market for it abroad, on condition
of receiving a monopoly of the whole czport trade of cloth.
Theold Merchant Adventurers declared that the English white
cloth which they had been accustomed to cxport could not be
dyed and finished in England so as to be saleable abroad,
Their charter was taken away, and their privileges transferred
to Cockayne’s syndicate under the title of the New Merchant

* Tlarlelan Miscellany
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Adventurers.  For a year and a half this body dictated terms
to the Privy Council, which attempted to manipulate not only
the foreign trade of the country, but also its principal manu-
factute, 1o suit the schemes of the projectors. The officers of
the company were to sit at the Cuslom House, and no cloth was
to be exported without their seal. The exportation of wool,
fells, yarn, fullers’ earth, was prohibited. All dealing in wool
by middlemen was forbidden, and the country justices were
required to act as a state agency for the supply of wool to the
clothier. ,

The responsibilities of the Privy Council increased
enormously as the logical consequences of this policy
developed. No foreign ship was to be allowed to land its
freight unless English goods, preferably dyed cloth, were
taken in exchange. Foreign commerce could thus only be
carried on by way of exception to the rules, and each excep-
tion had to be decided on its mecrits by the Privy Council
The prohibition of the middleman spread to other trades,
and citizens of London were indicted for thc enormity of
supplying the metropolis with butter and cheese. The country
gentlemen of distant counties were called up before the council
for selling their wool without a licence. All this extra work
might have been faced with checrful patriotism by Bacon and
his colleagues if success had seemed to come any nearer. But
the astonishing perversity of the Dutch baffled all their calcula-
tions. No sooner had the English government, in pursuit of
jts great and beneficent scheme, forbidden English merchants
to sell any unfinished cloth, than the Dutch government
encouraged their merchants to “ make a monopoly or unlawful
confederacy whereby they bound themselves not to buy any
English cloth that was finished.”

The result of all these measures was that the price of wool
went up, the price of cloth went down, half the looms in the
West country were stopped, the number of the unemployed
was doubled, and the customs on cloth declined to the extent ,
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of £10,000 a year. In June, 1016, Alderman Cockayne had
fcasted the king and exhibited the golden prospects of the
trade in a pagcant of clothwoikers, dyets, and Hamburgians,
with words by Ben Jonson. The entertainment had concluded
with the presentation of £1000 to the king in a basin and
ewer of gold* Three months later he was called befoie the
distracted Council to find some 1emedy for the unexampled
stagnation in the cloth industry. The king was present, and
commanded Cockayne to say plainly whether his project weie
impossible or not. Cockayne admitted that without more
foreign sales they could not go on buying, but hoped they
might hold out for a while. “ For how long ?" said the king.
The alderman could not tell, and when piessed, asked leave
to call a court of his company, As he left the royal piesence
James was heard to declaie that he would call all the merchants
of England 1o the work rather than have it fail. TFor a time
this heroic spirit prevailed. Plans were made for imptisoning
the Merchant Adventurers till they consented to buy; for
compelling all Londoners worth £10,000 to take £1000 in
cloth; for making bluc homespun the only wear at Courl.
"The Dutch were also Lo be sevorely clealt with, Thelr fisherjes
were to be stopped ; their cheesc, butler, and hops rejected ;
and a special cate was to be taken to prevent English wool
ctossing the sea in beer-barrels, But before the new year
apened the whole project was abandoned as hopeless, The
New Merchant Adventurers were dissolved and the old
company reinstated, and a royal proclamation was issued
declaring that “we intend not to insist and stay longer upon
specious and fair shows which produce not the fruil our actions
do aim at”

This sudden access of wisdom does not seem to have been

* Calendar of State Papers, Domeslic, James 1., IxxxviL §7.
} F. H. Durbam, “ Relalions of the Crown to Trade under James 1., Zrams.

K. Hist, Socy, 1899 ; 'W. HL. Puce, Enghsh Patents of Monopoly, 102-6 3 Unwin,
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available for wider application, and there was no abatement
in the pursuit of other schemes of monopoly. About the time
that Cockayne's project was started, the pinmakers were
endeavouring to start a pin-trust amongst themselves, But
a cerlain Sir Thomas Bartlelt, who as Carver-in-ordinary to
the queen had acquired a fortune of £40,000, had been
nursing the pin-business for somc years with a view to a
profitable investment. On the last day of 1614 he offered
Winwood, the king’s secretary, £4000 to further his suit, and
after two years’ negotiations a bargain was struck. Sir Thomas
bought out a previous patentee for £8000, and devoted the
rest of his fortune to financing the monopoly. He was to
supply the pinmakers with wire and take all the pins produced
at fixed rates. The success of the enterprise depended on
obtaining a control over the importation of foreign pins.
After eighteen months’ further struggle with those interested
in a cheap supply, Sir Thomas procured from the Council a
grant of the sole right of importation. But the attempt to
enforce this right threatened to cause more trouble with the
Dutch, whom the Council were now anxious to conciliate.
Sir Thomas was accordingly thrown over. The pins came
flooding in and the dearly bought monopoly was worthless,
The ruined projector in his desperation made himself so
disagreeable to the Government that he was commitied to
the Tower, and died shortly after.*

That Sir Thomas was sacrificed to expediency and not to
principle, is clear from the fact that the whole authority of the
Crown was at that moment being exerted to enforce two
patents in which the brothers of the new favourite Buckingham
were deeply interested ; the patent for the licensing of inns,
and the patent for the manufacture of gold and silver thread,
The latter monopoly had already passed through several
phases'without coming nearer to success. The industry had
been introduced in Elizabeth’s reign by foreign immigrants

* Unwin, o, cif., 167-168,
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who asked for no exclusive rights, but as soon as it began to
take root in this natural way it attracted the atiention of
courtiers on the look-oul for a suitable subject of monopoly,
It was casy for Lady Bedford to make out that the French-
woman whom shc had subscquently brought over was the
first maker of the genuine article; that this second introduc-
tion of the industiy under her own distinguished patronage
was the first that bad any real chance of success; and that
therefore her nominees ought to be protected by royal letters
patent from the competition of those who had nothing but
their own ingenuity and perseverance to recommend them,
and who had the additional unfair advantage of being already
in the field. For the services thus rendered to industrial
progress Lady Bedford was not lo go unrewarded. The four
patentees engaged to pay her £1000 oul of the profits of the
monopoly.

In spile of imprisonment and the scizure of their lools the
original workers continued to resist the monopolists, and as
the hearing of the case before the Council cast some doubts
on the valldity of the palent, a new grant was preparcd to
which the Chanccllor Bllesmere, who had rcfused outright to
pass the patent for inns, only fixed his scal in 1616 alter
seventeen months of hesitation. Bacon, who In 1617 succeeded
him, had no such doubts, especially after it appeared that
Sir Edward Villiers, the balf-brother of Buckingham, had
invested £4000 in the undertaking. In 1618, as the gold-
smiths still maintained the illegality of the new patent, the
manufacture was taken into the king’s hands. Sir Edward
Villiers was to receive a pension of 4500 as interest on his
£4000, and Christopher Villiers a pension of £800 in recog-
nition of the interest he had kindly manifested in the business.
The soundness of this arrangement was confirmed in a striking
manner by a brilliant historical discovery made by the new
Chancellor. Under a statute of Henry VII, which had
hitherto been overlooked, not only by the goldsmiths but by
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the law officers, the making of gold thread was in itself an
illegal operation. It was clear, therefore, that it could only be
fittingly performed by the king himself or his agents,

As the goldsmiths and silkmen were not convinced by this
reasoning, they were required to sign bonds to sell to none
but the monopolists. Sir Giles Monpesson, one of the
Commissioners employed to cnforce these patents, declared
that if they refused to sign “thousands should rot in prison.”
A beginning was made with six silkmercers, who were cast
into the Fleet. The indignation of the city was roused.
Four aldermen offered to stand bail in £100,000. The king
released the mercers, but issued a proclamation confirming
the monopoly, The ransacking of workshops, the seizure of
thread, the imposition of bonds continued, and it was in the
midst of the exasperation caused by this and a score of other
patents that the Parliament of 1621 assembled. The three
men who had taken the leading parts in suggesting the policy
of the king—Bacon, Buckingham, and Cranfield—were each
anxious to disavow the monopolies and shift the blame on
each other; and Bacon’s fall was not an excessive penalty
for his own large sharc of responsibility. The Statute of
Monopolies, passed in a laler session of the same Parliament,
declared that “all commissions, grants, licenses, charters and
patents for the sole buying, making, working, or using of
any commodities within the realm were contrary to law.” {

Extremely important as the Statute of Monoplies was,
both from the legal and from the political standpoints, it
cannot be said to have settled the question it dealt with. It
had not killed the snake, nor even scotched it very effectually.
Not only were there half a dozen important monopolies
specifically excepted, without the slightest justification, from
the operation of the Act: a special proviso was made that
it should not apply to any grant made to a corporation

* Gaudiner, History of England, IV.
t+ W, H. Price, English Patents of Monogoly, p. 33



318 THE GILDS OF LONDON

of any trade, or to any company of morchanty, Parliameng
cannot be absolved from all responsibility in this matter,
Probably gome of those who were loudest in their denuncias
tions of individual patentces would have heen far from willing
to renounce their share in the corporate monopoly enjoyed
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by the company of merchants or body of manufacturers to
which they belonged, The results of this weakness of the
law soon became evident. During the fifteen years that
elapsed between the passing of the statute and the assembling
of the Long Parliament there were more companies incorpor-
ated than in any previous reign ; and the great majority of
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them were established with the avowed intention of securing
a monopoly.

The effects produced on the inner life and stencture of
the companies by the operation of these influences in the
reign of Charles I. were only a continuation or a natural
Hevelopment of those already described. Since the reign
of Elizabeth there had been a tendency for the projector
of monopolies and the association of craftsmen or traders
to be drawn together on common ground, The Statute of
Monopolies encouraged this fendency. It compelled the
would-be monopolist to become a company promoter, and it
offered the strongest inducements to the would-be corpora-
tion to assume the form of a monopoly. The results in
either case are so similar that it is often difficult to tell whether
the individual or the collective interest predominated in the
origin of a company, The Tobacco-pipe makers obtained
a charter in 1619, and a year later thcy proceeded on the
strength of a royal proclamation to break into the houses of
those who infringed their monopoly. At the same time we
find the Mayor and Recorder trying to make friendly accord
between four courtieis'who had been instrumental in obtaining
the charter and had sunk £3000 in the monopoly. Soon
after the accessiof of Charles I. this group of financiers found
their vested interests threatened by the intrusion of another
court favourite, and ultimately the old charter was declared
invalid, and a new one granted on condition of the payment
of £100 a year to the king.* The craftsmen were merely
pawns in the game, The pinmakers were in much the same
‘case. When the financial troubles of Chatles made the pin
monopoly once more’a business proposition, the heirs of the
unfortunate Sir Thomas Bartlett placed their rights in the hands
of a certain Mr. Lydsey, who sunk another £7000 in the concern,
hut had to pay £500 a year to the Queen for a fresh grant.}

# State Phpers, Domestic, James L, xcv. 53 eix. 160; exv. 104 ; cxvi. 83;
Gharles I, Ixxxix. 12, t Unwin, fndustrigl Orgamnahon, p. 168,
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Sometimes the individual promoter does not appear so clearly
on the surface of the records. A corporation of Beavermakers
was authorized by special proclamation in 1638, at whose
hall every beaver hat was Lo be stamped and to pay an excise
of onc shilling. The state papers contain long accounts of
their struggles in 1638-9, Lo maintain their privileges against
the opposition of the’ Fellmakers and the ITaberdashers, in
all of which there is nothing {o indicate the existence of any
individual interest behind the collective monopoly of the
Beavermakers. But when petitions began to pour in upon
the Long Parliament, it was the general body of the beaver-
makers who complained of the monopoly, in obtaining which,
they asserted, only eight of their number had originally been
concerned, These had persuaded another score to join them,
and the body thus formed, as it contained most of the
larger employers, had been able to compel another fifly to
acknowledge the authority of the corporation and to pay its
tolls, If this had been all, the procedure followed would
probably not have differed much from the usual methods
of establishing a corporation* But the eight original
members had not acled on their own initintives The
chief agent in procuring the charler was n cortain Francis
Spatchurst, and Spatchurst represented the intercsts of the
Farl of Stirling, who had laid out considerable capital in
promoting the beaver business and was to receive a rent out
of the tax.t

It might seem to make very little difference whether a
body of manufacturers made their awn hargain with the
Crown for the enjoyment of a monopoly, or were brought
into relations with the king through the agency of a triend at
court who had some capital to invest, And, as far as the
burden laid on the consumer was concerned, the effect was

. * Rymer, Fpederq, Order xx. 230 ; and Caxew, Transc ipfs in Rycord Qffice,
0. 52

t State Papers, Damestic, Charles I,, cccoxvil, 23 cecexvid, 72,
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much the same in either case. But a purely collective
monopoly, administered and enjoyed by the whole body of
the trade, had much more chance of conciliating public opinion
than a monopoly engineered by an individual or by a group of
financiers. The famous soap monopoly, which aroused violent
opposition whilst it was worked under the second of these
forms, contrived after it had passed into the hands of the
trade to outlive the storms of the Long Parliament and to
secure the approval of a judge under the Protectorate. The
original soap patent was granted in 1623 to two nominees of
Sir John Bourchier, who were supposed to have found a way
of using the ashes of bean-straw and pea-straw, of inland kelp
and English barilla, and thus of saving many thousands of
pounds yearly spent on foreign commodities. But as the king
was offcred a diamond worth £ 35,000 and it was proposed to
put a tax of £2 a ton with a view to producing £20,000 for
the Exchequer, the economical use of pea-straw and kelp
may be regarded as a negligible factor in the project. The
London soap-boilers objected (o the patent, and a test wash
was ordered before a committee of aldermen and citizens.
They reported that the washerwomen disliked the new soap,
and that, though it would serve to wash coarse linen if applied
with sufficient labour and skill, it was far inferior to the
ordinary soap in ¢ goodness, sweetness and merchantableness,”
and was not fit to be used on fine linen at all, as it fretted and
consumed it.

When the monopolies began to be revived after Charles's
breach with Parliament, a company was formed under the
natme of the Soapmakers of Westminster to buy up the soap
patent. The king was to receive £4 a ton. The importation
of spap or potash was prohibited, as also the exportation of
tallow and ashes, and all soap was to be made with vegetable
oils. Sixteen soapboilers of London were tried befare the
Star Chamber for infringing the patent, and fined sums
ranging from 4500 to £1500; two of them died in prison,
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Consumers were forbidden 1o make their own soap. Grocers,
salters and chandlers were forbidden to buy or sell any but
the patent soap. The king's tax was incrcased to £6 a ton,
and the price raised in proportion. And, finally, the patentees
were freed from the restrictions about vegetable oil which had
been the main argument for the patent. When Laud became
the leading influence in the Council he adopted the policy of
conciliating the industry whilst retaining and even increasing
the fiscal gains from the monopoly. The London soapmakers
were allowed to buy out the patentees for £43,000, and an
additional £20,050 for plant and material. The lax was raised
to 48 a ton, and later governments found this excise too
convenient to be abolished. The diffusion of the monopoly
amongst the general body of manufacturers in London and
Bristol seems to have disarmed the fiercest element of the
opposition to it.*

When the Long Parliament met, the most unpopular of
the patents was that for the retailing of wines. Some patriots
might put up with the dearness of soap, but a serious rise in
the price of wine was enough to cool the most ardent loyalty.
The thrilling news of the execution of Strafford was accom-
panied by the glad tidings that canary had fallen to sixpence
a pint, “ Sixpence a pint,” cries Jnquisitive in a contemporary
broadside, “and how comes that to pass?” © This blessed
Parliament,” replies Jntelligencer, “has pried into Alderman
Ahel’s trickery, has made a confusion of his ticket office and laid
him and his brother Kilvert in a house of stone.” { Another
broadside attempts to satisfy the natural curiosity of the public
as to the personal appearance of Alderman and Mrs. Abel, their
early life previous to marriage, and their methods of making a
fortune at a tavern in Old Fish Street. A third professes to give
a verbatim report of the conversation between Abel and Kilvert
in which the scheme of a wine monopoly was first mooted.

* 'W. H. Price, Englisk Fatenis of Monggoly, 119~128
t Old news newly revived, 1841,



324 THE GILDS OI' LONDON

Abel.  “Those patents for casks and [or lobacco and for cards
and dice with divers others have alecady passed Lhe senl, TWhat
new reach have you now by which Lo enrich us ?”

Kitvert. *You aie a vintner, M1, Aldeiman. What think you
of a pateni. for wines and for dressing meal ?”

The alderman strongly approves of the project, and
promises that if Kilvert will buy the freedom of the city he will
get him elected on the Vintners’ Court of Assistants. Kilvert
then expounds his plan.

Kitvert, “Mairy then; we must fiist pretend both in the
meichant and vintner some gross abuses, and these no mean ones
either. And that the merchant shall pay to the king forty shillings
for every tun ere he shall vent it to the vintner; in lieu of which,
that the vintner may be no loser, he shall raise the price also of
his wines. . . . Now lo cover this our ciaft . . . because all things
of like nature cairy a pretence for the king's profil, so woe will allow
him a competent proportion of foily thousand pounds per annum ;
when, the power of the palenl being puuclually excculed, it will
yield double at lenst, if not treble that sum and return it into the
coffers of the underiakers.”

Abel,  “Mr. Kilvert, I honour thec beforc all the feasts in our
ball, . . . Methinks I see mysell in Cheapside upon an howse richly
caparisoned and my iwo sheiiffs to attend me; and methinks thee
in thy caroch drawn by fonr horses, when T shall call 1o thee and
say, ‘ Friend Kilvert, give me thy hand|’"”

Kilpert, *To which I shall answer, ‘God bless your honour,
my good Lord Mayor,’” *

This account is sufficiently accurate for the purposes of
popular journalism, but a controversial litetature of a more
serious character provides the data for a more exact knowledge
of the matter, The ruling body of the Vinthers—ihe whole-
sale importers—disavowed all responsibility for the monopoly.
As early as 1632, they declared, the Lord Treasurer Weston

* Herbert, I. p. 138,
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had tried to forcc an imposition of £4 a tun upon them, and
when they did not submit, the Star Chamber put pressure on
them by prohibiting the retail vintners from dressing meat.
In 1633 Lords Cotlington and Dorset told the Vintners that
it was folly to deny their purse to robbers against whom they
had no defence. In 1634 the company paid £6000 to have
their privileges confirmed and to be secured from the Star
Chamber dectee. But the Vintners' trade was too good a -
means of raising revenue to be left alone, and the offers and
threats of the government were soon resumed. At this point
Kilvert appeared on the scenc. Through Alderman Abel,
who was master of the company in 1637, he communicated a
tempting offer to the retailing vintners. They were to be
allowed to dress and sell victuals and to deal in {obacco, beet,
sugar, etc., to be free from informers, and from outside com-
petition, and to be authorized to add a 14. and 24. a quast
to their prices—in short, they werc “to be for ever a glorious
company.” In rcturn for all these privileges the king was to
impose a tax of 4os. a tun on all wines sold.

A general meeting of “all retailers of wines in London,
Woestminster and the confines thercof” chose a committee
congisting of Aldcerman Ahel, two wardens, and nine others
to negotiate with the king. The authority of the Court of
Assistants was thus set aside, and the majority, who were
opposed to the project, scem to have regarded resistance as
hopeless and to have stayed away., Subsequent proceedings
were, however, carried on under the ordinary forms with the
approval of a dozen Assistants. It soon became clear that
it was not merely the retailing vintners who were to gain by
the project. The most important part of the artangement
was the formation of a syndicate, to whom the king would
grant the farm of the new excise on wines at £30,000. Such a
delicate financial operation could not be left in the hands of
‘the generality, even if they could find the requisite capital.
A body of ten was chosen with Abel at its head, These were
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to co-opt a score of others, and each of the thirly was to
furnish capital to the exient of £1000 in such instalments
as were from time to time nceded. In the hands of this
syndicate of "farmers” whose numbers were aflerwards
increased to thirty-seven, was placed a monopoly of the wine
trade throughout the whole country. The importers of French
and Spanish wines were to sell to them alone, and they were
bound in return to take a fixed quantity at set prices. The
syndicate provided Abel with a spacious house in Alderman-
bury to use as his * Ticket Office,)’ and a salary of £500 a
year, They also appointed a Secretary at a salary of 4200
a year, and made a grant of £1000 to Kilvert for his services
in floating the concern. In addition to this Kilvert received
a grant of £500 a year out of the wine farm, in consideration,
as he afterwards stated, of a debt previously owed 1o him by
the King* .

The syndicate held together during the last four ycars of
Charles's rule, but no one scems to have been satisfied with
it, except perhaps the main projectors. ‘The King complainel
that he did not get all the farm. Tho importers complained
that the retailers bought from others. The retailers could
not sell the wines supplied by the syndicate, and were cast
into the Fleet for refusing to pay the cxcise. The feclings of
the consumer have already been sufficiently indicated. A
similar widespread discontent with a score of other monopolies
must be reckoned amongst thc more potent but less obvious
causes of the great rebellion.

Nevertheless, the main difference between the monopolies
of James and those of Charles lay in the greater degree of
fiscal success attained by the latter. Nearly all were short-
lived, it is true, and many of them were failures from the
first, but considerable sums were raised from half a dozen
of them during the last years of petsonal rule. The wine

* A True Discovery of the Projeciops of the Wine Project, 1641 The Pintners
Answer bo some Scandalovs Pamphlets (Guildhall Library).
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monopoly yielded for a time £30,000 a year, and the soap
monopoly about the same ; tobacco brought in £13,000; so
that the Government was in a fair way to make up iis regular
deficit of about £100,000 a year* This comparative success
scrved {o make the monopolies more politically chnoxious
than before. The despotism of James had been tempered
by inefficiency. The reckless extravagance of Buckingham,
and the philosophical opportunism of Bacon, were easier to
bear than the incorruptibility and thoroughness of Laud and
Straflord.

Regarded purely as taxation, the monopolies were in one
sense justified by subsequent history, The money raised by
them, and indeed much larger sums, had to be raised later
in a similar manner by excise duties. It is possible Lo argue
that the monopolics were the only way of accustoming the
consumer to indirect taxation. But apart [rom the question
of the consent of Parliament, the fatal defect of monopolies
was their extreme wastefulness, The evidence of the leaders
of both political parties and of the monopolists themselves, all
gocs to prove that for every pound that reached the Exchequer
at lcast thrce or four pounds were paid by the consumer,
The playing-card malkers required a protective duly of 4os.
a dozen to be laid on foreign catds, in order that they might
pay the king 36s, on every gross made. The corporation of
Btickmakers were to give the king 64. a thousand, and charge
thc consumer an exira 1s. 64. The retailing vintners, having
bargained to give the king £2 a tun, were said to have raised
the price £4, 48, and £12 a tun, But this did not represent
all the waste by any means. In the case of many monopolies
the king got nothing, and the patentee perhaps little or
nothing, whilst the price was raised, the quality of the wares
deteriorated, and the progress of the industry retarded by the
restriction,

But whatever degree of fiscal success the monopolies may

» W, H. Price, Englisk Patznts of Moncpoly.
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have had, their social consequences were unmistakably bad.
The alliance of the companies with the Government and their
subordination to fiscal purposes was fatal for the time being
to their character as voluntary associations. It destroyed
their spontaneity of action, and thus disabled them from
making any serious contribution to the social problems which
were being raised by the new industrial conditions of the
period. It deprived them of the power of devising some
larger form of organization in which the diverging interests
of the craftsman, the employer, and the merchant might have
been to some extent harmonized by a spirit of mutual com-
promise. The natural tendency of the system of monopolies
was towards a very crude kind of State-socialism. A number
of industries, such as gold and silver wirc-drawin{;, pinmaking,
the manufacture of playing-cards and of alum, were actually
taken into ihe hands of the king; and a plan was several
times mooted for the nationalization of the cloth trade by the
creation of county corporations, presided over hy justices of
the peace, To conceive of what England might have been
if her social history had heen worked out on these lines would
be an admirable cxercise for the imagination of the writer
of Utopian romance. One thing scems certain, If such a
systemn could have been maintained, the Industrial Revolution
would never have happened.



CHAPTER XVIII
FROM GILD TO TRADE UNION

HE breakdown of the personal government of Charles I.
was not an cvent of merely polilical significance ; its
social consequences wete probably even more far-

reaching, The main road along which the solution of a great
number of social problems had hecn sought was suddenly
blocked up, and the scekers were obliged to turn in another
ditection. It had been the natural policy of the Tudors and
of the Stuarls 1o take the parl of the new industrial classes,
whose emergence from below was the principal factor in the
cxpansion of the nation. It was nol the classes that inheiited
old rights and privileges, but the classes that were struggling
for the recognition of new ones, thal had most 1o gain from
the Crown. There was, itherefore, a real bond of interest
betwecn the Stuarts and the bodies of small master crafts-
men who constituted the working-class of the 17th century.
A less short-sighted statesmanship would no doubt have
turned the connection to more account, bul in spite of constant
mismanagement and corruption it remained a factor of first-
rate importance in the politics of the time.

A brief glance at the register of the Privy Council or at
the Calendar of State Papers for the last two or three yeats
before the outbreak of the Civil War is sufficient to show the
truth of this. Every new proposal of monopoly brought
forward to meet the growing financial difficulties of the

329
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Government was backed by a body of small master crafis-
men or retailers who wished for a grant of incorporation.
The Buttonmakers, in 1637, complained of being brought to
beggary by the intrusion of aliens and of many young pcople
“who lived loosely and lewdly and made falsc and counterfeit
buttons,” and offered, in return for a charter bestowing “all
the lawful powers grantable to artists of like condition,” to
pay into the Exchequer, through the hands of two Government
nominees, a list of cxcise dues as per schedule.* The Tobacco
manufacturers of Westminster made an exactly similar offer
in 1638 in conjunction with anothcr projector.t About the
same time the Glovers were secking a charter in alliance
with Lady Killigrew. Their petition claimed to represent
the wishes of 400 householders, and 3000 workers living in
the suburbs of the city, who suffered from the “great confluence
of both men and women from all parts of the kingdom,” who,
having served litile or no time to their trade, worked privately
in chambers and took many apprentices, and also from the
engrossing of leather into few men's hands, whercby tho
petitioners were forced to buy bad leather at cxcessive rates.

The king’s alliance with the craftsmen bad in some c¢asos
gone further than the mere grant of a charter. Ele had himn-
self become a “model employcr.” The Privy Council Register
for March 18, 1640, contains a copy of an indenturc by which
the king agreed to provide the pinmakers with merchantahle
wite at £8 the hundredweight, to supply a capital of £10,000
out of which pins could be paid for week by week, and to
furnish them with a Hall. The fact that the king at the
same time arranged to hand over the fulfilment of these
engagements to an agent, does not lessen his responsibility.
The outbreak of the Civil War prevented the undertaking
from being carried out, but a similar scheme had been in

* State Papers, Domestie, Charles I., qeclxxil. 73,
t Zbid., ceecziv.
} Privy Council Register, April 29, 1638.
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operation during threc years for the benefit of the playing-
card makers, They had complained in 1637 that the com-
petition of forcign cards “compelled them to sell at such low
rates that they could scarce get bread for their fainting
bodies,” and the king had graciously covenanted to buy a
constant weekly proportion of good cards at specified rates,
and “to such of the Company as were poor widows, aged
men past labour or not able to maintain themselves, his
Majesty out of his princely goodness had allowed a main-
tenance . . . for which they praised God and blessed his
Majesty.” As a modest return for his benevolence, the king
had levied an excise of 36s. a gross, which was said to produce
a revenue of at least £5000 a year.*

Sometimes, as in the case of the Watermen ». the
Hackney coachmen, the benevolence of the Crown was
distracted by competing claims, When the Hackney coach
came upon he scene, in the reign of Elizabeth, the watermen
were alreacly in possession of the public. A kind of corporate
cxistence had been conferred upon them by the Act of 1553,
which authorized the Mayor to appoint eight oversecrs, and
they claimed to be thc greatest, 7e¢. the most numerous,
company in London. At a later date their numbers were
put at 40,000, but this figure, even if not an exaggeration,
represented all who plied the craft from Gravesend to
Windsor. There can be no doubt that there were several
thousands of watermen in the neighbourhood of London.
They were well organized, and they possessed an unusually
effective spokesman in Taylor the Water Poet, who fulminated
for twenty years in prose and verse against the mtroductlon of
the hated Hackney coach.

A brief specimen of #ach kind will suffice to indicate the
feelings aroused in the waterman by the “upstart hellcart
coaches.”

% The first coach was a strange monster, it amazed both horse
* Unwin, Jndustrial Organisation, 144-446, 236,
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and man, Some said it was a groat crab-shell hrought out of China;
some Lhought it was one of Lhe Pagan temples in which the cannibals
adored the devil. . . . Since Thacton broke lis neck, never land
hath endured more trouble than ours by the continued rumbling of
these upstart four wheeled tortoises. Whence comes leather so dear?
By reason or against it of the mullitude of coaches which consume
all the best hides in the Kingdom: when many honest shocmakers
are undone and many poor Christians go barefoot at Christmas.” *

¢ Caroches, coaches, jades and Tlanders mares,
Do rob us of our shares, om wores, our fnres.
Ageinst the ground we stand and knock our hecls,
‘Whilsl ell our profit 1uns away on wheels.”

At first the Government lent an ear to the watermen, of
whose services it often stood in neced, and though Parliameut
rejected a bill in 1614 against “outrageous coaches” the Star
Chamber continued to place restrictions on their use, espe-
cially after a patent had been granied in 1620 to Sir Sanders
Duncombe for the introduction of Sedan chairs, which claimed
to serve all the purposes of city locomotion without any of
that obstruction of the streets, breaking up of the roads and
appalling consumption of oals which were the main objeclions
to the hackney-coach. Ai length, in 1634, a certain hold
adventurer named Captlain Bailey, after [ailing to discover a
gold-mine in Guiana, conceived the brilliant idea of setting
four hackney-coaches to ply for hire in the strects of London
at fized rates. The watermen were furious, and the unwearied
Taylor set out on another of his campaigns, He spent £34,
of which only £19, he tells us, was repaid him, and for the
moment prevailed upon the Star Chamber to forbid the hiring
of coaches except for three-mile journeys. Next year, how-
ever, the hackney-coachmen to the number of a2 hundred made
a successful counter-move. They pointed out to the Gavern-
ment that the evils complained of (consumption of oats, etc.)
were due to chandlers, innkeepers, and others who intruded
into the profession, and would be obviated by the grant of a

* ITumpherus, Waternien, 1, 142,
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carporation for which the coachmen would pay £500 a year.
The Government withdrew the restriclions and presumably
pocketed the £500.*

There were cases, however, in which the intervention of
the king or of his council on behall of the crafisman had a
more disinterested appeaiance. Peihaps we may reckon the
regulation of the piinting trade as one of these, although it
was carried out under the authority of the Aichbishop of
Canterbury. The close 1estriction which the Government
placed on the number of those who owned presscs placed an
insuperable bar in the way of journeymen becoming masters,
and made them entirely dependent on the authotized printess
for employment. It was only just, theiefore, that the status of
the workmen should be proteclted by authority. This had
bcen done to some extent by a decree of the Star Chamber
in 1886, and further complaints of the printers led to the
drafting of a sct of regulations conceived almost entirely in
the spirit of an early trade union. All workmen not properly
apprenticed were to be dismissed ; boys and girls were not to
be cmployed in taking off sheets ; the number of books to be
printed at one edition was limited, and type was not to be kept
standing except in certain specified casest In like manner,
the king's advisers, though unable for reasons of state to grant
the request of the calkers that they might be made a separate
corporation from the Shipwrights, insisted that the Ship-
wrights should give them representation on their ruling body
and should admit them to {ake patt in their surveys.}

The first effect upon this class of petitioners of the political
revolution which began its course in the winter of 1640, was
to lead them to seek the same remedy as had been provided
by the King from another authority. The Glovers, who had
been petitioning the Crown for a corporation in 1638, and who
had been complaining to the Privy Council in'1639 that the

* State Papers, Domestic, Chaxles 1., cccx:fvﬂ. 121,
Y Zbid , ecci. 105, % Ihd., ccclin, 8y.
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charter granted to them had no legal validity, ttansferred their
plea to the Coutl of Aldermen, and asked © that they might be
a brotherhood as anciently they had been and be empowered
o search for decsitful gloves”* But it was ihe [Touse of
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Commons that succeeded to the greater share of responsi-

bilities of the Stuart system. Petitions of much the same

kind as those previously addressed to the Privy Council but

more numerous and more audacious in tone were pouring in
* Leathersdllys' Court Book, August 3, 1641,
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upon Parliament throughout 1641, The apprentices of
London, who claimed to number 30,000, took occasion to ask
that the privileges of their order might be better respectecl.
They wete bound, they said, only to their masters, “ yet of late
their mistresses had gotten the predominancy over them
also.” They were the innocent scapegoats for every disturb-
ance in the city, and when they came out of their time they
found their living taken away by the thousands of Dutchmen,
Frenchmen, and Walloons who crowded the tenements of the
suburbs.* At the same time the playing-card makers begged
the Long Parliament to continue to them the monopoly
granted by Charles on the same profitablc terms;t and the
printers asked that the monopoly which had gradually got
into the hands of the booksellers might be restored to them-
selves who were the rightful possessors.}

A parliament which had earned half its laurels by abolish-
ing monopolies was not in a position to grant such favours,
But the rapid development of political ideas was providing the
discontented craftsmen with a new way of tealizing their
ambitions. * At the very moment when the House of
Commons was repudiating the authority of the House of
Lords because it had no representative character, and when
an influential member of the popular chamber was setting
forth the view that “all power lies originally in the people, and
that the community by virtue of its paramount intercst may
justly seize power and use it for its own preservation,”§ a
large number of the generality of freemen of the Pewterers’
Company appeared at a meeting of the Court of Assistants
and claimed the right to take part in the government of the
company and in the election of its officers,| A similar demand

» Humble Petsiion of the Apprentices of Lomdon. Thomason Tracts.

+ Unwin, fudustrial Organivation, 144.

1 Petition of master and workmen prinlers. British Mugeum, 669, fol. 4, 79.
§ G. P. Gooch, Bnglish Democratic Ideas in the 17th Century, 108,

| C. Welch, Peuterers, 11, 105,
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was gathering to a head amongst the rank and file of the
Weavers, the Clothworkers, and the Stationers, and doubtleas
in many other companics.

Democratic theories of the origin and nature of govern-
ment which had been slowly growing for ncarly two genera-
tions amongst a small minority of religious enthusiasts now
suddenly found a wide entry into the field of practical politics.
It is scarcely surprising that some of thosec who had long
cherished these idcas in secret should have been carried away
by the conviction that the day of the Lord was at hand,
From the earliest dawn of the Reformation the craftsmen
and small tradesmen of the suburbs had furnished a strong
contingent of political and religious idealists, some of whom
had suffered martrydom as Lollards in the r5th century,
Since the days of Elizabeth therc had been a small congrega-
tion of Independents in Southwark, and their principles had
been gaining a widc acceptance in the decacde that preceded
the meeting of the Long Parliament.

Among the “swarm of scctarics” whose doclrines were
ridiculed by royalist pamphlctcers like Taylor the water-poet
were Barebones the Leatherseller, Greene the Yeltmaker,
Spence the FHorse-rubber, and Quartcrmine the Brewery'
Clerk ; and a hroadsheet published in 1647, entitled ¢ These
tradesmen are preachers in and about the city of London,”
displays a picture of twelve craftsmen of different trades at
work, whilst underneath are enumerated the revolutionary
and heretical ideas to the propagation of which they were
supposed to devote their scanty leisure. Men of this earnest
type must always have been in a minority, but the time
was coming when the destinies of the nation would seem to
e in their hands, Their burning zeal and theitr firm con-
victions gave them the leadership in the inevitable struggle.

Foremost among the influences that were moulding the
ideas of the industrial democracy at this period was the person-
ality of John Lilburne, Born at Greenwich and apprenticed
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to a cily cloth merchant, he had scarcely reached manhood
when he was compelled to fly to Ilolland. On his 1etun
in 1637, the Star Chamber had condemued him to be whipped
from Flecet Strect to Palace Yard for the publication of seditious
literature. Thoughout the whipping he continved his
work of ptopaganda, and disseminated tracts fiom the pillory.
The Long Pailiament in 1641 pronounced his sentence
“bloody, violent, and crucl” He entcred the army, iose
to be lieutenant-colonel, and became one of the leaders of
opinion in the “New Moadel” His personal experiences
assisted in the logical development of a mind natwally radical.
When the Lords committed him for attacks on his command-
ing officer, he appealed 1o the sovereignly of the Commons.
When the Commons imprisoned him for a later attack
on the king, he was led Lo attribule the supreme authority
to the nation at large. Thoroughly impraclicable in iemper
and as devoid of tact as he was incapable of compromisc,
he nevertheless possessed untiring pertinacity in the assertion
of his ideas and unlimited resource in the defence of them,
and was therefore peculiarly fitted to perform the important
function of interpreting the popular mind to itselfl The
imprisonment of Lilburnc called forth an address cntitled
“A. remonstrance of many thousands of citizens . . , calling
their Commissioners in Parliament to account how they in
this Session have discharged their duties to the Universality
of the Pcople their sovereigh Lord, from whom their power
and strength is derived and by whosc favour it is continued.” ¥

That Lilburne had a large and enthusiastic following in
the city as well as in the army cannot be doubted. The
well-affected apprentices in the Ward of Cripplegate Without
issued a thankful acknowledgment and congratulation fo the
“ever to be honoured Colonel John Lilburne, now a prisoner
in the Tower,” which concluded by urging their fellow-ap-
prentices in every other ward to choose “four or six c¢ordial

* Gooch, Enghsh Democratic Teas sn the 11k Centtury, pp. 144, 143,
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aclive young men to be agitators, and foithwith to appoint
meetlings for carrying on of the work.” And the publication
of Lilburne's which led to his prosecution for high treason
by the Council of State was signed by six of these city disciples,
and was entitled “An outay of the Young Men and Ap-
prentices of London, or an inquisilion after the lost funda-
mental laws of the people of England,” +

It is not, therefore, surprising to find a widespread attempt
being made at this time to apply Lilburne’s demociatic principles
to the inlernal government of the companies. In the eight
eventful yeats that separated the battle of Naseby from the
dismissal of the Rump, the lower ranks of the Saddlers, the
Stationers, the Weavers, the Merchant Tailors, the Cloth-
workers, the Founders, the Goldsmiths, and the Clockmakers
were busily agitating, with some degrec of temporary success,
for the reform of the constitution of their companies on
democratic lines.}

The Commonally of the Weavers pointed out that their
charler was granted, not 1o so many paiticular men, but to the
wholc sociely, and that “whatsocver any person or persons were
aflorwards invested with must of necessily be by the consent
election, and approbation of the whole body.” The Commonalty
of the Founders asked for nothing more than a ‘{reducement
of themselves to their primitive rights and privileges, . . .
secing that men in all ages have through their supine careless-
ness degeneraied from the righteousness of their first principles.”
Similar arguments on the part of the yeomanry of the Cloth-
workers led the governing body of that company to open their
Bibles, on the fiist page of which they found a striking con-
firmation of their own constitutional principles, On the first
day God created the light, and left it in a state of democratic
diffusion thoughout the universe, But on the fourth day He
“ contracted it into those two great rulers of the world,” the

* Thomason Tracts, 669, f. 14, 30,
t Unwin, Jndwusirial Organitations, p. 209.
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Sun and Moon, the obvious prototypes of the Warden and
Assistants of a Livery Company. Not only so, but He did
this according to Ordinances. “They continue this day,”
says the Psalmist, “according to Thy ordinances” And as
God in 2 Kings 17 complaineth “that ‘they neither feared
God nor did after their ordinances,’ so (and not without causc)
do the preseni Governors complain at this preseni of our
dissenting brethren.” *

Many of the rulers of the companies had been preshyterian,
if not royalist, in their sympathies. . The Founders declared
that their Assislants werc notoriously disaffected and had
manifested their malignity in words and deeds, and had
countenanced their Clerk, who was a mocker and a scoffer
of all manner of godliness and holiness.t The Weavers
complained that while they were fighting the battles of
the Parliament the malignants who stayed at home got all
the trade, so that hundreds of them had been driven 1o
become porters, labourers, waterbearers, chimneyswecpers,
saltcryers, and small-coalmen. Parliament was obliged to
lend an ear to its delendets, and intervened to some extent
on their behalf The Commonalty of the Weavers were
empowered to elect 140 representatives to act for the whole
body.d The “Council for the Advance of Trade” after
frequent hearings of both parties, contrived to arrange a
compromisc between the governing body of the Clothworkers
and their yeomanry.§ The Printets werte conclliated for a
time by the transference to them as a body of the monopoly
in the printing of Bibles and Testaments, which had been
enjoyed by the descendants of Christopher Barker. ||

Similar concessions to the demands of the popular party

* The Government of the Fullers, Shearmen, and Clothworkers of London as
proved by their Charters (Guildhall and British Museum).

t Willinms, Founders, 34-5-

Y Case of'the Commonally of Weavers (Guildhall Library),

§ Clothwarkers’ Court Book, Dec. 19, 1648, to Oct. 6, 1651,
|} Petition of Workmen Printers in 1650 fByitlsh Museum Library).
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were made by the rulers of the city. The principle that
cvery body of craftsmen following a distinct trade had a
vested interest in their calling and a right Lo the corporate
control of it was generally admitted. Committees of alder-
men and councillors were constantly sitting to consider
the advisability of enrolling some new company (thc Felt-
makers, the Combmakers, and the Hatbandmakers werc
admitted to the freedom about this time), or of sirengthen-
ing the control of the older companies over their trades by
obliging all freemen of other companies who followed that
{rade o be translated.®* In 1653 the Caipenters, Joiners,
Bricklayers, Weavers, Feltmakers, Plasterers and Hatband-
makers presented a joint petition o the Lord Mayor and
Aldermen asking for an Act “enjoining all persons using
their respective trades to present, bind and make free all their
apprentices at their respeclive companies, and to be subject to
the search and government of that company whose trade they
use as hath been granted to the trades of Glaziers and Painter-
stainers.” + In 1659 petitions of a similar nature were presented
by the TFounders, the Scriveners, the Upholders, the Free-
masons, the Clockmalkers, the Carpenters, and the Gunmakers,
which seem to have been favourably consideted by the Court
af Aldermen, until the Twelve Great Companies presented
rcasons on the other side which fully satisfied them that the
Acts desired for the binding of apprentices should not be
passed. “Howbeit,” they added, “we think that some
expedient as to view and search, and the limitation of
petsons free of other companies, . . . be thought on as well
lo the contentment of those companies as to the weal of the
city and citizens” } :

The existing looseness of the relation between the companies
and the trades they represented was too deeply rooted in the
“custom of London,” and too much adapted to the practical

* Reperlories, 6o-70, passim. t Jupp and Pocock, Cargenters.
T Wilhams, Founders.
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nceds of the city, to be easily allercd. Vet the anomalies
produced by il werc undeniable. The history of the Paviors’
Company supplics an amusing instance. The l'aviors, who
became a recognized company in 1479, were still in the middle
of Elizabeth’s reign a small body numbering aboul a score and
possessing some thiity shillings in their common box. About
1587 it so happened that one William Hanney, being atl first a
Waterbearer, camec to marry a widow who had a son bound
apprentice to a ‘ foreign” pavior, and upon some hard measure
offercd that apprentice he was taken from thal foreign pavior
and bound to Hanney himself, who had become a frceman of
the Goldsmiths, . . . “And ever afler the said Hanney used
the trade of a pavior and brouglt up four of his sons to that
trade, and both father and sons used that trade only and got
their living thereby ; and of that brood there arc now sprung
up” (says a Paviors' pelition in 1037), “twenly free of the
Goldsmiths but living mercly and solely by paving, and now
deny to pay quarterage or to conlornmn themsclves to the ordurs
and government of the company,” By the year 1671 the
Goldsmith-paviors numbered thirly-nine as against fifiy-lwo
members of the Paviors' Company ; but in the meantime a
compromise had been arrived at by which the Goldsmith-
paviors agreed to acknowledge the authorily of the company
and io pay quarterage. In 1679 onc of them was required Lo
setve as warden of the Paviors or to pay a fine,*

There were thus, during the period of the Commonwealth
and the Protectorate, two distinct movements for the reform of
the companics. On the one hand it was sought to make the
membership of each company identical with the membership of
a particular trade, and thus to strengthen ils control over that
trade; and on the other hand an effort was being made to
secure adequate representation on the governing body of
each company for all classes included in its membership, If
both these movements had succeeded the result might have

* Pavlors’ Minute Books, Gulldhall MSS, 182, vols, 1, 2, and 3,
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been Lo forestall by a couple of centuries some of the most
recent experiments in industrial organization. The series of
 Alliances ” between employers and workmen in many of the
hardware trades of Birmingham which came inlo existence
during the final decade of the last century with the object of
securing * belter profits to manufacturcrs and better wages to
work-people,” embody substantially the same ideals as thosc
cherished by the 17th-century industrial companies of London.

But the most essential of the two movements—the atiempt
to democratize the companies—ended in failure. The advan-
tages gained by the rank and file of the companies in this way
proved to be of a very temporary character. Whatcver share
in the government of their company had been conceded to the
commonalty of the Weavers was Jost again at the Restoration,
The liberty to print Bibles and Testaments had not becn
enjoyed a dozen years by the general body of printers when it
was once more restrained in the interests of two stationers.
The revived activity of the yeomanry, which seemed for a time
to be about to make the companies [ully representative of all
the classes engaged in cach industry, proved in most cases to
be the final ficker that precedes extinction. Before the end
of the 17th century the yeomanty in a number of companics
was abolished or disappeared, and where the name survived it
wag generally used merely as a synonym for the body of free-
men who had no influence whatever in directing the affairs of
the companies, The older system of elections—with few
exceptions strictly oligarchical—was restored where it had
been altered, and remains unchanged at the present day.

The other movement achicved a considerable degree of
success. During the latter half of the 17th century and the earlier
half of the 18th, Acts of the Common Council were continually
being passed with a view to making the membership of the lesser
companies coincident with the membership of the trades they
represented, and translations from one company to another with
the same object became very common. The consequence of
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this was that as late as 1837 il was possible for nearly half the
lesser companies to claim a real connection as far as member-
ship was concerned with their several trades, In more than a
score of cases half or two-thirds of the company followed the
trade, and it was still usual for those who entered the trade Lo
take up their freedom in the company. The Cutlers’ Company,
for instance, reported that though the byelaw requiring all
persons exercising the trade of a cutler to be free of the
company had not been enforced for many years, it was
nevertheless common for working cutlers and dealers in
cutlery to resort to the company for their {freedom, and that
fourteen of the Coutt were or had been cutlers.¥ The Bakers’
Company stated thal the great majority of the company were
or had been practical bakers, that journeymen were desirous of
coming into the company as the freedom was considered as
conferting a certain degree of respectability, and that about
three-fourths of the Court were or had been connected with the
trade.t A similar condition of things was reporled in the
cases of the Barbers, the Brewers, the Buichers, the Saddlers,
the Currlers, the Masons, the Plumbers, the Innholders, the
Cooks, the Weavers, the Scriveners, the Apothecarics, the
Stationers, and other companies.

But with remarkably few exceptions the control formerly
exercised by the companies over {hcir trades had been
abandoned in practice before 1837. In most cases the search
had been given up before the end of the 18th century. The
Assize of Bread, which had been the earliest of industrial
regulations, was one of the latest to be set aside. The Bakers’
Company had bcen authorized “to view, search, prove and
weigh” all bread made and sold within an area of twelve
miles round the city, and in case of finding it unwholesome—or
not of due assize—to distribute it to the poor of the parish
where it was found, and these seizures had been made and the

¥ Second Report on Municipal Corporations: London and Sonthwark, p. 88,
t Zbid.y London Companies, B, 95
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fines imposed “to the great benefit,” as the company asserted,
“of the public and the protection of the fair trader, until the
abolition of the Assize Laws by the Act of 3 George IV., when
it was considered that the trade was entirely thrown open” *

The Saddlers’ Company, also one of the earliest trade
organizations, furnished perhaps the most interesting exception
to this general abandonment of control. Nine annual searches
were still made, as late as 1837, by the Committee of the
Courl of Assistants attended by the Beadles. No fees were
charged, but if any defective goods were found they were
taken to the Hall, and if ithe opinion of eight or ten respect-
able saddlers who had been called in to inspect the goods
agreed with thal of the Court, the arlicles were destroyed.
The company claimed thal the searches had the effect of
raising the character of London-made saddles.}

As a rule, however, the reports of the companies to the
Commission indicate that the search and other forms of
industrial regulation had fallen into desuetude about half a
century earlier, This final abandonment was the effect of
causes that had been at work for at least a century before that.
In 1683 the calculations of Sir William Petty had led him to
the conclusion that the number of people residing in the 124
parishes of the London bills of mortality was about Gg6,000, a
population much larger than that of any other European city
and ien times as large as that of London itself at the end of
the 14th century. A system of industrial organization that
had been formulated at a timc when London had some fifty
thousand inhabitants could not be expected to maintain itself,
even with extensive modifications, in a city whose population
was rapidly nearing a million, It was not, however, so much
the mere size of London that necessitated the change, as its
position as the capital of the foremost industrial nation in the
wotld, The first half of the 18th century saw the rise of
the “great industry” in England. Throughout the country

* Sacond Report on Mun, Corp.: London Companies, p. 99. t 75id,, p. 127.



346 THE GILDS OF LONDON

districts the restrictions of the gild system had been for a long
time largely ignored. The growth of London as an industrial
centre was mainly due (o a steady influx of craftsmen from the
country. Under such conditions no artificial barriers could
long avail to preserve the industrial privileges of the London
craftsman. And indeed just at the very time (about the
middle of the 18th century) when a great number of companies
were procuring Acts of the Common Council which insisted
that all those who entered their irade should become free of
their company, they were openly abandoning the essential
features of the gild system by abolishing all restrictions on the
number of apprentices and the employment of foreigners.

Neither masters nor men had been willing to descrt the old
traditions which had almost become a part of the acknowledged
legal custom of the city. The struggle to maintain them in
face of adverse economic conditions is clearly marked by a
constant stream of petitions against the employment of
foreigners, which were generally dcalt with by the civic
authorities in a sympathetic spirit. The masters werc exhoried
to employ freemen wherever possible in preference to foreigners,
and there can be no doubt that they werc in many cases
genuinely anxious to do so. Bul they were in a painful
dilemma. They recognized that their own privileges and those
of their journeymen rested on thc same basis of gild-member-
ship, and that both would probably be swept away if the new
economic forces that surrounded their citadel were allowed 1o
enter. Their disputes with their men were thereforc often
ended by an agreement to make common cause against the
foreigner and to raise a joint fund for the prosecution of
unauthorized masters. But at the same time the “ fair trade”
masters found it increasingly difficult to compete with suburban
employets, who ignored all gild restrictions and who could
draw on a large supply of alfen and country labour at lower
rates than the free journeymen were willing to take.

The struggle to maintain an industrial organization of the
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gild type and the reluctant abandonment of it are best ex-
emplified in those companies which had been most recently
formed, and which had not had time to get out of touch with
the trades they represented. The rank and file of the Clock-
makers’ Company, which had only been incorporated in 1631,
complained in 1656 that though the exclusion of foreigners
and the restriction of apprentices had been amongst the main
objects of the charter, foreigners had been encouraged and
apprentices multiplied till the trade was almost ruined. The
search was no longer diligently carricd out, and masters were
made free without having demonstrated their skill by produc-
ing a proof-piece.* In the same year the Needlemakers were
incorporated, and their byelaws, made when a new charter was
obtained from Charles II. in 1664, exhibit the strictest gild
type of organization. None but thosc who had served as
tulers were to have two apprentices, and an ordinary freeman
must have been a master three years before taking one. No
woman except a master’s widow was to follow the irade, and
no master was to instruct even his son unless he was properly
bound. The ordinances of the Feltmakers’ Company, which
received a new charter in 1667, forbad any workman to set up
as a master or to take an apprentice till he had served three
years as a journeyman, and made three proof-pieces. A
master of three years' standing might take two apprentices, but
no masier was to have more, nor was any master to give out
materials to be made up by domestic workers. At the same
time a compact was made between the masters and the
journeymen with a view to enforcing these ordinances and
maintaining the gild system. The masters were not to admit
foreigners except on the payment of £20, and the journeymen
on their part agreed to work for ccrtain piece-work rates, to
pay for spoilt hats, and to give a month’s notice.t The
* Atkins end Overall, Clockimakers.

+ Unwin, Jndustrial Organssation, pp. 245-7. ‘The Tobacco.-pipemakers and
the Pattenmakers, who received chartersin 1663 and 1670 respectively, both urged



348 THE GILDS OF LONDON

regulations of the Wheelwrights, who were incorporated in 1670,
were on similar lines. No apprentice was to be taken for the
first five years and only oue afterwards by the ordinary
member ; only free journeymen were to bc employed, and
collections were made amongst the workmen for prosecuting
refractory membais,*

The records of the Tinplate-workers, also incorporated in
1670, exhibit the working of the gild system up to the timc
when it became practically extincl.  Apprentices were
required to procduce a master-piece beforc being made free.
Masters were fined for taking moie than one apprentice, or
for employing forcigneis. General warrants were taken out
against hawkers and illegal men. All tinplate-woikers who
had not taken up their freedom were prosecuted. TPiece-work
lists were rcgularly drawn up by the company, and as late
as 1773 a search was still carried out in London Walk, East
Walk, and West Walk, in the course of which £26 8s. 44,
was collected. For exactly a century there is no evidence
of serious dispute with the journeymen, but in 1769 eighty of
them complained of divers grievances and oppressions, and
put forth a revised piece-work list which was rejected by the
masters. Ten years later the company allowed each freeman
to take an additional apprentice, and in 1787 all restrictions
as to the number of apprentices were abolished.}

In many companies the break-down of the gild sysiem
had happened half a century eailier. Down to about 1720
the decisinns of the Court of Aldermen were generally adverse
to any departure from the traditional usages. In 1716, when
a master blacksmith complained that he could get no freemen
capable of doing his business and that he was prosecuted if
he employed forcigners, the Court contented itself with

the necessity for limiting appeentices as a justification of the grants, The Printers
obteined an Act of Parhament fn 1663 with the same object,

* 1. B. Scott, Wasdwriphs, 54-8,

¥ . A- Bbblewhlte, Tungloke-workers, &, 10, 13, 16, 19, 25, 26, 48, 50, 53, 56,
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advising the frec journcymen to be more accommodating.* A
couple of years later we find it authotizing the Coachmakers,
who had been complaining of a combination of their journey-
men, to retaliate by repcaling their byelaws in restriction of
apprentices ; T but in 1731 it was still reluctant to allow the
Clothworkers who were engaged in a similar dispute to call
in foreign journeymen.|

YOU are desired o accompany the

Corpa of Mr. Thamas Maody, from
Aimourers-Hall wn Coleman.Street, 10 the
Burying Ground on Bun Ifill, on I'hiduy,
Muy the 18th, 1716, by Five of the Clock

8 1 the Afternoon precisely

And bring this Ticket with you.

By that time, however, it had been found impossible in
many of the larger industries to reconcile the interests of the
masters and the journeymen within the gild organization, and
as with the advance of the Industrial Revolution this social
cleavage became general, it gradually gave rise to the scparate
organizations of wage-earners known as trade unions, which

* Repertmies, 121, fo. 349, 353, 394.

+ Ibid, 103, fo. 118 ; 122, fo. 1703 123, fo. 10,
t Zbid., 136, fo, 213 139, fo. 217,
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in their turn, through a growing consciousness of common
interests, produced the general movement known as Trades
Uniohism. The journeymen’s clubs and “houses of call,”
which served as a basis for the trade union, had probably
been in existence a long time, partly as an adjunct to the
gild, but occasionally as a rallying point of opposition to it.
‘We have seen how the numerous associations of journeymen
which had arisen in London during the 14th and 15th
centuries had been gradually transformed into bodies of small
masters and subordinated to the livery companies Whether
the journcymen, as the ycomanry organizations passed out
of their hands, formed new associations of their own wc do
not know. In Germany, and to a less extent in France, the
journeymen's associations maintained a chequered existence
more or less in defiance of the secular authorities, and more
or less under the protection of the religious orders from the
15th to the 18th centuries. No doubt the withdrawal of the
Church’s protection made the survival of these associations
more difficult in Protestant countries, and the custom of
“wanderjahre " which enabled the journeymen of different
towns to form a united body is not known to have been
prevalent in England.*

It would be unsafe to conclude that journeymen's clubs
had no existence in London during the 16th and 17th centuries,
but they were probably weak and isolated institutions. The
new economic conditions already described called them info
a vigorous activity. It was by means of their clubs that the
feltmakers organized a successful strike, or rather a series of
strikes, in 1696~9. In 1720 the master tailors obtained an
Act of Parliament with a view to resisting the collective
demands of their journeymen, who to the number of seven
thousand and upwards were said to possess an organization

* (i, Schans, Zur Grwkichte der deutschen Gesellen-verbande, ch, v La
Brentanto, On rh¢ Huiory ond Devdspment of Gilds, 8g-92. M. H. Hauser, Le
compapuenager d'arly it wehiers d Difon.
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centring round fifteen or {wenty houses of call* In 1714
the journeymen wheelwrights established a club, and between
1718 and 1734 struck threc times for higher wages and
shorter hours, Before the middle of the 18th century the
bond of local privilege which had seived 1o unite masters
and journeymen had ceased to be effective in most of the
larger interests of London. A master feltmaker told a House
of Commons Commitiee in 1752 that he employed six
foreigners to one freeman, and that he did not hear of any
prosecutions likely to issue on that account. Thiee years
later the restrictive ordinances rclating to foreigners and
piece-masters were formally abolished by the Feltmalers'
Company. From that time onwards, one company after
another abandoned the attempt to regulate an expanding
industty on gild principles, and by the end of the century the
interests of the manual workers had passed with few exceptions
from the hands of the gild to that of the trade union.

NoTe~—As the attack on the privileges of the companies by writ
of quo warranto in 1684, and the speedy restitution of 1688, left no
trace in their constitution, it has not been deall with here. A full
account will be found in Herberl, I. 212-220, It may, however,
be added that the Government of Charles II. was heie, as in other
instances, following the example of Louis XIV,

* F. 'W. Galton, Select Documenis ilhustyating the History of Trade Uniondsm.
J. B. Scott, Wheckwrighis, p,» 24. Unwin, Tndustrial O1ganssation, p. 224.



CHAPTER XIX
SURVIVALS: GILDS OF TRANSPORT

HE most notable exceptions to the general develop-
ment outlined in the last chapter were furnished by
the gill organizations connected with transport—ihe

Watermen, the Caimen, and the Porters. The Thames
lighterman and the Billingsgate porter are perhaps the most
picturesque, as they are certainly the most ancient, types of
London industry. Their modes of work have varied very
little during the twenty centuries which have elapsed since
the Romans brought them—if indeed they did not find them
—and there is nothing wildly improbable in the suggestion
that they may have possessed some kind of organization con-
tinuously from the days of Claudius. As the wmarchands de
Peau are the earliest recorded, and the porters of the Halles
the latest surviving of the Parisian gilds, so in London,
Billingsgate is the first recorded scene of trade regulation,
and the Watermen’s Company is the one surviving body that
still exercises all the powers of a gild. The Carmen’s Com-
pany carried on its activities tilltowards the middle of the
1gth ecentury, and the Fellowship Porters were not finally
disbanded till 1894

None of these bodies was a livery company, None of
them except the Watermen's Company at a late date
possessed the powers of a corporation. Their recorded
history begins with the 16th century, when they were

352
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recognized as fellowships by the city though they remained
more under the oversight of civic authorities than the corre-
sponding fellowships of craftsmen. The Lord Mayor and
Aldermen were empowered by an Act of 1555 to select * eight
of the most wise, discieet, and best sort of walermen being
householders " to be overseers of all watermen and wherrymen
rowing between Windsor and Gravesend; and the same
authorities appointed twenty-four of the * saddest and ablest *
of the Billingsgate Porters to act as a court of assistants to
the Aldermen of Billingsgate, who acted ex ¢fficio as their
Governor. The fares of the watermen and the rates charged
by the Porters were likewise fixed by the city. But just at
the time when the constitutions of the livery companies were
losing the last vestiges of popular clection, the Porters and
the Watermen were struggling with some degree of success
to introduce a democratic form of government into their
companies. In the eventful year of 1641 the Watermen
obtained an order from the mayor that in future the eight
rulers should be chosen out of twenty persons nominated by
fifty-five electors representing the towns and stairs between
Windsor and Gravesend, and these fifty-five electors con-
trived to establish themselves as a court of assistants.* Im-
portant concessions were also made to the Carmen and the
Porters during the period of the Long Parliament and
the Commonwealth, The gilds of transport entered upon
the most active petiod of their existence at a time when the
gilds of handicraft were becoming obsolete,

The market supplied by the porter and the waterman,
although it was rapidly expanding, was still a local market.
They had not like the craftsmen to compete with the
products of country labour, nor had they need of the merchant
and the middleman to bring them into touch with a distant
consumer, The problem of organizing their industry was a
comparatively simple one. Since the civi¢ authorities already

* Flumpherus, History of the Walermen, Vol. I,
2 A
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fixed the price of their labour and regulated in the last resort
the entrance to their callings, the worst evils of monopoly
were not to be feared, and their claim, therefore, to have their
vested interests tespected was one which a 17th-century
government found it impossible to resist. Under these con-
ditions the prescrvation by collective effort of a certain status
of equality and the exclusion of the capitalist—tihe ends after
which the 17th-century craft gilds had been vainly striving—
were to prove more practicable in the case of the gilds of
transport,

Tiven amongst the craftsmen the failures that have been
recorcled had not wholly extinguished the spirit of co-operative
idealismn. A certain amount of co-operative enterprisc had
been inherent in many of the crafts from the earliest times,
Early in the 14th century the Cordwainers had bought their
leather in groups, and a group of nine curriers had taken a
lease of a workshop for joint use. The Hornets' Company
had made common purchases of horn, the Pewterers of tin,
and the Stationers’ Company still holds a valuable stock
which was originally started as means of making the printer
independent of the capitalist bookseller, but of which the poor
printer even as early as 1637 found it difficult to enjoy any
share,* Amongst the Painters the spirit of co-operation
scems to have always been strong. Their ordinances of 1491
required a promise from every nmew member that he would
help any brother craftsman to finish a piece of work, if need
arose, at the request of the master of the company ; ¥ and the
superior class of artists who painted heraldic devices under
the direction of the College of Arms for use at funerals, seem
to have established in the r7th century a method of sharing
the work amongst themselves in rotation. This plan was in
operation in 1621, but towards the end of the reign of
Charles I it took a more elaborate and interesting form, A

® Calendar of State Papers, Domestie, for 1637, p. 210,
4 Letter Book, L, 291,
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workshop was hired near St Paul’s chuichyard by twenty-two
painters, seven of whom were described as seniors, eight as
middles, and seven as juniors. A different set of seven or
eight, drawn from all three classes, were to work together
each week on a common account. A treasurer was elected
out of the seniors, 2 book-keeper out of the middles, and a
collector out of the juniors. On the last Monday in every
month all the members met to make a reckoning and to
receive a dividend, leaving enough for the purchase of
materials, For every twelve pounds allotted to a senior, a
“middle” received ten, and a junior eight. If a senior died,
the eldest “middle” was promoted to be a senior and the
eldest junior to be a middle, and the share of the lowest junior
was to be assigned to the widow, on condition of her paying
the wage of an able man to do the work. The recorded
accounts cover several years, and the expeiiment seems to
have been repeated after a short interval *

The ideals manifested in this scheme were those fostered
by, if seldom realized in, the gild, and they are still cherished
by large numbers of manual workers to-day. But the trade
unionist accepts the capitalist as an inevitable fact, and has
adapted bis organization to the pursuit of his ideals in the
presence of the capitalist. The craftsman of the 17th century
still hoped to exclude the capitalist, partly by legislative
enactment and partly by raising a co-operative capital, and in
that hope even the common labourer of the city had a share,

The Carmen's Company was erected by the city with a
view to getting rid of the serious inconveniences caused by the
sudden seizure of the carts of citizens for the king’s use. On
condition of supplying the king’s needs on all occasions, the
Carmen were authorized in 1516 to form a fraternity of
St. Katherine the Virgin and Martyr, and were to enjoy a
onopoly of plying for hire in the city. Carts coming into
the city were to secure exernption from seizure by paying the

* Harl, MSS, 1038, fo. 53.
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Carmen a composition fee. The Carmen undertook to keep
the streets clean and to carry goods at rates fixed by the city.
In the reign of Elizabeth stands were appointed for the cars
in different parts of Cheapside and other main thoroughfares,
and rules were made to prevent carmen diiving at a trot or
taking to fisticuffs as they met in the narrow parts of Thames
Strect,

At the end of the century the number of licensed cars was
fixed at 400, of which 100 were to be in Southwark, 100 on the
woodwharves, and 200 in the outer regions of the city. The
right to one of these 400 stands ot car-rooms, as they were
called, came to be regarded as the chattel of the holder, He
disposed of it like the goodwill of a shop, and when he died
it passed by his will to his son or other successor, The city,
however, was unwilling to admit this complete freehold of the
carmen, and placed them in a kind of feudal relation to the
Governor of Christ’s Hospital, who became entitled to a
yearly rent for each licence and a fine when it was transferred.
After a struggle the carmen submitted to this reduction of
their status from freeholders to copyholders. A still more
serious attack on their privileges followed. The Wood-
mongers, who were the chief employers of the cars on the
wharves, managed to procure a charter in 1606 which drew
the carmen nnder the rule of their corporation, and not only
used their power aver the carmen as a means of strengthening
their monopoly in coal and other fuel, but claimed that on the
death of a licence-holder the licence passed into the hands
of their company.t The dispute between the Carmen and
the Woodmongers lasted through the whole Stuart period,
‘The Star Chamber decided in favour of the Woodmongers in
1624. A Committee of the Long Parliament in 1649 reported

* Triter Hook, N, 38,

t fwdix to Remembroucio, 56-60. The Woodmongers had previonsly, in
3580, procured wo order of the Court of Aldermen to this effect. Humpherus,
Watirouen, 1. 134
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in favour of the Carmen. The Mayor who welcomed back
Charles II. was a woodmonger by trade, and procured an Act
of Common Council giving the Woodmongers the disposal of
the car-rooms. In 1665 the outcty against the coal monopoly
led the Common Council to place the car licences once more
in the hands of Christ's Hospital, and in 1668 the Carmen
regained their independence as a fellowship with three
wardens, twenty assistants, a clerk, and a beadle. Hence-
forward until 1832 their monopoly was never disputed, cxcept
when the city in 1694 allowed the Woodmongers to employ
an additional 120 cars over and above the 420 then granted
to the Carmen. On that occasion the Carmen offered, in
addition to the £400 paid annually to Christ's Hospital, to
pay £400 to the city and to make and maintain a cartway up
and down Tower Dock if the city would withhold the extra
cars asked for by the Woodmongers. At a later date the
Carmen again undertook the dust collection of the city. The
right of the individual carman in his car-room was restored,
and once more he could transmit that right by his will. In,
one case a car-room passed through a succession of heirs from
1672 to 1832. In 1717 a car-room sold for £150. But as
the privileges of the carmen did not extend heyond the city,
the value declined with the expansion of the port. In 1814
a car-room was worth £48. In 1837 it had little or no value.
But the value, whether little or much, was only secured to the
individual owner through his membership of the company.
An outsider who inherited or acquired a car-room must, even
if already a freeman of London, take up his freedom in the
Carmen’s Company and pay as much as £100 before he could
use the privilege.t

The ideal which the carman of the 17th century shared with
the porter and with the small master craftsmen in every trade

* Strype’s Stow, 'V, 226-228 ; Lansdowne MSS, 162, fo, 196 ; Harlelan MSS,
6842, fo, 256,
} Secand Report on Manicipel Corporations, 1837 3 London Comparties, 342,
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had thus been attained The carman had made himself
independent of outside capital; but he had done so by be-
coming a capitalist on his own account. A carman whose
licence was worth 4100 would be almost certain to set a hired
man to drive his car. The Fellowship Porters had attempted a
more democratic solution of the problem. They had become
co-operative capitalists Collectively they were the possessors
of £10,000, whilst individually they still followed the humble
calling of a labomer. By peimitling a deduction of a penny in
the shilling from their wages—known as the shift—they had
provided a fund, part of which (54 per cent.) went to pay the
Shifters, who organized their industry, whilst the rest furnished
the capital out of which weekly wages might be advanced for
work not yet completed or paid for. In 1832 this wages fund
amounted to £7000; but besides this the Fellowship Porters
had £2700 in the 3} per cents., and distributed £1500 a year
in pensions, gratuities, and clothing to their poor and aged
members. This prosperous condition, however, was the result
vof long years of slow accumulation, Originally the Fellowship
Porters had been partly dependent on capital furnished by the
Shifter, who when appointed to his Iucrative office by the city
had been obliged to enter into a bond for £10,000.*

The Billingsgate or Fellowship Porters represented only
one of several branches of their profession, each of which had
from early times claimed a vested interest in its own depart-
ment of work. Indeed, this seems to have been true from the
15th century onwards of every class of unskilled labout. The
Waterbearers were not only organized as the fraternity of St.
Christopher, but passessed through the greater part of the 16th
century a hall of their own, The labourers who served the
building trades had been combined in the reign of Henry VIL}
in a brotherhood of the Holy Trinity, This, like other of the
poorer fraternities, scems to have suffered temporary eclipse

* Second Repart, eie,, 1837, London and Southwark, p. 179,
$ State Pupers, Domestic, Eliz,, cxcv, 10§,
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during the Reformation period. But the necessity of meeting
the labour lcgislation of Elizabethan parliaments called it
once more into aclive existence, and after much agitation it
was again duly recognized by the city in 1605. A register
was to be kept of all authorized labourers, and no newcomer
was to enter the calling until the rulers of the brotherhood
had given security to the Chamberlain that he would not
become chargeable to the city. He then was to pay fourpence
for a tin badge bearing a pair of crossed shovels on one side and
his own name on the other, and sixpence as an entrance fee,
and was to undertake to contribute fourpence a quarter to the
benevolent funds of the brotherhood. The sociely had twelve
rulers, two of whom were to attend every morning in Cheap
to superintend the making of contracts with employers, and
who along with twelve assistants were empowered to make
rules for the labourers, subject to the approval of two aldermen
specially appointed.*

The porters no doubt regarded themselves as being of a
superior class to the labourers, and their organization was
certainly of greater antiquity. The thirty men who are
described in the 13th-century customs of Queenhithe as being
under the directions of the Corn and Salt Meters must have
represented along with their fellows at Billingsgate an old-
established branch of the municipal service.f Their successors
continued to be known as the Corn and Salt Porters, the
Billingsgate Porters, or the Fellowship Porters, and retained
the sole right to handle measureable commodities down to the
middle of the 1gth century, when they numbered nearly three
thousand ; whilst the coal-porters, who had originally formed
part of their body but who bad moved out of the jurisdiction
of the city, had grown into an additlonal thousand by the
middle of the 18th century. The other main branch of the
profession were the Strcet or Ticket Porters who handled

* Repertorics, xxvii, g8.
+ Liber Albus, translated by Riley, 212,
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weighed commodities, and whom we find bargaining collec-
tively with the Grocers’ company at the end of the 14th
century for the rates at which alum, madder, almonds,
cinnamon, flax, pepper, black soap, and dried fruit should be
carried into the city from the wharves, and engaging to have
a gang of six men always ready in Sopers Lane and Bucklers-
bury.* But besides these two bodies there were two others—
the predecessors of the modern stevedores—who worked on
the wharves and in the vessels lading and unlading; one
section being cmployed by the Tackle House Porters
appointed by the twelve great companies to handle the
goods of English merchants, and the other section being under
the direction of the Packer appointed by the city to superin-
tend lading and unlading of the goods of foreign merchants.}

The disputes of these various classes of porters amongst
themselves and with their employers were endless. During
the 17th century a committee of the Court of Aldermen
was neatly always sitling to settle some difficult point of
professional honour, or to delimit some disputed boundary
between the several occupations. All sections objected alike
to the intrusion of the foreigner. But as London was being
built up mainly of foreigners, the porters were not able to keep
them out—there existed at one time a separate brotherhood
of foreign porters—and accordingly, after many complaints of
unauthorized men being at work, there took place every now
and then a wholesale whitewashing of “black-legs” by which
the necessities of the labour market were met and the rights of
the freemen formally respected.}

No doubt each section of the porters had its own fraternity
organization. We know this was the case with the Fellowship
or Billingsgate Porters. We find them in the reign of Mary
bringing thelr religious ordinances, which since the Act of
1547 had probably become of doubtful legality, for confirma-

¥ Kingdon, Facsimtle and Franscriph of Grocery Recowds, 1. 88,
1 Steype’s Stow, V. 415431, 3 Repertorles, aix-xxxviv. pacsin,
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tion by the Court of Aldermen, who approve of them “saving
that they should not have more than two tapers of two pounds
apiece at the burial of a brother.” * The ordinances authorized
ten years later exhibit all the original features of the religious
fraternity except the provision of masses for the souls of the
deadf The annual mass is replaced by a goodly sermon at
the church of St. Mary at Hill, which was continued till about
thirty years ago, accompanied by such picturesque observances
as to stir the regret that it should not have survived to our
own day.

#The next Sunday after Midsummer day,” says the historian of the
Watermen,} “ a sermon was preached to them in the pansh church of
St. Mary at Hill. The Fellowship furnished the merchants and
their families about Billingsgate with nosegays overnight, and in the
moming went from their Common Hall in good order, each having a
nosegay in his hand: they walked through the middle aisle to the
Communion table, where were two basins, and every one offered
something to the relief of the poor and towards the charges of the
day, and after they had all passed the deputy, the merchants, their
wives, children, and servants all went in order from their seats and
bestowed their offerings also. The charge of the nosegays cost them
in one year near twenty pounds,”

Though the porters were paid by a piece-work rate they
have always worked in gangs, and the co-operative arrange-
ments that are now found amongst the Millwall dockers, the
“QOrange gang” of Billingsgate, and the Coal-porters, must
have their roots in extreme antiquity, The simplest form of
common action is indicated by two early rules to the effect
that when members of the Fellowship are working together
the first man shall help to “heave the last man away,” and
that the last man shall take up the money from the merchant
and pay every man who has been engaged according to their
tuens or courses without deceit or craft. The main object

* REPI. ﬁiil 255, * Letter Book, v. 23—6;
t Humpherus, TFase men, L. 198.
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of the porters’ organization has always been to avoid the
necessity for a middleman by providing collectively for the
distribution of work and of payment. For this purpose
the city allowed rulers to be selected oul of the men them-
sclves, who ultimately became the salaried servants of the
Fellowship and who had “full authority to send as many of
the company to any work (be it much or little) as by their
discretion they shall think meet, having regard that they
show favour as much as may be to ease the old and ancient
and weaker persons ™ *

But the chief neced of the Fellowship was capital. The
average individual power of abstinence in the porter class has
always been small. The coal-porter of the present day is
said frequently to begin the day by borrowing 1s, on account
of wages, though he is paid daily and may have received 10s.
the night before. In consequence of this weakness the porter
has generally been in bondage to the publican or small trader,
who give him credit or cash his wage-tokens on extortionate
terms. The formation of a collective “wages-fund,” out: of
which the workers might be paid whilst the task on which
they were engaged was still in progress, was a need that wauld
become more urgent in proportion as the tasks undertaken
grew larger with the increasing size of ships. The nuclens
of such a fund was formed by the contributions levied for
benevolent purposes. In 1589 each member was required to
catry two tumns in every week in corn, salt, or sea-coals, which
would amount to 14, a week, for the relief of the lame, sick,
or impotent,t and under the Commonwealth we find the city
authorities increasing the rate of pay with the express idea of
encouraging the Fellowship to raise a stock} Some years
before this the advisability of allowing an incorporation of the
porters had been under discussion in the Court of Aldermen,§
but nothing came of the suggestion, and after the Restoration

* Letter Hook, V. 335 #bid., 268 ; and Cuildball MSS, 444,
% Letter Bock, etc., u68, 1 Guildball MSS, 444 § Rep. xivii, 34,
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the prevailing opinion in the Court of Aldermen grew mote
distinctly adveise to new incorporations, If old-established
companies like the Basketmakers and the Paviors were not
allowed to acquire cotporate powers, it was not likely that the
aspirations of the sawyers and the porters would receive
much countenance. The carpenters, joiners, and shipwrights
who employed the sawyers resisted their incorporation on the
ground that it would give legal sanction to a combination of
wage-earners. The object of the sawyers, they pointed out,
was to exclude all those sort of labourers who daily resort to
the city of London and parts adjacent,and theii success would
be an evil precedent, all other labourers {o masons, brick-
layers, and plasteiers having the same reason to allege for
incorporation.*

In spite, however, of the want of a royal charter and a
common seal, the Fellowship Porters continued to enjoy in
practice many of the powers and privileges of a corporation,
and their status was an object of emulation to other bodies of
London labourers. The coal-porters, who owing to the removal
of their trade from the city had become a separate body,
petitioned the House of Commons in 1699 for a Bill to estab-
lish them “a Fellowship under such Government and rules as
shall be thought meet after the manner of the Watermen,
Carmen, Potters and Coachmen.” t At what period the Billings-
gate Porters established the rule of levying a penny in the
shilling out of all wages is not clear, but in 1837 they had
acquired all the characteristics of an aristocracy of labour.
Applicants had often to wait three years for admission, and
the entrance fee was £35, of which £3 45. went to increase the
common stock, After long setvice as a salt-porter a member
was raiged to the more dignified position of a corn-porter, and
might look forward to ending his days as one of the 200
clothed pensioners of the Fellowship.

* Jupp, Cargenters, 307, 315 ; Unwin, Indusirial Organtsation, 212,
t House of Commons Journals, XUII, 69, After agitaung for half a century
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The unique position of the Watermen's Company is due
to the combined operation of many causes. From the 16ih
to the 18th centuries the company was the main recruiting
agency for the navy, and the Government, therefore, whilst it
favoured the maintenance of the company's privileges, was
not likely 1o encourage any restrictions upon its membership,
The amalgamation in 1700 of the watermen (who carry
passengers) with the lightermen (who carry goods) was indeed
accompanied by a more than usually strict limilation of
apprentices, bul the employers of the lightermen were soon
complaining that these rules were producing an absolute
decrease in numbers, and in 1706 they were set aside
altogether, with the result that a year later 2400 fresh
apprentices were said to have been bound, many of them
under twelve years of age. From that time to this there has
been a continual conflict between the rulers of the company
and the main body of its working members on this question.
Separate societies have grown up to represent the special
interests of the employers, the foremen, and the workmen ;
yet the Watermen’s Company sfill retains the allegiance of
all the members of all these associations, which have as one
of their main objects the maintenance of the statutory powers
of the company. This resultant harmony in spite of dis-
cordant interests is dwe primarily to the breadth of the
company's base. The position of a freeman is accessible to
all, and every freeman may by taking apprentices (whom he
turns over to a capitalist employer) have a small share in the
vested Interests of his profession, The existence of these

the coul-porters obtained an Act of Parliament in 1738, which, however, was
recognized as baving been ipeffective and repealed to make way for another
enactment in 1770, In the iaterpal bad gecorred the terrible riots of the coal-
heavers in 1768, which, together with the similar disturbances amongst the
Spinalfields weavers in 1765 and 1770, represent the olimax of the transition from
the old fnulustrial conditions to the new. The Act of 1770 was allowed to Inpse

after three yoors, Second Report on Muoicipal Corporations, 1837 London
and Boathwak, 181,
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nominal small masters along with the more genuine “ masters
of craft” who are still characteristic of the waterman’s ancient
calling, preserve a low centre of gravity in the company and
give it an unusual degree of stability* But probably from
the first the Wateimen’s Company was more of a federation
than a single gild, having many local associations, each pre-
serving its own ieligious usages, its own friendly benefits, and
in some cases its own co-operatively owned ferry.

* Booth, Lifz ond Labots of the People of London, v, 367~384.
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I. List or Parise Giups (see Map on p. 120),

Most of the references ae to Dr. Sharpe's Calendar of Wills
ens olled #n the Couri of Husting.

Church
Porisoken Ward—

St. Botolph, Aldgate

St. Katherine

Tower St Ward—
All Hallows, Barking

St Dunstan
Aldeate Ward—

St. Xatherine, Cree
St. Katherine, Colman

Bishkopsgate Ward—

St. Botolph

Brood St. Ward—
All Hallows by the Wall

St. Christopher

Cornhill Wayd—
St, Michael
St. Peter

Dedication of Gild,

Holy Trinity
St. Barbara

St. Katherine

St. Nicholas
St. Mary

St. Mawy
St. Katherine

St. Mary
St. John Baptist

All Hallows
8t, Mary
St, Christopher

St. Anne
St, Peter

Date.

1518
1379

1381
1389

1378
1381

1473
1473

1379
1361
1361

1388

Reference.

Strype’s Stow,
11, 6,
Wills, 11, 209

Wills, 11. 226
Certificates

Wills, 11. 209
Wills, I1. 220

Wills, 11, 469
Wills, 11, 569

Wills, 11. 209
Wills, 11, 33
Wills, 11, 27

Wﬂk, IL, 266
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Church,
Langbourne Ward—
St, Mary, Woolnoth
All Hallows, Staining

Billingsgate Ward—
St, Andrew, Hubbard
St. Botolph

Bridge Ward—

St. Magnus
St, Benet, Gracechurch St.

St, Leonard

Candlewick St Ward—
St. Mary, Abchurch

Walbrook Ward—
St. Mary, Woolchurch
St. John

Dowgate Ward—
All Hallows, Haywharf

Vinlry Waord—
St, Thomas
St, James

Cordwainer St. Ward—

St. Mary, Bow
St, Antholin

Cheap Ward—
St, Lawrence, Jewry

St, Martin, Pomery
8t, Mary, Coneyhoop
8t. Mary, Colechurch
8t. Mildred, Poultry

Dedieation of Gild.

St. Mary
All Hallows

St Katherine
Si. Mary

Salve Regina
St, Mary
St. Mary

Holy Trinity

5t. Mary

St. John Evang.

St. Katherine

St. Eligius
St. James

St. Mary
St, Anne

Holy Crass
St, Anne

St, Katherine
Corpus Christi
8t, Katherine
Corpus Christi

Date.

1373
1378

1468
1390

1343
1372
1386

1384

1381
1484

1386

1452
1375

1361
1353

1370
1372

1388
1443
1338
1349

THE GILDS OF LONDON

Reference.

Wills, I1, 159
Wills, 11. 209

Wills, 11. 563
Wills, 11. 285

Certificate
Wills, IIL. 150
Wills, 11, 254

Wills, 11, 244

Wills, 1. 226
wills, I1. 587

Wills, I1, 260

Wills, 11, 522
Cert., Smith,
English Gilds

Wills, 11, 61
Wills, 1. 653

Certificate
Strype’s Stow,
IIL. 49
Wills, 11, 291
Wills, I1. gar

Certificate
Wills, 1. 576
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Church. Dedication of Gild.
Coleman St. Ward—
St. Stephen St. Mary
St. Nicholas
Holy Trinity
Bassishaw Ward—
St. Michael St, Mary
Cripplegate Ward-
St. Giles St. Mary
St. John
St. Giles
5t. George
St. Eloy
Aldersgate Ward-
St. Botolph Holy Trinity

St. Fabian and
St. Sebastian
St, Katherine

Forringdon Ward (within)—

St, Paul St. Erkenwald
St, Kaiherine
All Souls
Resurrection

St. Augustine St. Austin

8t. Owen St, Anne

St. Vedast Holy Cross

8t, Martin, Ludgate St. Mary
8t. Michael le Quern St. Hilda

Bread St, Ward—
All Hallows Corpus Christi

St. John Evangelist St. Jobm
St. Matthew St, Katherine
St, Maxy

Date,
1368
1369
1384

1361

1348
1361
1361
1368
1437

1378
1381

13478

1378
1352
1379
1392
1387

1393
1379
1369

1349
1484
1365
1345

369

Relerence.

Strype’s Stow,
IV. 62
Strype’s Stow,
IV. 63

Certificate

Wills, 1L,

Wills, 1. 504
Wills, L. 34
Wills, 1. 34
Wills, 1, 106
Wills, 1, 483

Smith’s English
Gilds
Smith's English
Gilds
Wills, 11, 217

Wills, 11, 203
Wills, I, 154

Wills, 11, 302
Wills, 11, 209
Wills, I1. 133

Wills, 11, 541
Wilis, 11, 587
Witls, 1L G5
Wills, 1, 685
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Church,

Castie Baynard Word—
St, Mary Magdalen

Farvingdon Ward (without)-

St. Bride

St. Duanstan
St. Andrew

St, Sepulchre

Dedication of Gild.  Date.

St. Mary 1361
St. Bride 1375
St. Mary 1390
St, Dunstan 1346
St. John 1380
8t. Osythe 1394

St, Katherine 1361
St. Stephen 1376

Reference,

Wills, 1. 32

Wills, 1. 285

Wills, 1, 221
Walls, 1. 311
Wills, 1, 45
Certificate

II. TRANSCRIPT AND TRANSLATION OF THE ENTRY IN THE
Browers' Rucorps (reproduced on p. x67).

A list of the names of all the crafts exercised in London from
of old, and still continuing in this ninth year of King
Henry V., and here set down in case it may in any wise
profit the hall and Company of Brewers.

Mercers
Grocers
Drapers
Fishmongers
Goldsmiths
‘Vintoers
Skinners
‘Tajlors
Saddlers
Ironmongers
Gixdlers
Cordwainers
Haberdashers
Cutlers
Armourers

Fullexs
Dyers

Leathersellers

Waxchandlers
Tallowchandlers

Pauchmakers
Wedvers (wool) Bowyers
Weavers (linen} Fletchers

Hatters
Cofferers
Pointmakers
Wiredrawers
Cardmakers
Pinners
Whittawyers
Leather-dyers
Stainets
Hostillers
Cooks
Piemakers
Bellmakers
Corsours
Chariotmakers
Brothmakers
Jewellers
Paternosters
Tumers

Bookbinders
Writers of {exts
Stationers
Poulters
Clockmakers
Chapemakers
Sheders
Malemakers
Tablemakers
Lockyers
Fourbours
Burlesters
Lateners
Potters

Stuffers
Fruiterers
Cheesemongers
Stringers

Basgkermalkers



Barbers
Brewers
Butchers

Tapicers
Broderers
Painters
Sallers
Brasiers
Smiths
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Bottlemakers
Marblers
Netmalcers

Potmakers
Glovers
Hosiers
Orglemakers

Lanternmakers Soapmakers

Hurers Carvers

Woodmongers  Glasiers

Writers of Court Felmongers
letters

Limners Woolmen

Leches Cornmongers

Ferrours Blacksmiths

Coppersmiths ~ Ropers

Upholders

Galochemakers Haymongers

IT1. Lisr oF COMPANIES KEEPING THE WATCH, 1518.

Letter Book L., p. 79 :+ Mem, “ That att a court of Aldermen
holden on the VIIIth day of June, Anno regis Henrici octavi
Xth, it was agreed that yerely from henceforth on the vigils
of St. John and St Peler these number of Bowmen under-
written shall be provided and founde by the occupations
undernamed to awayt upon the mayre in the watch every
of the said nights.”

Goldsmiths, VIII Carpenters, VI Cordwainers, IT
Mercers, VIII Plumbers, IITI Innholders, VI
Drapers, VIII Painters, Stainers, [IIT  Armourers, ITIT
Fishmongers, VIII  Pewterers, IIII Masons, II
Skinneys, VI Cutlers, IIII Bowyers, ITII
Tailors, VIII Saddlers, ITIL Fletchers, ITII

Haberdashers, VIII

Salters, VIII

Ironmongers, ITII

Barbers, IIIT
Wazxchandlers, IITI
Waoolpackers, 11

Joiners, II
Pastelers, II
Coopers, III1

Vintners, VI Poulters, 11 Vgoodmongets, II
Shearmen, V1 Broderers, II Weavers, 1T
Dyers, IIII Tilers, 11 Spurriers, 11
Brewers, VI Fullers, II Wiresellers, II
Bakers, VI Girdlers, ITII Carters, II
Leathersellers, VI Curriers, 1111 Blacksmiths, 11

Tallowchandlers, VI Butchers, III[
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List oF SOURCES FOR TIHE HISTORY OF THE EXISTING
LonpoN COMPANIES

Tue list of sources is designed to serve as a guide to the study of
those companies whose histories have not been fully written. Where
a satisfactory history already exists, few, or no other, references have
been given, A large number of pamphlets and broadsides relating
to the companies, which can easily be found in the catalogues of the
British Museum and Guildhall Libraries under the heading * London
Livery Companies, Apothecaries, ete.,” have also been omitted. The
references to my own earlier work cover an additional list of sources,
there published in an appendix.

APOTHECARIES,
Barrett, C. R, B., Hislory of the Sociely of Apothecaries, 1903,
Harleizn MS,, 1484 An apothecary’s account book, beginning
1594, and contzining the accounts of Essex, Southampton, the
Lady Arabella, Edward Herbert, and many other of the leading
personages of that time, © Tobacco and pipes” one of the
moain items, The last half of the book has been used by the
Puinter-Stainers.
Lansdowne MSS,, in British Museum, 457, fo. 358.
ARMOURERS AND BRAZIERS.
Riley, Memarials, 145.
Calendar of Letter Baoks, G, 44, 172; H, 44, 59, 63, 69, 133,
réo; M, fo. 127 (Union with Bladesmiths, z506).
Guildhall MSS,, 108, fo. Gg3 ; 110, fo, 682,
Liv, Cooip, Comm,, 1884, IIL 13. Copies of charters of 31
Hen, VI. 1 Eliz,, etc,
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Repertories, XXIL fos, 163, 435 (Dispute with Cutlers, 15g0~2),
P. C. R, April 3, May 22, June 4, 1635,  Artisan o, Trader.”
Motrley, T., Some Account of the Worslupful Company of Armourers
and Bragiers, 1878,
Ellis, H. D., 4 Short Descreption of the Silver Plate, etc., 1892,
BAKERS.

Bateson, M., “ A London Municipal Collection,” Znglish Historreal
Remew, October, 1goz, p. 18,

Liber Albus (trans, Riley), 231, 3009, 313.

Riley, Memorials, 36, 162, 323, 423

——, Chronicles of Old London, 43, 150, 240, 251.

Calendar of Letter Books, A, 120~1, 213, 217; B, 243=4; C, 57;
D, 243; E, 7, 116, 261; G, 57; H, 43, 107, 1834, 194, 207,
abo-1, 373.

Plea and Mem, Rollg, A 1, Roll 2, Dr. Sharpe’s MS. Calendar.

Letter Books, K, fo. 198 (Brothethood of Journeymen) ; L4 fo. 81,
122, 192, 227 ; N, 166, 210-14, 280; P, 115; V, 195; X, 2,
26; ete,, 178,

Young, S., and Buchanan, H. H,, 4 Catalogue of Books and Records
a? Bakers Hall, 1895,

BARBER-SURGEONS.

Lambert, G., in Zond, and Mrdd. Arch, Soc, Trans,, V1. 123,

South, J, ¥., Memorials of Surgery.

Young, Sidney, dnnals of Barber-Surgeons.

Shoppee, C. I., Description of Pictures and other objects in the Hall,
1883,

Guildhall MSS,, 1108-9, x114. Collections relating to Barbers'
Company.

BaSRET-MARERS,

The 'rules, orders, and regulations made by the Court of Alder-
men, 1569, 1585, and 610, Printed, 1827. Reprinted, 1886,

Journals, XIV. 133, 158,

Repertories, X, 135 ; XV. §13; XVL 6o, 106, 113, 149, 176, 471,
4935, 499-502 ; XXV, 181,

BLACKSMITHS,

Riley, Memorinls, 361, 537.

Calendar of Letter Book, H, 369, 388.

Repertories, X. 161 ; XV. 49; XXX 306 ; XLIL 144 ; LIIL 6o,
289 ; LIV. 59.
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Liv. Comp. Comm, 1884. IIL 110. Charters of 1571, 1604,
1639, 1685.

Index to Remembrancia, 219-8.

Noble, Zronmongers' Company, pp. 61-74, 1889.

Bowyers,

Calendar of Letler Books, H, 6, 11n, 43, 202, 389, 414, 416.

Letter Books, K, fo, 636; L, fo. 261 (Light in Chapel of St.
Thomas on Bridge, 5 Hen, VIL).

Liv. Comp, Comm., 1884, III. 117, Chaters of 1621 and 1668,

Repertories, X. 28; XII. No. 1, 222; XIIL 144; XIV. 252;
XXIX. 94; XLL 276,

BREWERS.

Liber Albus, 233, 307.

Riley, Memorials, 36, 228,

Calendar of Letter Books, A, 216, z20; C, 7; D, 237, 299; E,
11,715 F, 27~9, 178, 189, 245; G, §9, 76, 172, 332; H, 43,
167, 122, 183-4, 201, 203, 373.

Herbert, Twelve Great Livery Companies, pp. 66-8, 78. Makes
use of Brewers' first book, which begins 6 Hen. V., and con-
tains material of great value for the topograpby of medieval
London.

Letter Books, K, 161 ; L, fo, jo (Beerbrewers' ordinances); 18z
(ordinances, zz Edward IV.), 195a, 303b.

Add, MSS, in British Museum, 36,761, fos, 18, 19 o passim.

Joumnals, 111, 11; VIL ¢5; VIIL 59, 192; IX. 4, 10; XV
104 ; XVIIL g2, 271-5,

Repertories, VII. 155-9; XV. 152, 381-8; XVI. 407-8, 435.

BRODERERS,

Liv. Cornp. Comm,, 884 IIL 197-8, ao1-3, chartets gf 156z
and 1609 and ordinances.

Repertories, V. 128} VIL 107; XI, 290—4; XIIL No, 2, 343.

Letter Books, K, 8gb (ordinances of g Hen, VI1.); L, 315b (ordi-
nances of 1z Hen, VIL).

BurcHezs.

Daw, Joseph, Early History of Butchers, 1869.

Liler Albus, 230, 239, 243

Liber Crstumarum, L. 41T,

Riley, Mamarials, 143, 179, 214, 242, 226, 330, 356, 426, 509.

Calendar of Letter Books, D, 28t-2 ; E, 137, 233, 258; F, 84,
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123, 12§, 208; G, 31-2, 43, 127-8, 139, 171, 173-4, 188,
207-8, 262, 332-3 ; H, 61, 108, 257, 372, 375, 376, 392, 304.

Letter Book L, fo. 201b (ordinances 2 Rich. IIL).

Liv. Comp. Comm., 1884. III, 208-14 gives a good account of
the Butchers’ records.

Journals, VIII. 82-90; XIII, 271, 376-9, 428, 434; XIV. 13-5,
320,
Repertories, IX. 10, 17-24, 46~49, 69-71, 86, 190 ; XIII 38, 72,

85, 448-52; XXVIL 317; XXXV, 55; XXXVIIL 113,
CARMEN.

Letier Book, N, fo. 38,
Index of Remembrancia, 579, 475,
Second Report on Municipal Corporations, 1837, p. 342.

Orders for the establishment of the Company of Carmen, 1644
(Guildhall Library).

Strype, Stow, V. 226-8, 285-6.
CARPENTERS,
Jupp, E. B. and Pocock, W. W., du Historical Account of the
Worshigful Company of Carpenters, 1881,
CLOCEMAKERS.

Atkins, 8, B, and Overall, W. H., Some Account of the Worshipful
Company of Clockmakers, 1881,

Charters and byelaws, 2631, Guildhall Library, 1823,

Overall, W, H., 4 Caéalogue of Books, MSS., Specimens of Clocks,
., deposited in Guilzhall Library, 1875.

Repertories, Campbell, 243 ; Bromfield, 19, 20,

CLOTHWORKERS,

Charters, etc., 1480-1688, published by the Company, 1881.

Ordinances, 1480—1639, published by the Company, 1881,

The Government of the Fullers, Shearmien, and Clothworkers of
London, as proved by their charters and oydinances, 1650.

Unwin, G., Indusitrial Ovganisation in the Sixteenth and Scventeenth
Centuries, Pp. 44-5, 57—60, I1z-25, 198—9, 201-2, 228-34,
25845,

COACHSMAfCERS AND CoacH HARNESS-MAKERS.

Second Report on Municipal Corporations, 1837, II. Pp. 326-33¢.

Liv. Comp, Comm., 1884. IIL 248-58.

Guildhall MSS,, 108, vol, iil,, fo. 1040-z051.

Repertories, XLV, 142 ; ZLVLL 87,
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CooKs,
Second Report on Municipal Corporations, 1837, II. 180.
Letter Books, L, 1ogb, 320; O, 225.
Repertories, III. 188; VIIL 14; XII, No. 1, 139-147, No. 2,
304, 307, 314, 327; XIV. 78, 289; XVII. 257, 266; XVIII.
41, 304 ; XXI. 2, 431 ; XXXIIL g7; XXXIV. 312,
Guildhall MSS,, 108, vol. iii., 1154-1223.
COOPERS,

Futh, J. F., Coogers Company, London: Historical Memoranda,
elc., 1848,

Repertories of Court of Aldeimen, XXII. fo. 199, 7 apprentice-
ship,

Hist, MSS, Comm. Report, vol. iii. 8, 19. “Coopeis z. Brewers.”

CORDWAINERS,

Liber Horn, CCCXXXIXb, tianscribed in Guldhall MSS. 108,
vol. i. fo. 393

Liber Custumarum, 1. 83,

Riley, Memorials, 54, 301, 420, 482, 495, 539, 570-1.

Calendar of Letter Books, E, 233; F, 118, 124-5, 128; G, 14,
172 ; H, 18, 20, 23, 43, 59, efc,, 311, 425, 432-3.

Letter Books, K, fo. 78 ; L, 08b, 132a; §, 278; V. 120.

Journals, Brown, 16, 17 ; Clopton, 112.

Repertories, Weld, 24, 356.

Unwin, ndustrial Organisation, 255,

CURRIERS.

Calendar of Letter Books, C, 79; G, z71; H, 43.

Letter Books, K, 167b ; L, 261b, 305, 322; P, 148; Q, 247; Z,
199, etc., 125~8,

Unwin, Jndustrial Organisation, 355,

Liv, Comp. Comm., 1884. III, 316-20,

Repertories, X, 23, 36; XI. 291, 458; XIL 29; XII. No. 2,
349-354; XL 143; XIIL No. 3, 323; XIV. 179; XV, 108,
ag5; XVILL 2915 XIX. 35, 40 ; XX, 190; XXI, 87, 375,425
465 ; XXIIL 519; XXV, 103; LIIL 151,

CuTLrRs,

Riley, Memorials, 438, 567, 568, 597,

Calendar of Letter Books, E, 2333 F, 57, 110; G, 172, 194, 290 ;
H, 13, 44, 240

Letter Books, K, 1755 Ly 210, 259b; V, 21, 46, 307.
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Journals, IX. 199-202 ; XII. 30, 4.
Repertories, XIII. 349 ; XXVII, 207-25; XXIX, 232; XXXV.
213.
Unwin, Zndustrial Organization, 255,
Repertories, Bolles, 272 ; Abboit, 68,
Guildhall MS.
Dyers.
Riley, Memorials, 309, 364.
Calendar of Letter Books, C, 52; F, 110, 192 G, 6, 7, 114, 140,
293, 295; H, 43, 331 370, 389, 403, 417.
Letter Books, K, 133b; M, 28b, 71; N, 243; O, 266.
Journals, X, 277-0.
Repertories, IV. 162-80; VI, 82-9; VIII, 234 ; XIII. 274-6;
Whitmoae, 32, 46.
Unwin, Judustrial Organization, 255,
Robins, E. C., Some Account of the Dyers, in Lond. and M:dd,
Arch. Soc, Trons,, V, 441,
FANMAKERS.
Second Report on Municipal Corporations, 1837, 340.
FARRIERS.
Riley, Memorials, 292.
State Papers, Domestic, Jas. L., XL1 56.
Entry Book in Record Office, XXXVI. fo. 175.
Repertories, XXV. 28 ; XXXIIL 150; XLI. 183, 206,
FELLOWSHIP PORTERS.
Strype’s Stow, V. 414-20.
Second Report on Municipal Corporations, 1837, I. 179-82,
FELTMAKERS.
Unwin, G., Jadustrial Organization, 130~6, 145-6, 156-64, 196-7,
28525, 240-52, 256,
FISHMONGERS.

Herbert, W., istory of Twelve Great Livery Companies, I1.
I~I120.

The last incorporation . . . to whick is annexed several of the most
Darticular bydlaws, 1780,
Towse, J. W., A Short Account of Poriraits, ez, 1907.
FLRICHERS.
Riley, Memorials, 348, 556,

377
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Letter Books, K, fo. 6a, xg96b ; L, 196b (City ordinances, 1 Rich.
IIL).

Repertoiies, V, 81; X1. 240, 237, 358 ; XXIL 439.
Fouwprrs,
Williams, W. M., Annols of the Founders' Comnpany, 1867.
Stahlschmidt, J. E. C., Notes from an OI2 Account Book, Arch.
Jour., XLIL
FRAMEWORK KNITTERS.
Ovenall, H. C., The Framework Knitters, 1849.
Liv, Comp. Comm., 1884, Charter of 1663.
Repertories, Pack, 443-6; Browne, 249.
FRurigrERS.
Letter Books, L, fos. 182, 220; N, 18; R, 219; etc, 161.
Journals, VIIL 88 ; IX. 120; XI. 241.
Repertories, XI. g, 11, 12,
GARDENERS,
Welch, C., History of the Worskigful Company of Gardeners, 1g0a.
Guwldhall MSS., 108, vol. iv., 13611426,
Repertories, XXVII. 106, goz; XXXIIL %4; XLVIL 138;
XLIX, 261 ; Turner, 8.
(GIRDLERS.
Smythe, W. Dunville, dn Historical Account of the Worshigful
Company of Girdlrs, 1905,
Letter Books, K, 157 (ordinances of Hen. VI); L, 69, 131b;
V. 48.
Joumnals, VIII, 165.
Repertories, Viner, 146,
(GLASS-SELLERS.
The Worshipful Compony of Glass-sellers, 1898.
Liv, Comp. Comm,, 1884. IIL 478, charter and byelaws of 1664.
GLAZIERS,
Lettet Books, L, fo. to3a; O, 125; Q, 48; X, 107; Y, 52,
Unwin, G., Trdustrial Organisation, 2g7.
Journals, ]olles, 132 ; Bolles, 339.
Repertories, X. 222, 235, 539; XI. 252, 329, 3943 XIX. 44;
XV. a67; XXXII, 259; XLVIIL, 455; LIL 58, 134; LVIL
Pt 2, 21.
{7LovERS.
Riley, Menrorinls, 245, 249.
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Calendar of Letter Books, G, 172; H, 21, 132, 171, 346, 356,
417,
Letter Baoks, K, 251b; L, 185b; M, 13.
Unwin, Jadustrial Organizsation, 19, 139, 211, 257,
Repertories, XXXIV. 372; XLVL 300; LV. 235; LVIL 239;
LIX. 104-7.
GoLD AND SiLVER WIREDRAWERS,
Stewart, H., History of the Gold and Sitver Wire-Drawers.
Gardiner, 8. R., History of England, 1603=42, vol. iv. pp. 33—5.
Unwin, G., fadustrial Organization, 257.
GOLDSMITHS.
Prideaux, Sit W, 8., Memorials of the Goldsmiths' Company, 18g6.
Herbext, W., History of Twelve Great Livery Companies, 11,
121-298.
Unwin, G., Jndustrial Organizalion, 25.
GROCERS,
Heath, J. B., Some Account of the Worshipful Company of Grocers,
1854,
Kingdon, J. A., Facsimile, Transcript and Trensiation of MSS.
Archives, 1345~1463, 1883—6.
Ravenhill, W., 4 Short Account of the Company of Grocers, 1689,
Reperlories, VL. 75.
GUNMAKERS,
Guildhall MSS,, 108, vol. iv., 1480-1527.
Repertories, Garway, 87.
HABERDASHERS.
Herbert, W., History of Twelve Greai Livery Companies, IL.
531-553
Unwin, G., Jndustrial Organisation, 44, 19, 81, rof, 108, 127,
129-35, T45, 157, 1657, 196-8, 240~5, 258.
Riley, Memorials, 91, 354.
Calendar of Letter Books, H, 43, 250, 273, 366, 416.
Letter Books, K, 246b ; L, 258, 266b; M, 28a.
Hornzrs,
Compton, C. H., History of the Worshigful Company of Horrners,
1332,
Guildhall MSS., 108, vol, iv. 1528-1546.
Letter Books, K, fo, z76b (ordinances, Henry VL); L, x16a
(ordinances, Edward IV.).
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Lansdowne MSS,, in British Museum, vol. 73, No. 15, and vol. 86,
No. 12,

Reﬁe;lones, XL 244; XXIV. 140, 290, 297 ; XXXVIIL 213;

y 7.
INNHOLDERS.

Matthews, J. Douglas, History of the Innkolders’ Company,
Zond, and Midd, Areh. Soc. Trans., new series, vol. 1. 151176,

Letter Books, L, fo. 191b ; M, 227, 253; V, 205.

IRONMONGERS,

Nicholy J., Some Account of the Worshspful Company of Iron-

mongers, 1866.
JoinEers.

Calendar of Letter Book, H, 43, 431.

Letter Books, K, fo. 46b; R, 118, r19-121.

Jupp and Pocock, Carpenter’'s Company, appendix.

Journals, XVLI. 124.

Unwin, G., Industrial Organization, 108, 212, 258.

Repertories, VIL 235; XI. 142; XIL No. 2, 364; XVII, 303;
XXI 437; XXIX. r1or; XXXIIL 377; XXXVIL a33;
XLVIIL 38.

LEATHERSELLERS.

Black, W. H., History and Antiquities of the Worshipful Company
of Leathersdiiers, 1871,

Unwin, G., Industrial Organisation, 1277-30, 142, 211, 253,

LORINERS.

Latchford, Benjamin, Z%e Loriner, 1871,

Guildball MSS,, 108, vol. iv. 1558—1602.

Letter Books, L, 2703 M, 182; X, 16.

Repertories, XLVIII, 46r.

Masoxs,
Conder, E., Tk Halk Craft and Fellowship of Masonry, 1894.
MERCERS.

Herhers, W., History of Twelve Great Livery Compantes, 1,

Watney, Siv J., Some decount of the Hospital of St. Thomas of
Acon, 18g2,

Selby, W. Dy The Chapters, Ordinanses, and Byelaws of the
Meveers Company, 1881.

Beabrook, B, W., The Worshipful Company of Mereers, 1389,
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MERCHANT TAILORS.

Clode, C. M., Memorials of the Guild of Merchant Taslors, 1875,
—— Barly History of the Guild of Merchant Talors, 1888,
MUSICIANS.
Repertories, XV. 144; XVIIL 179, 232; XXV. 219, 223;
XXVL Pt. 2, 301; XLIX. 253; LIL 132.
Liv. Comp. Comm., 1884. IIL 593. Charter of 1604 and byelaws
of 1606.
Statutes, Laws and Ordinances of the Worskipful Company of
Musicians, 1790-1825,
The Worshspful Company of Musicians; Charters, Byelaws, ctc.,
1902-3.
Repertories, Bennett, 299,
NEEDLEMAKERS,

Piice, J. B., dn Account of the Worshipful Company of Needle-
makers, 1846.

Liv. Comp. Comm., 1884. IIL Goo, charter of 1664 and extracts
from byelaws of same date.
Tudex to Remembrandia, 104~s,
Repertories, Clithero, 145 ; Tichborme, 68.
PAINTER-STAINERS,
Crace, J. G., Some Account of the Worshisful Company of Painters,
1880,
Pitman, W. H.,, The Worskipful Company of Painters, 1906,
Liv. Comp. Comm,, 1884. III. 613, City ordinances of 1467,
charter of 1581,
Byelaws of 1582 ; charter of 1685 ; some extracts from records.
Lansdowne MSS,, 20,f0.9; 22, fo. 4% 106, fo. 58 ; 487, fo. 441.
Harleian MSS,, 1099, 1506, 6815, 1454.
Journals, V. z25.
Tetter Book, M, 36 (z7 Hen. VII. United with Stainers),
ParisH CLERES. .
Christie, Jas., Some Account of Parisk Clerks, 1893.
Ditchfield, The Parisk Clerk, 1907,
PATTENMAKERS,
Lambert, G., The Worshigfil Company of Patienmakers, 1890,
Second Report on Municipal Coxporations, 1837, 374.
Guildhall MSS., 04, vol. iv. 1603~1691.
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Paviors.

Welch, C., 4z Account of the Worshigful Company of Paviors,
1889,

Guildhall MSS.

PEWTERERS,
Welch, C., History of the Pewlerers’ Company, 1903.
Unwin, G., Judustrial Organization, 153-6, 259.
PLASTERERS,

Letter Books, M, 37b (17 Hen. VIL. City ordinances); M, %o
(chaiter enrolled) ; N, 228; etc., 133.

Unwin, G., fndustrial Organizsaton, 260.

Legends of the Worshigful Company of Flasterers, 1886.

Repertories, Watts, 165-6; Craven, 179, 194, 200; Cockaine,
291, 285,

Joumals, Cockaine, 233.

Repertories, IV. 143; X. 29 XI, 460; XIIL zo1; XIII, No, 2,
313, 333-6; XXVI Pt. 2, 398; XXVIIL 164; XXX. 112,
116 ; XXXIV. 285,

PLAYING-CARD MAKERS,

State Papers Domestic, Charles, 1, CIV. 6z; CLXXXV. 18;
CCCCLXXVIL. 64.

Privy Council Register for 1631, fo. 46,

PLUMBERS.

The Plumbers' Company in Ancient and Modern Timnes, 1902.

Riley, Memorials, 321, 355,

Calendar of Letter Books, H, 41, 44.

Letter Baok, L, 25a.

Repertories, Rowe, 135 ; I-Ia.yes. to7; Cotton, 381 3 Hacket, 346;
Hammersley, 58, 6o, 61, 96, 99.

Guildhall MSS., 108, vol. iv, 1693-1754.

Unwin, G., fudusirial Organization, 206.

Ponrrers, ’

Riley, Memorials, 2202, 300, 312, 339.

Letter Books, M, 137b, 185, z01; N, 163; Q, 77; R, 75; 8,
a71; % 207

Repertories, Hyll, z04 ; Hewet, 330, 323.

Add, MSS.,in British Museum, 36,761 (ordinances, 4 Edward VL),

Second Report on Manlcipal Cotporations, 1837, 174.
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The Charters of the Worshipful Company of Poulters: its Ovders
Ordinances, and Constitutions, ete., 1842, ’
SADDLERS.
Sherwell, J. W., Historical Account of the Gus .
Letter Book, L, fo. z08a.  #he Guild of Saddlers, x88g.
SALTERS.
Gi]lgspie, T., Some Account of the Worshipful Company of Salters,
1827.
Herberlg W., History of Twelve Great Livery Compomies, 1L
555—05.
Repertories, Watts, 363.
SCRIVENERS.
Liv. Comp, Comm., 1884. III chaiter of 1619 ; long repoit on
position of Company in 1748.
Letter Books, K, 182; Y, 324.
Repertories, Hart, 451 ; Jolles, 320, 348.
Harleian MSS., in British Museum, 2293, 1-20, 7¢ incor
poration.
Repertories, XV, 151; XVI, 64; XX. 242; XXII. 132,
SHIPWRIGHTS.
Sharpe, R. R., 4 Short Account of the Worshipful Company of
Stipwrights, 1876.
Guildhall MSS., 108, vol. ii.
Unwin, G., Industrial Organizatian, 240,
Repertories, Swinnerton, 197 ; Cockaine 412~3.
SKINNERS.
Wadmore, J. F., Some Account of the Worshipful Company of
Skinners, 1902,
Letter Books, K, 120b; L, 303.
Unwin, G., Industrial Organization, 183, 202, 361.
Herbert, W., History of Twelve Great Livery Companies, 1L
208-382.
Journals, Watts, 176.
Repertories, Watts, 6, 21, 23, 27.
SpECTACLE MAKXERS,
Second Repott on Municipal Corporations, 1837, 274.
Repertories, XLII. 252 ; XLVIIL 284 ; XLIX,
STATIONERS,
Arber, E., Transoript of the Register of the Company of Stationers,
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1 5.54:-1640. A lgrge number of documents relating to the
printing trade are inserted in the five volumes which constitute
the best history of the company.

Nichols, J. G., Historical Notices of the Worshipful Compiny of
Stationers.

Rivington, C. R., The Records of the Worshipful
Stationers, 1883 4 it Company of
TaLLow CHANDLERS.
Monier-Williams, M. F., Records of the Worshipful Com
Tallow Chandlers, Pt. i. 1, 1897.f e bany o
Calendar of Letter Book, H, 43, 402, 416,
Letter Book, L, 81.
Repertory, White, 334.
TmveLATE WORKERS.
Ebblewhite, E. A., 4 Chronological History of the Worshipful
Company of Tinplate Workers, 1896,
TILERS AND BRICKLAYERS,
Riley, Memorials, 254, 308
Letter Books, L, 36, 138 ; M, 89; N, 37; V, 105; Z, 44, 265,
Unwin, G., Jndustrial Organisation, 262.
Repertories, Deane, 204; Rainton, 115 XI. 474; XIIL No. 2,
352 ; XXIX. ga; XXXIII 111,
TURNERS,
Riley, Memoréals, 18, 234.
Le;t;t)Books, K, 151b; I, fo. 149a (City ordinances, 19 Edward
Repertories, Bennett, agy ; Cotton, 157 (re charter and search);
XXIX, 74, 855 XLIV, 144,
UrPHOLDERS.
Letter Books, L, 103b; M, 5.
Raﬁrtoriw, XXXI. Pt. 2, gr3; XXXIL 150; XXXIX. 503
¥ 5l
Strype, Stow, V. 229.
VINTNERS.
Hethert, W., History of Twelye Great Livery Companies, 11,
Gag-642.
Milbourn, T., Nichols, J. G,y and Qverall, W. H., Axticles in
Lond, and Midd, Arch, Trans., vol. iil,
Dritish Mugeum 1 Egerton MSS., 1243 ; Lansdowne MSS,, 76, No.
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43; 251, Nos. 7 & 9; Harleian MSS,, 1219. See references in
Pp- 323-6.
WATERMEN.

Humpherus, EH., Zistory of the Company of Watermen and Lighter-

men, 1874-86.
Wax CHANDLERS.

Riley, Mesmorials, 300, 358,

Calendar of Letter Books, H, 44, 76, 97.

Letter Books, L, z55b; M, z41; V, 238.

Index to Remembrancia, 147, 149.

Journals, III. 16; IX. 46, 163, 192.

Repertories, VIL. 73, 80, 116, 137 ; XV. 34.

WEAVERS,

See references in Chap. 1V. of this book.

Unwin, G., Zudusirial Organization, 28-30, 262.

Facsimile of ancient book of Weavers' Company.

Calendar of Letter Books (see indices).

Letter Books, I, 64; K, 193-4; L, 295 and 345.

Journals, I11. g9 ; IV. 26, 28, 34, 57; X. 113.

Repertories, Cockaine, 526; Jones, 11; Hackelt, 288; Atkin,
zor} Adams, 206; XVI, 208; XXI. 19, 20z ; XXIIL. 513;
XXIV. 208 ; XLV. 24-79; LIV. 147-150.

Journals, Adams, 37b ; Warner, 290, 293,

WHEELWRIGHTS.
Scott, J. B., 4 Skort Account of the Wheelwrights Company.
Repertories, XLV. 105 ; XLVIL 142; XLVII, 87.
WOODMONGERS.

Letter Books, O, 142-5; P, 71; Q, 258; T, 188; X, 39z2;
Z, 38x.

Index to Remembrancia, 57, 58, 59, 160.

Strype, Stow, V. 2268,

Act of Common Council relating to cars and carts, 1665, Guild-
hall Library.

British Museum : Lansdowne MSS., 162, fo. 196 ; Hailelan, 6842,
0. 266.

See tracts under headings © Woodmongers” and ¥ Carmen,” in
Guildhall and British Museum.

WOOLMEN.
Calendar of Letter Book, E, 233.
Lefter Book, L. 263b.
2C
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Noip.—For trades, mlds, churches, elc., of London, sce under London.

Abel, Aldermen, 323-326

Acquilaine, merchants of, 137

Adulterine nlds, 47

{Cthelstane, 16, 20, 22

Aldermen, Coutt of, 30, 78

Aldermen of gilds, 48

Aldermen of wauds, 30, 55, 58-60,
6 ~71, 74, 105, 129, 131, 149, 153

Aldgale, 24, 245

Aliens, 6o, 78, 79, 98, 99, 129, 134,
138, 245-248, 335

All Souls’ Day, 117

Amalgamation of aiafts, 167, 168

Anglo-Saxon gilds, 16-27, 92

Apprenticeship, 83, 85, 91, 04, 121,
221, 326, 264~266, 335, 341, 347,

Al:?Jltmﬁon, 102, 121

Archdeacon, 100, 102

Armouries of lhe companies, 242

Arl = craft, 63, 76

Arti maggrore of Florence, 76

Assistants, Courl of, 28, 217223, 255,
339-341, 353

Ass?zeﬁbread, 36, 344

Augsburg, 3o

Austin Friars, 108, 150, 165, 174, 175

Austrin, gilds of, 1

Avignon, bridge at, 57

Bachelors in livery companies, 25, 273
Bacon, Loxd, 311, 316
Bakehouse, publie, 230
Bakers, hallmaol of, 31, 35-37
Bank of England, 23
Barbers, 51 .
Barges of companies, 273, 274
Baxtlett, Sir Thomas, 315, 319
agel, 31

Busing family, 57

Basmg Lu.nef 138
Bassishaw Ward, 57
Baynard Castle, 177, 279
Beadle, the, 123, 187, 188, 206, 207
Beaumond, Thonis, 183
Beaumont, Francs, 277

Bedford, Lady, 300, 316
Belgium, mlds of, 1

Bermondsey, 245

Bethnal Green, 245

Billingsgate, 352, 358, 36t
Bishop, influence of the, 17, 22
Dlackfrars, 42, 245

Boleyn, Anne, 274

Botolph's quay, 39

Bourchier, Sir John, 321

Box, common, 123, 227, 220
Brabant, weavers of, 138

Bread, assize of, 36

Brembre, Micholas, 05, 134-152
Brewers, 65

Bridge, 48, 134

Bridge, gilds of, 48-51

Bridge House, 239

Bridge Street, 3

Bruges, 32, 35

Buckingham, Duke of, 316, 337
Bucklersbury, 57, 360

Bucuinte, John and Dionysia, 111
B::]lfaﬁn, elds of, 3

Baoll, Dr, John, 199

Burleigh, 258, 296

Byzantine gilds, 3

Cambridge Gild of Thaues, g6
Campion, Thomas, 277
Candlewick Street, 106
Canale, King, 24
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Capel, Sir William, 206

Carlille, Alderman, 137, 146

Carmelites, 150

Carpenter, John, 233

Caxzton, 246

Chantries, 111-11g, 159, 201~210, 230

Chaplin, Sir Francis, 290

Chapman, George, 277

Charlemagne, 17

Chailes 1., 240, 310-334

Charlerhouse, 154, 246

Charters of the city, 70

Charters of the companies, 43, 51, 81,
158-170

Chaucer, 4, 110, 285

Cheapside, 35, 53, 86, 9o, 104, 145,
150, 151, 186, 268, 270, 272, 273,
280, 356, 359

Chichele, Roberl, 233

Chigwell, ITamo de, 39, 40, 41, 69, 36,

94

Chigwell, Richard de, 39

China, gilds of, 2

Christ’s Hospital, 356, 357

Christmas pie, 193

Church, influence of the, 13, 51, 92, 93,
108, 157, 174, 175, 01303, 350

Civil War, 240, 242, 330, 338

Clopton, Robert, 162

Clerkenwell, 245, 295

Cletks of companies, 188, 139, 206,
207, 219

Clipk, the, 260

Cuihten gild, 1§, 23

Goal monopoly, 356, 357

Coal porters, 363

Cockayne, Alderman, 312-314

College of Arms, 354

Cologne, 33, 61, fo7

Commissary, conzt of the, $0B

Commonalty of Léndon, 69, 91, 152

Commonalty of the companies, 218-220

Commoen Council, 77, 88, 108§, 131,
149, 144-148, 153, 153, 265

Commons, omse of, 77, 125, 137

Commune dé lo Faiz,23

Commune of London, 45, 45, 47, 49,
58, 63, 65, 83

Com romaters, 319

Cancealed lands, 211

Condait in g\ghea.p. It

thlh 268
Conytable of the ‘Tower, 135

gwmﬂmﬂﬁgbﬁh;ﬂc{ss o, 3

OF LONDON

Co-operative enterprise, 85, 304, 354,
362363

g.orineu%, 267
orn and salt poiters, 359

Coinhill, 145

Corn, supply of, 238, 239

Corps de Metrer at Paxis, 76

Corpus Chnisti festival, 106, 227, 267

Cosin Lane, §7

Court books, 221

Court of assistants, 28, 217-223, 255,
339-341L 353

Court of hallmoot, 29-43, 93, 128

Crall, the, 4, 51, 52, 62-91, 87-92

Cianfield, Sn Lionel, 307, 317

Cripplegate, 73

Cromwell, Thomas, 178

Curates, gild of, 100

Cuslom of London, 262

Darcy, Edward, 257, 258, 209
Dekker, Thomas, 283
Denizens, 250

Ding, ungebotens, 30
Dinnei, election, 194-200
Ditch, city, 238

Dixie, Sir Wolfstan, 276
Drake, Richard, 297
Ducket, Lawrence, 67
Duke’s Place, 245
Duncombe, Sir Sanders, 332
Durham, Bishop of; 246
Dutch jrumigrants, 250

East India Company, 303

Ecelasiastical co%ﬂrts,'gz, 100, 102, 108,
139

Echsevins,‘ﬁﬁ

Edgar, King, 24

Edward the Confessor, 24

Edward I, 36, 51, 102, 270

Edward II., 39, 67, 270

Tdward 11L, 39, 87, 94, 102, 134, 137,

I
" Edward IV., 163, 164, X606, 169, 170,

71, z%;l
Edward VI, 208
Eleanor, Queen, 1az
Elegtion of officers, g9, 122, 197, 218~

220, 236

Elizabeth, reign of, 211, 223, 233, 236
24n, a52-261, 267, 274-277, 295~
00

El?esmerr, Chancelloy, 316

Elsing spikal, 187, 203, 20
Entngn:g tbe: Sszhs, %04, sma



INDEX

Entrance to o tade, 83, 91, 225, 226,
265

Esnofs, 3

Eveschepings, 73

Evil May Day, 247

Exchangge, the, 240, 260, 311

Excise, 327

Exeter, wilan af, 20, 22 ; gild ai, 23

Foirs, 9o, 165

Fanhope, Lord, 183

Feasts, 103

Ferraboseco, Alfonso, 277

Fenies, 365

Feste dy prer, 98~100, 197

Tinch Lane, 233

Finke, Aylwin, 48, 40

Finsbuy, 245

Fishmoangeis, 31, 37-43, 65

Tishwharf, 73

Fitz Osbert, Walliam, 49

FitzThomas, 62-65

FltzWaltet family, 177

Fleet Bridge, 130

Flemish weavers, 94, 134, 138, 130

Florence, 6o, 61, 70

Foist, 273, 274

Folkmoot, 29, 63, 67

Foreigners, 243-255, 263

Foster Lane, 73

France, 9

France, gilds of, 1, 17, 255, 256, 265,
350

Fraternity, the, 51-54, 67, 93, 93

Friars preacheis, 225

Frith gild, 16, 18-23, 63

Fulham, Adam de, 39

Funeral palls, 214-216

Funerals, attendance at, 53, ror, 118,
171, 212

Gambling, 123

Garbler, the, 297

Garlands, 99, 104, 10Y

Gasrons, 56, 177

Gaunt, Jobn of, 131, I35, 140, 142,
149; 150

Gaveaston, 68, 69

Gegildan, 18

Genoa, merchanis of, 79, 141

Germany, cities of; ¢

Germany, gilds of, 1, &1, 265, 350

Gervase of Cornhill, 49

Ghent, 61

(liants, 267, 268

Glerke, Professor, 11

380

Gild days, o1

Gild meichant, 6o

Giles, Thamas, 277

Gisors, John de, 68
Gloucester, Parliament at, 140
Gogmagog, 267

Good Earliamﬁnl, 130
Ghantham, William de, 104
Gravesend, 331, 353
Greatanlea, witan of, 20
Greenwich, 274

Giey Faiars, 150, 208
Grossiora officia, 12

Groups of crafts, 87
Guildhall, 38, 149, 153, 100

ITackney coaches, 331

[Tadley, John, 13y

IInllmoat, coutt of, 30-43, 93, 128
Halls of companies, 176187
Hameln, 30

Hanseatic Leaguc, 138
Harrington, Lord, 308

Havermll, Wiiiam e, 48, 40
ITawkwaod, Sir John, 285

Ilenry 1,, 36, 43
Ilenry 11., 44, 4&, 94
Henry IIT.,, 2.6, 3, 04, 102
Henry V., 161, 267

Henry VI,, 160, 163, 271

Henry VII,, 169, 171, 240, 273
Hem'syv VIIL., 208, 211, 241, 243, 245,

2

Hef:'ry, Prince, 198-200, 287, 288

Hervey, Walter, 39, 2588, 65, 68

Heywood, Thowmas, 288

Holborn, 245~250s 295

Holborn bridge, 49

Holland, gilds of; 1

Ilolland, Ralph, 162

Holy Crass, gild of, at Birmingham, §1

Holy Cross, gild of, ak St, Lawrence,
Jewry, 118

Holy Trinity Prlory, 24, 27, 117, 245

Honorary members, 159

1lam, {?hn, 143

Hoyse Down, 14

Honseholders, 265

Huntingdon, 43

Husting, Court of, 305 38

Incorporation, 159-172, 236, 243, 263,
0T, 302
Indip, gilde of, 2
- Ingham, Sie Olver de, 177
. Tnns of Canrt, 33, 217, 277
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Trish Sociely, the, 240, 303, 312
Tsabella, Queen, 39, 270
Italian merchants, §6, 129, 222
taly, gilds of, 1

Tter of 1321..44

James 1., 198-200, 212, 240, 277, 300~
17
]’ngn.n, gilds of, 11
Jews, 55, 64
TJoint-stock, 302-305, 354356, 365
}oues, Inigo, 277
onson, Ben, 199, 277, 324
mdan, Thomas, 289
_J[oumeymcn, 224229, 231, 265, 266,

344-351
TJubilee Book, 133, 143, 151
Fudreia civitalis Londonie, 16

Kenninglon Palace, 180
Killigrew, Lady, 309, 330
Ellvert, the patentee, 323-326
Kingston, William de, 204
Kymer, Gilbert, 173

Lag-halmote, 31

Lane, Edward, 295

Leadenhall, 178

Leather trades, 247, 252~254

T.egal nid, 121

Leman, Sir John, 282~284

Liberties within the city, 42

Lichts, altar, 117

Litburee, John, 336-338

Lime Street, 165

Lincoln, 43, 94

Liveries, 25, 7z, 102, 103, 123, 125,
166, 189-192

Livery, the, 166, 217, 220, 223, 224,
226, 250

Loans to city, 240

Laans lo members, 121

London ; Charches of—
All Hallows, Barking, 367
Al Hallaws, Brend Street, 107, 183,

204,
Al Iiaﬂggn the Great (Fay.), 132,

68
A& Hallows, Honey Lane, 101
All Hallgws the Less, 100
All Hallows, London Wall, 10},
116, 119, 121, 122, 367
All Hallows, Stalning, 208, 368
St, Alhans', Woerdt Street, 1ot
8t Andrew, Molborn, 249, j
5 Andeow, Huhberd, 1o, 308

OF LONDON

" London : Churches of (continued)—

St. Anthony (Antholin), 368

St. Augustine, Paul's Gate, 119, 360

St. Bartholomew the Less, 101

St, Benet Fink, 49

St. Benet, Giacechmch, 368

St. Benet, Sherehog, 111

St. Botolph, Aldersgate, 121-123,
201, 369

St. Botolph, Aldgale, 249, %67

St, Botolph, Billingsgate, 368

St. Botolph, Bishopsgate, 367

St, Bride, Fleet gtreet, 100, I25,

370

St. Christopher, Stocks, 367

St, Clement's Danes, E,, 249

St, Dunstan in the East, 119, 201,
213, 367

St. Dunslan in the West, 370

St, Edmund the King, 182

St. George, 101

St, Giles, Cripplegate, 95, 10%, 116,
121, 200, 369

St. Giles 1n the Fields, 249, 295

St Helen, 100

St. 6]813.1:1:5, Garlickhithe, 101, 122,

St.3 John the Evangelist, 369

St, John, Walbrook, 204, 368

St, John Zachary, 100, 175, 204

St. Katherine, Colman, 367

St Katherine, Cree, 367

St. Lawrence, Jewry, 107, 118, 368

St. Lawrence, Poultnay, 112, 130

St. Leonard, Eastcheap, 363

St. Magnus, 95, 100, I16, 122, I23,
124, 201, 368

St, Margaret, Lothbury, 229

St. Margaret, Patiins, 101

St Marlin’s in the Fields, 249, 250

St, Martin’s le Grand, 53, 54. 100,

245

St. Martin, Ludgate, 369

St. Martm Orgar, 111, 112

St, Martin, Pomery, 368

St, Martin, Vintry, 100, 184, 204

St, Mary, Abchurch, 196, 368

St, Mary Axe, 106, 184

St, Mary, Bow, mé, 368

St. Mu‘yﬁ, Cole¢hurch, 50, 114, 124,
201, 3

St. Mary, Coneyhoop, 368

St. Mary at I‘I.l]i 361

St. Mary, Mounthaunt, ¥1x

St. Maory, Somerset, 100

Bt. Mary, Staining, 134
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London : Churches of (consinmed)—
St. Mary, Woolnoth, 111, 36
St. Maiy, Woolchurch, 368
St. Mary Magdalen, Old Fish Street,

370 )
St. Malthew, Friday Street, 203,
204, 369
St. Michael, Bassishaw, 369
St. Michael, Cornhill, 1o, 204, 367
St. Michacl,Crooked Lane, 112, 113,

183

St. Michael, Taternoster Royal, 113,
184

St, Michael, Queenhithe, 101

St. Michzel le Quern, 369

St. Mildred, Bread Street,

St. Mildred, Poultry, 180, 368

5L Nicholas, Acon (Hacoun), 44

§t. Nicholas, Cole Abbey, 100, 184

St, Nicholas, Olave, 100

St. Olave, Silver Street, o1, 184

St. Dwen, 116, 369

§t, Paul’s, 117, 124, 128, 125, 168,
!Fn 203, 205, 249, 295, 309

St. Peter, Cornhill, 204, 367

8t. Peler, Wood Street, 100

St. Sepulchre, 117, 119, 123, 370

St, Stephen, Coleman Street, 213,

69
St?StePhen, ‘Walbrook, 34
St. Swithin, London Stone, 184
St, Thomas’ Apostles, 368
St. Thomas on the Bridge, 115
St. Vedast, 73, 203, 369
London : Crafts, Companies of—
Apothecaries, 263, 352, 309, 344,
372
Arrgourers, 50, 88, 144, 160163,
168, 181, 1394, 227, 254, 266, 370,

72

Bﬂiel’sn 31 365"375 59, 65, 73, 9%
135 148, 163, 171, 181, 235, 236,
262-264, 344, 370, 371, 37

Barbers, 51, 107, 163, 181, 1
344, 371

Bnrgt*.‘:iurgeons, 168, 180, 221, 222,
227-230, 373

Baskatmakers, 237, 363 379, 373

Beaders, 83

Beaver makers, 320

Bell-founders, 163

Blacksmiths, 88, 107, 168, 225, 228,
244, 262, 263, 371, 373

Bladesmiths or makers, 73, 87, o1,
116, 168, 171

Baoksellers, 259

s 240,

| London: Crafts, Companies of (con-

B fmllld);-s

owyers, 88, 171, 302, 370, 371

Bo:;ynnkem. 26% 302, 370, 371, 374

Braelars, 88, 97

Brazieis, 165, 168, 371, 372

Brewers, 63, 88, 107, 148, 160, 181,
188-190, 194, 19§, 225, 232-233,
240-242, 264-266, 207, 336, 344,
375, 374

%nﬂclayeli. 266, 310, %4‘:1 363, 384
roderers, 220, 244, 265, 371,

Burrellers, 73, 106 S 37t 314

Butchers, 48, 59, 73 77 134, 169,
181, 184, 235, 230, 244, 302, 344s
371, 374, 375

Buttonmakers, 330

Cnppers, 68, 83, 168, 2

Ca?gmnket‘i, Bg: 144: 3;2

Carmen, 302, 354-365, 375

Carpenters, 163, 18, 218, 227, 241~
244, 263. 266, 269, 341, 370, 371,

37

Chu.usdlers. 118, 184, 323

Clockmakers, 263-265, 339, 341,
347, 370, 375

Clothwork'ers, 48, 55, 50, 138, 168,
198, 213, 222-229, 231, 253-256,
290, 201, 207, 302, 314, 336, 339,

349, 37
Cloth;vorlfers, artisan, 260, 308, 310,

312

Conchmakeis, 243, 266, 349, 375

Cobblers, 252

Combmakers, 302, 341

Cooks, 88, 163, 181, 235, 264, 34,
370, 376

Coos;;ers, 88, 163, 181, 240-243, 250,
262, 266, 371, 376

Cordwainers, 39, 77, 82-85, 91, 95,
107, 133 [44, 151, 156, 160, 161,
181, 134, 235, 228, 243, 250, 252,
253, 262~264, 354, 37X, 376

Cotelers, 181

Cotterers, 33, 83, 370

Curriers, 87, 107, 144, 169, 184, 220,
252, 25%: 264, 302, 344, 354 370,

I
CEZers,s 7:, 736 8, 87—2;, 107, 161~
’?‘{' ;53— o 243, 262, 344 370
Diskllen i%. 297, 102
D e T T a1
102
Yo, 1ad, 106-168, 108, 178, 104
195, 196, 204, 206, 207, 211, 213,



392 THE GILDS
London - Crafts, Companies of (cox
linued)—

227, 238, 239, 254, 269, 270, 282,
288, 291, 297, 370, 371
Drummakets, 2!
Dyers, 68, 8y, 144, 163, 181, 184,
242, 262-264, 310, 314, 370, 371,

7
Dyagts, artisan, 309, 310, 312
Embroiderers, 264-266, 315
Fanmakers, 243, 377
Farners, 88, 189, 377
Fellowship Porters, 3, 302, 352, 354~

§65. 377

Feltmnakers, 189, 237, 243-246, 254~
236, 263-265, 297, 304, 305, 399,
310, 320, 336; 341, 347, 350, 351,

377

Iwhmongues, 3, 20, 3T, 3746, 59,
65, 71, Zzl y75-81, 93‘985: 102, 112,
115, 128, 133, 134, I35, 145-147,
1546, 160, 181~184, 2135, 227, 235,
241, 260, 261, 270, 282, 283, 370,
375, 377

Fletchers, 88, 239, 370, 371, 377-378

Tounders, 88, 171, 181, 226-229,
337, 303, 330, 340, 341, 378

Freemasons, 341

Fruiterers, 302, 378

Fullers, 87, 88, 144, 163, 168, 184,
254, 255 2;01 n

Furlnshers,

Fusters, 85, 88

Galochemakers, 181, 371

Garblers, 297

Gudlers, 74, 7%, 70, 82, Yoy, 144,
136, 168, 181~184, 187, 262, 263,

370, 371

Goldsmths, 48, 84, 57. 59y 742 75,
77‘813 92, 95 961 133, ‘381 145,
156-160, 178, 1’79, 192, 194, 200,
201, 207, 226, 254, 263, 270-274,
282, 291, 309, 315-317, 339, 342,
37% 371, 379

Glass-sallers, 243, 378

Glaners, 18:.8265-164, 266, 30z,
34%, 371,

Gluv;ts, 5:,3%7, B8, 107, 108, 166~
168, 243-246, 2532857, 263, 497,
399: 330, 3%% 373, 378, 379

Wm.mmmmn%
103105, 133, 138, 169, xz%rwr
Y00-192, 304, £13, 248, 236, 238,
#30, 41, 242, 203, a71278, 279,

160, 370, 315
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unved)—

ITaberdashers, 83, 133, 144, 160~
162, 168, 181, 184, 227, 231, 242,
254-257, 263, 291, 297, 304-309,
320, 370, 371, 379

Hackney-coachmen, 302, 331~333

Hatband-makers, 341

Ilatters, 88, 89, 168, 370

Heaumers, 91

Horners, 88, 144, 163, 262, 302,
354, 370, 379, 380

Iloise-aubbers, 336

Ilosiers, 88, 114

Hotpressers, 266

ITwmers, 171, 371

Innhaldets, 163, 315, 344, 3?, 380

Ironmongers, 68, 77, 138, 181, 204,
214, 227, 228, 239, 240, 241, 263,
281, 288, 308, 380

Jewcllers, 48, 370

Jomers, 73, 85-87, 220, 244, 250,
265, 260, 341, 370, 371, 38a

Labowmers, 172

Leathersellers, 55, 87, 88, 160, 166-
168, 178, 22§-227, 231, 243, 254~
257, 258, 203, 297-299, 399 336,
370, 371, 380

L«;rg;ners. 73; 85-87, 144, 171y 370,

Masons, 171, 2§4, 344, 363, 371, 380

Mercers, 54, 58, 59, 74 75, 77: 78,
9o, 95, 102-104, 112, 133, I3S,
144, 159, 6o, 178, 210, 239: 271,
307, 370, 371, 380

Merchant Adventurers, 312, 314

Merchant Tailars. Sz Tailors

Metalworkers, 88

Musicians (City Musnck), 163, 237
290, 302, 381

Nauulers, go8

Needlemakers, 347, 381

Panters, 73, 85-88, 96, Io%, 1y1,
246, 262-266, 341, 354y 371, 381

Pamter-Stamers, 168, 311, 371, 381

Parish Clerks, 161-x63, 181, 210, 381

Pastelers, 171, 371

Taviors, 237, 342, 363, 382

Pepperers, 58, 75, &1, Y03

Pewlereis, 88, go, 107, 163-166, 17Y,
186, 180, 212, 222, 223, 226~228,
;g: zgg. a;g. g 4 302, 308, 335,

s 370, [

nm:ters:.5 88, :144, 163, 168, 186, 187,
200, 243, 353, 244> 263y 306, 315~
3% 325, 331, 370
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London: Crafts, Companies of (cox-

tinnedy—

Plasterers, 163, 266, 310, 341, 363,
370, 382

Playing-card makers, 327, 331, 382

Plumbers, 88, 237, 244, 266, 30z,
344, 370, 371

Poinlmakers, 181, 370

Porters (Street or Ticket), 359, 360

Porters éFellowship), 3 302, 352,
354-305, 377

Porters, "ga.j:le House, 360

Potters (brass), 74, 370

Pouchmakers, 87, 88, 107, 166

Pouéterq, 163, 244, 370, 371, 382,

383

Printers, 253-258, 260, 309, 333

Pursers, 8y, 88, g2, 166-168

Rectors, 100

Saddlers, §3, 54, 73-75, 77, 82-8y,
95-97, 133, 156-150, 171, 181, 214,
224, 236, 242, 205, 339, 344, 345,

70, 371, 383

Salteis, 55, 83, 07, 183, 193, 204,
211, 323, 371, 383

Sawyers, 363

Scriveners, B8, 144, 237, 240, 302,

41, 383

Sh'gugmen, 87, 88, 144, 168, 184, 218,
220, 254, 255, 370, 371

Shenthers, 73, §7, %s

Shipwrights, 302, 317, 333, 383

Silkmen, 302, 317

Silkthrowers, 264, 302

Sldnners, 54, 58, 73-75, 77-81, 87,
95, 105, 106, I34, 138, 158, 159,
177, 181, 204, 237, 253 254, 207,
271-276, 290, 297, 370, 371, 383

Skinners (Artisan), 263, 3

Smiths, 144, 181, 266, 308, 348, 371

Soapmakers, 302, 321~323, 377

Spectacle-makers, 243, 302, 383

Spurriers, 88, 168, 370, 37T

Starchmakers, 263, 302, 309

Stationers, 219, 242, 243, 254, 255,
258, 259, 260-262, 302, 309, 335,
339 3431 344, 354 370, 383 384

Stockers, 305

Stockfishmongers, 113, 115, 183, 204

Suger-refiners, 309

Surgeons, £8, 173

Surgeons (Barber-), 168, 189, azr,
222, 227230, 373

Tailors (Merchant), 54, 58, 59, 74,
,gl 77-81, 95, 106-108, 133, 158~
362, 168, 176-178, 188~-190, 197~
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tinned)—
200, 205-208, 213-214, 219, 224-
228, 239-241, 254, 271, 274, 275,
284-288, 290, 207, 339, 350, 381

Tallowchandlers, 163, 242, 262, 295,
310, 370, 371, 384

‘Tanners, 252, 370

Tapicers, 88, 156, 371

Taveines, 88

Tawyers, 73, 168

Tileis, 144, 169, 184, 371, 384

Tinplate-warkers, 263, 265, 348,

3
Tobaceco manufacturers, 330

Tobacco épe-mnkers, 302, 319
Tuners, 68, 237, 264-266, 302, 370,

3
Upholdeis and Upholsters, 78, 88,
;gll 2621 3961 297! 3025 3415 3711
4

Verers, 83, oy

Vintners, 58, 74, 75, 77-79, 102, 112,
118, 134, 138, 160, 181, 182, 204,
211, 214, 241, 263, 202, 295, 296,
323-327, 370, 371, 384, 385

Virginal mekers, 266

Watermen, 3, 108, 172, zgz, %oz,
311, 331~333; 352, 354365, &

ancimndlerg, ’885, 16%. 244: 3750,
371, 385

Weavers, 3, 29, 43-47, 73, 87, 93,
94 107, 130, 134, I39-140, 143,
17;3 226, 243-240, 250, 204, 2865'
336, 339, 343, 344, 370, 371, 355

Weavers (bIomuby B8 04, 138, 140

Wheelwrights, 348, 351, 335

Whittawyers, 51, 68, 87, 83, 97, 107,
166, 370

Wiredrwers, 144, 370

Wuedmwsers (Gold and Silver), 263,

328, 379

W??g;mker's, 266

Wiresellers or mongess, 168, 171,
18y, 371

Woadmongers, 356, 357, 371, 385

Woglmongers. 58, 74, 75 77 3N

Ye%nslen officers, 173-175

Londan, Fraternities of -
All Hallows in All Hallows, London

Wall, 367

All Hallows in Al} Hollows, Stain.
ing, 368

All Souls in St, Paul’s, 117, 369
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Y.ondon ¢ Fraternities of (consinned)—

Aimourers, 162, 181

Barbers, 107

Dlacksmiths, 107

Brewers, 107, 181

Barrellers, 105

Carmen, 355

Cordwainers, 107

Corpus Chiigti in All Hallows
{Salters), Bread Steel, 204, 369

Corpus Christi in St, Mary, Coney-
hoop, 368

Corpus Christi in  St, Mildred,
Poultry, 368

Corpus Christi (Skinners), 58, 106,
159

Drapers, 107, 200

Fesie du Pui, the, o8

Fishmongers, 204

Girdlers, 107, 131

Glovers, 107

Goldsmiths, 54, 159, 194, 203, 270

Grocers, 58, 103, 213, 271

Hoberdashers, 162

Holy Cross in 8t. Lawrence, Jewry,
118, 368

Holy Cross in St. Vedast, 369

Holy Trinity in St. Botolph, Alders-
gate, 119, 369

Holy Trinity in St. Botolph, Ald-
gate, 367

HulﬁysTrimty in St. Mary, Abchurch,

Hgly Trinity in St. Stephen, Cole-
man Street, 119, 369
goly Tﬁnil:y of Lagourers, 358
arcery, the, 54, 58, 103, 159, 271
Pn:ishr{llc:ks,sglo, 268 % 15% 21
Pepperers, g8
Pewterers, 107, 165
Rectors, ror
Resurrection, the, 369
S¢, Anne in St. Antholin, 368
St. ngnne fn St. Lawrence, Jewry,

S:-3 Anne in St. Michael, Cornhill,

St. Anne in St, Owen, Newgate, 360
St, Anthony (Pepperers, Grocers),

98, 103, 'lign 204
St. Austin in 5t, Angustine, 119, 360
8t Barbera in S Katherine by the

Tower, 35%
, St Bede In 81, Brides, “f’ o
Sms g’hﬁstophu fn 8t Christopher,
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London : Fraleinities of (conmtinued)—

5t. Christopher (Waterbearers), 108,

203

St, Dunstan in St Dunstan, Fleet
Street, 370

St. Dunstan (Goldsmiths), 54, 139,
179, 194, 203, 270

St. Eligius in St. Thomas, 368

St. Elay in St. Giles, 369

St. Eloy (Blacksmuths), 1oy ‘

St. Erkenwald in St, Pauls, 360

SS. Fabian and Scbastian, St, Bo-
tolph, Aldersgate, 121, 123, 124,
201

St. George in St, Giles, 369

St, George (Aimoureis), 163

St. Giles in St. Giles, 116, 121, 201,

369
St, élildn in St. Michnel le Quern,

309

St. James in St. James, Gailickhithe,
122, 368

St. John Beptist in St. Botolph,
Bishopsgate, 367

St. John Baptist (Teilors), 58, 95

St. John in St, Andrews, ilol%orn,

370
St, John in St, Giles, 369
St, John the Evangelist in St. John,
albrock, %:69
St. John the Evangelist in St, John
the Evangelist, 360
St, Katherlne in—
All Hallows, 1laywharf, 368
St, Andrew, Hubbard, 368
St. giotolph, Aldersgate, 121, 123,

399
8t, Katherine, Colman, 367
St. Katherine by the Tower, 367
St. Martin, Pomery, 368
St. é\gary, Colechurch, 122, 201,

3

St. Malthew, 204, 36

St. Paul’s, 124.04 3%

St. Sepulchre, 117, 370
8t, Katherine of Carmen, 355
St. Katherine of Haberdasheis, 162
St. Lawrence (Girdlers), 107
St. Luke (Painters), g6
St. Mary in—

All Hallows, London Wall, 119,

121, 1322, 367
Carmelites, gne, 124
gnﬂ )s 95

9
t. Benet, Gracechurch Street, 368
&t, Botolph, Billingsgate, 368
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London : Traternities of (continnedy—
St. Mary in—
St. Botolph, Bishopsgute, 367
St, Bride, 370
St. Dunstan in the East, 201, 367
St. Giles, 369
St. Xatherine, Cree, 367
St, Leonard, Eastcheap, 368
St, Martin, Ludgate, 369
St. Mary, Bow, 368
St. Mary, Woolchurch, 368
St. Mary, Woolnath, 368
St. Matthew, 369
St, Michzel, Bassishaw, 369
St. Nicholas in All Hallows, Bark.

ing, 367

St. Nicholas in St. Stephen, Cole-
man Street, 369

St, Osythe in St. Andrew, Holborn,

370
St. é’eter in St. Peter, Cornhill, 204,
7
St? Stephen in St. Sepulchre, 123,

370
Saddlers, 54, 159, 181, 214
Salters, 183, 204
“ Salve Regina ” in S5t. Magnus, gs,
113, 116, 122, 123, 201, 368
Skinners, 54, 95, 105, 159, 204, 271
Tailors, 54, 58, 158, 205, 271
Vintners, 182, 204, 214
‘Waterbearers, 108
‘Weavers, 107, X139
‘Whittawyers, 107
Veoman of the Chambet, 174

London, Hospitals
Houses of—

Austin Friars, 108, 150, 165, 174, 173

Dinckfriars (Friars Preachers), rzr,

and Religious

22
Cam;jelites (White Friars), 124, 150
Charterhouse, 154
Christ's Hospital, 336, 357
Elsing Spital, 187, 203, 20§
1Ioly Trinity Priory, 24, 27, 117, 24,
Our Lady of Rounceval, Hospital of,

zoi
Our Leady near the Tower, Monastery

of, 10151

St. Bartholomew Priory, 207

5t Glles in the Fields, 249, 205

St, Helen's Priory, 173, 198

St, James Hospital, 187, 203

8t. John's Priory, élerkehwell, 194,
196, 205, 24%, 249
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London: Hospitals mnd Religions
Ilouses of (continued)—
St. Katherine by the Tower, 244~
St. Martin's le Grand
» Martin's le Gran 100,
St. Mary Belhlehcm: %'ospitalngf,
St Mam ©
St. Mary Overy, 196
St, Mary Spital, 106
St. Thomas, Acon, 1%8, 196

Londonderry, 241

Long Parliament, 320-340
Lord Mayor. Se¢ Muyor
Loid Mayor's Show, 267 ef sz,
Lovekin, John, 113, 183, 284
Luchaire, M., 42

Lydgate, 271, 285

Liyons, Richard, 130

Macaulay, Lord, 241

Machyn's diary, 274

Maitland, Professor, 26

Mansell, Robert, 308

Marching watch, 268, 269

Matshalsen, 134~137, 142

Masses for the dead. Se Chantries,
Obits

Masterpiece, the, 264, 347, 348

Masters of companies, 217

May day, 267

Mayor of London, 48, 47, 228, 231~
242, 267-292, 310

Mercantilism, 163, 292, 306, 307

Mercers, 54, 58, 74, 77, 79, 103

Merchant companies, 301, 312

Mermaid Tavem, 193

Merrivale, Richard, 182

Middlemen, 73, 87, 90, 251, 253255,

04, 305, 313

M?ddletuns, Hugh, 248, 303

Middleton, Sir Thomas, 278

Middleton, Thomas, 278

Midsammer watch, 218, 267-270

Miracle plays, 268

Mistery, the, 52, 62—

Mitre, the, in Ci:eap, 164

Mouapolies, 251, 293-328

Monpesson, Sic Giles, 317

Montfort, Simon de, §9, 63, 64

More, John, 144, 147, 151

Morris dances, 209

Munday, Anthony, 279~28¢

Municipalily, development of, 7~1a

Naseby, 339
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Neville fanuly, 163, 178
New model army, 338
Norbury, Richard, 144, 151
Norman, John, 273
Northernplon, 141
Northawpton, Earl of, 307
Northampton, John of!, 132-156
Northumbeiland Ilouse, 136
Nottingham, 43

Obits, 203

Oﬂicisnl, Jurisdiction of the, 93, 102,
108 ¢

Orange gang, the, 361

Ordinary, the, 136

Orgar family, 112

Oxford, 43

Packer, the, 360

Taris, 31, 33, 35, 61, 258

Parish clerks, 101

Parish gilds, 25, 114, 129, 201

Parliament, 130, 136, 137, 140, 142,
146, 151, 16f, 250-252, 3LI, 317,
331, 323, 335 353

Patentees, 256259, 293328

Peche, John, 130

Peele, George, 276

Percy, Earl, 135

Peter of Colechurch, 31

Thilipot, John, 134, 137

Fiecewark rates,

Pipe roll, 36, 4

Pope's ¥ead, the, 165

Porters’ Fellowship, 3

Portsoken, 26, 27y 244

Poultney, Six John, 112

TPraefectus of cities, 30

Precepts, mayor's, 237241

I‘nnmég, 246, 258-261, 333, 349, 343

Privy Coanatl, 256, 299, 303, 309-315,

Praotpiecs, a4, 347, 143
P ]
Puritanism, 336-340

uarternge, 119, 133, 221

uarterly meetinge, 123, %21

usenhithe, 147

o Watmnto, 351
Reetors, confederation of, 100-102
gemmm, Rither de, 68
xtion, lthh:,' ﬂcg.-nm, 230, 267

Rensiseg b
Rhelms, m of, 17

OF LONDON

Richard II., 12%, 148, 154, 169, 171,
:IZG’ 270, 283

Richard IlI., 176

Rokesley, Giegory, 56, 57

Roman Empure, 5, 6, 10

Roman gilds, 1o, 352

Ropery, 10}

Rouen, 45, 246

Round, Dr,, 43

Rowe, Sir Thomas, 275 "

Russia, 7

Salutation, the, 635

gan FMEEISCO,GChinESE gilds in, 2
avoy, the, 136, 143, 253

Schoffen, 66

Schulthess, 30

Segrave, Sir Nicholas de, 148

Serpeant’s feast, 196

Servin, gilds of, 3

Serving men, 224, 225

Sharpe, Dr.,, 127

Shenffs, the, 31-36, 56, 57, 174

Shoreditch, 245, zgs

Shuldham, Guy, 132

Sibille, Walter, 137, 143, 147

Sick membets, provision for, 121

Sidoey, Sir Philtp, 281, 285

Sulkworms, 312

Skinners’ Wells, 268

Smithfield, 257, 268

Soap monopoly, 320

Somerset, Protector, 241

Somerset, Robert Carr, Ear] of, 278

Soper Lane, go, 104, 279, 360

Southampton, 141

Southwark, 45, 134, 135, 1435 244~
250, 336, 356

Spitalfields, 246

Spital sermons, 247

Stable, Adam, 136

Star Chamber, 250, 253, 321, 323; 333,

8, 35
Stgtae, function of the, 6, 9, 13
Steelyard, the, 138
Stepney, 73, 24
Stuling, Eerl of, 320
Stacks market, go, 268
Strafford, Earl of, 323
Strand, 246
Stratford, {3
Street or ticket porters, 359
Stubbs, Bishop, 111
Subsidy, roll of, 1319,.75
Submebs of London, 244-246
Switzerland, gilds of, ¥
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Tackle-house porters, 360

Tepestry, 179

Tatham, John, 289

Taylgr, the water poet, 311, 331, 332,

33
Temple Bat, 248, 250
Thenes, gild of, 26
Theatres of London, 311
Theodred, Bishop, 22
Thomas & Becket, 50
Thunresfeld, Witan of, 20
Tintagel Castle, 15t
Tower IIil], 248
Tower Dock, 357
Trade Unions; 350, 355, 364
Trainbands, city, 240
"Troynovant, 285
Turgot, 1
Turkey, pilds of, 3
Twelve Greater Companies, 76, 168
Tyler, Wat, 232

Ulster, plantation of, 240, 303
Unlversities, 23, 173, 217

Veslments, 123

Villiers family, 316

Virginia Company, 301
Virginia, culonization of, 303

397

Waleys, Hemy le, 56, 57

Walworth, Sir William, 113, 137, 141,
142, 183, 283, 284

Wardens of companies, 89, 122, 217

Wedmoot inquest, 30, 181

‘Waltch, 238

Webb, William, 276

Webster, John, 284

Westminster, 244250, 253, 272, 273,
2

Weston, Lord Treasurer, 324

White, Sir Thomas, 287

‘Whitechapel, 246, 295

Whuttington, Richard, 113, 235

Winchester, 43

Windsor, 331, 353

Winwood, Secretary, 315

Witanagemot, 20-22

Wolle, John, 260, 261

Wood Street, 86

Wryclifle, 81, 128, 135, 137

Yeomanry in London companics, 25,
166, 223-231, 250, 255, 256, 308,
342, 343, 350

Ycomen of the Chamber, 174

York, 43

Zunfte, 16
Zunftrwang, 71
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Second Ediljon, Cr, Bvo, &s.

A BOOK OF DEVON. Ilustrated. Third
Editiom. Cr. 8va, ba

Baring-Gould (s b] nnd She‘{)ﬂard (H
Fleetwood).
COQUNTRY SONG Engllsh Folk Sonnq

wuh thelr Traditional Melodies. Demny 40.

SONGS OF THE WEST: Folk Songs of
Devon and Carnwall, Collected from the
Mouths of the People. New and Revined
Edirion, under the musical editorship of
Cecit. |+ SHARP. Largs Tmperivi 8vo.
55 nak

Sark E.). THE POLITICAL

'1HOUG T OF PLATO AND ARIS-
TOTLE. Demy 8po, 101 64, set.

tabla (C. B\). THE COMMERCE
B ons.)zw Editizh, Cre Buo,

Mustrated.

Benkfnrd (Pater), THOUGHTS ON
HUNTING. Edi J. Oruo Pacrr.
Ilustrated, Third Edition. Dewny Buva. G5,

Bel]oq (H‘z. PARIS. sl:lﬂustr;ted Second

HILLS Y EIL THE SEA. Fewrtk Edition,

of foTRIfG aND KINDRED SUS-
& CT8, Third Edition. df’

ON EVERYTHING, Tkird Edition, Fmp.

ox sofmmmc. Swond Edition, Feap,

ﬂm YiND LAST. Sewnd Rdition.
uufm Aﬁmmn'm. Hlusrted.
g Dy Bede 145, neen

I\EES Hlpstrated, Steoad
Edlm Bunty Bro, ys. 6d, net,

% } A PRIMER OF THE
E«Wmn. Cr Boo. ax &4,
PERIOL TOROO TN Vi »
conm Bﬁ;\ hy. 5 ib.
!w. Val#ﬂu. C’r.

n:b 3:.
Benson (Arohblshﬂp). GDD‘S BCOAAD,
nd Bii¥ien.
Fm,f m ) dd'. nel,

Bieknall (Ethel E.)- PARIS AND HER
lustrated.  Feap. Bpo.
Rauml :nrmn 55, wets

Blake (Wmla.m). TLLUSTRATIONS OF

THE BOOK OF JOB. Witha Genesa! In-

uction by LAURENCk BmvvoN, Ilius-
trated, Quarts. 215 mef,

Bloemfonteln (Blshop of}. ARA CCELI:
AN Tssay Iy voricAL  Tugovoav.
Fifth Edition. Cr. Bvo, ﬁ:.ﬁd.nd.

FALTH AND EXPERIGNCE.  Second
Edstion, Cr. Qva, 3n &2 el

Bowdon (E. M.) TIIE IMITATION OF

A: Quotatlony frora Buddhist

Luemure for each Day in the Year, SizzA
Ldition, Cr, 16mio, 25, G

Brabunt (F, §.). RAMDLESIN BUSSEX,
Nlustrated.  Cr. Byo. 63,

Bradlei(A @.), ROUND ARQUT WILT-
"iI-Il Tllustrated. Second Edition, Cr.

THE ROMANCE OF NORTHUMBER:
LAND, ustrated. Second Edition. Demy
Bua, ys. 6d. nat.

Brald (James), ADVANCED GOLF.
ustrated, Sezenik Edition. Demy Boe,
108 8, 3¢l

Brodriek (Mary) and Morton (A, An
sun). ( %n CISE DIC'HONARY OF
OLOGY, A Hand-
Sh\denu and Traveliers. Iflus-
trated, Cr. 8o, 3s 6d.

Browning _(Robert).
Edned with an ln uction, Notes, and
Dibliography by MaRGareT L. Lee and
Krmumzl?n ocoek.  Frap.bve, 3% 6d.

PARACELSUS,

Buu ton M., EAGER HEART: A
" uu:MMynyery-Plny. Tenth Edition.
C‘r. Boa. a5, w2,

GOD mn ounsnmmns
Bull (sz) oo

102, ,'-

bel THE POEMS AND
B%?I#G(bm nﬁ"&a by ARDREW LAnG and
CRAJGIE. Partnit,  Thivd

Edilion. Wide Demy oo, Gs.

n (W, T, THE LIFE OF
%ST&CEA. }uummd Cr ro. 6s,

THE BRENCH
P, T
I LR 'mzs”fmi smcmi oF

l.l
c. Hn B nam
mnd 8. C I.ouu Thrar
V wfm. Dr:’vl?lzv. X8 wed,
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Geln,no (Brother Thomas of) 1HE

OF § FRANCIb OF ASS!SL

Transla.ted by A. G. Frievxrs Howsrl.
With a Frontispieca, Cr, 8wo 35 et

LAWN

h Mrs. bert).
€ lmbefs W% Tamhect 1llustrated.

TENNIS FOR LADIES.
Cr.Bya, ar. 6d uet,

*Chegsar, (Ellzs.beth Sloan), _ PER-
FECI HEALLH FOR WOMEN AND
CHILDREN. Cr. Bvo. 35,64 nef

Chesterfield (Lord), THE LLTTLRS OF
1HE RARL O} CHESIERFILLD 10
HIS SON, Edited, with an Iniraduction by
C. STRACHRY, and Notes by A. CALrurop,
Yo Volumes. Cr. Bvo. 1as,

Chesterton (G K ). CHARLES DICKENS,
g:luh two Povtmtl n Phomgrnwre. Seventh
ilifson.

e e consmmzn. Suxth
deﬁm. Vo
TREMENDOU *FRIFLES.  Fowrdh
Ldition.
ALARIEE AFND { BiscURSIONS. Sucend
J1 (777 W
TR AT TAD “OF " 'THE WHILE

HORSE, Third Edition. Feap. Buo g5,
*1YPES OF MEN. Feap, Bwo, s¢

m;usel;rsﬁeorge). SIX LECTURES ON
Illus!n.te:l Thmibddmn.

_u"? A0 IDEALS T4 ART. Bight
res dalivered to the Students of the
I.Awdunyof Aris, Hlustrited. Second
E ttans, Large PostBvo, sb nel,
cmtton-Broek %ﬁ SHELLE\' THE
ET,  Ilustrated,
Dm_v!w. 1-! W-mi.

Cobb (W, F.). THE BOOK OF PSALMS.
“’i"kﬁ’ Inéroduction and Noter, Dency 8zo.

Gqud (Eouph). THE MIRROR QF
lfxm'.!dtm €7, Boa ﬁr.

:ptﬂ?nﬂﬂ% Ex’swgi‘é% e | D

’ﬂom(ﬂ.}- ALPIN'E FLORA. Trans-

ﬁuﬂm d%ﬁ E W Cuwwmn.

8w 364 et

% )Mtim.ucnn AND ms
&vmum TUE EG'EHBL

b5 B . Do

ov. 5l

iy "

Cox {J. C.).» RAMDLES IN SURREY,
Second Edetion Cr.8vo 6s.

Crowlay BalEh H.). THE HYGIENE
Or SCHOOL LIFE, llustrated Cr.
Bvo. 3s. 6d. nat.

Davis (H. W. C.),
11IE NORMANS AND ANGEVINS;

ENGLAND UNDER

zobb~taya  Third Editon.  Demy [
108, 64, 7et.
Da.wba.rn (Cha.rlas) FRANCE AND
FRENCH lllustrated. Demy Svo,
u: ﬁd nel.
Dearmer (Mahel) A CHILD'S LIFE
oF (E:I ISI. Illustrated. Zarge Cr.
8w, O

Deffand (Madame du). LETTRES DE
MADAME DU DEFFAND X IQRACE
WALPOLI. Edited, with Introduction,
Notes, and Index, by Mrs Packt Tovnupe'
In Thge Votymes, Demy Buo, L3 3¢ nel.

chkinson (G. L.). THE GREEK VIEW
LIFE. Seventh Editian, Crown Byo.
n.r. 64' ned,

Ditehfield (P, H.) THE PARL
J) l].‘. g Ilh\!trgtgd. Thivd E,z,;,?,f
eniy

THE OLD-T;ME PARSON’ !Ilusu-lted
Second Edition. Dem g 2, 75,

*THE OLD ENGLISH COUNTRY
SQUIRILL, IMustrated. Dessy 8vo. 105, 6,

mi
Dltehﬂeld (P. H, lnd Roe 3
G EN D, Thu(BQo?:db)y

P. H- Dltchlield. Illu!l’rat:d Freo Rog,
Second Edilion. Wide Desny Buo. 188, ek,

DDI:IIIBB (Hu| fh A,), VENICE ONFQOOT.
nnerary of the Grand Canal
Illustﬂted. Secand  E) Round

BW
VEN'!LE HEE TREASURES.
Illustmt:d. .Emd corners.  Feap. Svo,
BOOK. Cr. Bvs 6.

D%ﬂken]g..
R, SERMONS ON

i3 CONNECTED WITH THE
'iD TESTAMENT. Cr. 8wo. 6,

Dunpas (Alaxandre), THE CRIM.

g RPN DTHTRE. ot

an  Introducsion hi’ R 8. Ganrmrrr

T!I}Imtmeda gmnd an- Algi" By, %.r
OTHERS. luu'mnd Cr

THE CRIMES OF THE MAR
TE BMNVILLIERS AND DT%UEE

L o'ﬁ“"‘m.n .acm AND

FURTHER STUDIES IN

2k A e A L e Peebit

Ty R R e
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MY MEMOIRS. Translated by E. M
WauLgr. With an Introduciion by ANprREW
Lanag  With Frontispiecesin Phologravure
Inulx Volunies. Cr. Bzo, & rach volume.

Vui. L rBos-1821. Yor. 1V, 18301831
Vor 1L 1822-1825. VUL V. 18311832,
Viu J1L 1826-1830 VoL VI. 1832-1B33.

MY PELS Nedly translated by A R.

AvtavsoN.  llostrated,  Cr. 8w, 6s,

Duncan (F. M.), QUR INSECT
FRILND3 AND FOES, Illustrated.
Cr, Buo, G

Dunn: Pattlson (R, P.), NADTOLEON'S
MARSILALY  Dlisrated,  Demy  Bew.
Secoud Lditlan. vas (il nel,

TIIE BLACK PRINCE, ustrated.

Second Edetion, Denty 8o, 95, bd. net.

Durlw.m (The Earl of), THE REIORT
DA With an Intoductery
N\\I.e Drmy Buo. 48, 64 net.

Dutt (W, A,). TIIE NORFOLK DROADS.
Lineudted,  Secomd Edition, Cr.8va. Gs.

Egerton (H. E). A SHQORT HISTORY
OF LRITISH COLONIAL ROLICY.
1hirid Fditron.  Denty Bgo, 31, Gd. med.

Evans (Herbert A,). CASTLES OF
ENGLAND AND WALES, Ilustrated.
Denty Byo, 129, 64, n2i,

Exeter (Bishopof) REGNUM DEIXL
(I‘he Bampton Lectures of xgo1.) A Cheapar
Edition. Demy 8wo. 73 6d.

N
Ewald (Canrl). MY LITTLR BOY.
Tranylal ALxXANDER TEIXSIRA DE

Marres. Ulusirated. Fegp, fvo. o

Falvbrother (W. H.. THE PFHILO.
539 n‘l F( Ta H.l GREEN. Second
Bdition. Cr.Bva, 3.

*fToulkes (Charles),
AND RIS
4fo. K338 mads
Fitth (G, ), CROMWELL'S ARMY:
A History of lhu English Soldisr during the

Civil Wars, the Commonwealth, and Ihe
Protectorate. Mustreed, Second Edition,
Cr. by Gs.

THE ARMOURER
»  Illustrated, Royal

Flaher (H.
&‘hﬂ‘m

mzt‘.'mld mgmd). THE RUBATYAT
umu. Printed fram

THE REFUBLICAN

LTI0N i‘u EUROPE. G v

thg Fll' With & Com-
and Bj he
m.! ln:mha‘ualon byi.mﬂ' - Cn e,

ﬂ - W.). ECONOMIC PRINCIPLES,
wlx) 75, &d, wek

Fm:er (J F) ROUND THE WORLD
OoN HFEL. Ilustated.  Fifth
l:dflnm C‘r Buvo. 6r.

Guhan (SIr Franels). MEMORIES OF
YV LIFE, [l wated. Zhird Edition,
lery BUs, 108 Gk, wed,

Givhins (1. de B), INDUSTRY IN
ENGLAND: ILISTORICAL OUT-
LINES, Wuh Mam und I'Ians. .S‘ﬂmlM
j-.l:/nw Revited,  Lewm;

Thi, TN USTRIAL HISTORE OF
ENGLAND.  With 5 Mapa and a Flan,
Js:,; hieenth and Kevised Edstion. Cr, 8o,

]:.NGLIS]I S0CIAL REFORMERS,
Sewond Edlition. Cr Bve  as, 6.

Glhbon Edward), THE MEMOIRS 0¥
1FE QF EDWARD GlBBON.
Fdlr.ed by G, Bmkoeck Huw Cr, Iw fs,
TRHE DECLINE AND FALL OF THE
ROMAN EMPIRE. Edlled with Nutes,
Appendices, yfI B. Buwy,
Ilustrated,” Jx .i‘eum Vabunes,  Demy
8va, Zach 108, Gd, nef. Al im Seven
Volumes. Cr, Bvo, 61, each,

Glover R,). THE CONFLICT OF

xm.lmé NS IN THE EARLY ROMAN
EMPIRE. Fourth Edition. Demy Buo.

73. 64, net,
Godley (A, D,), LYRA FRIVDLA. Fovurth
lllﬂ#- Ftag [
YERSES TO %m Stmll Editicn,
Sﬁ%gND STR]NGS. Feap, Buo, a3, 6,

Gostlin, 8, THE BRETONS
s H%h‘mne ::Ea)ud Third Edition,

AUVERGNE AND 17§ PEOPLE.
teuted, Demy By, 200

aArthm') CAMBRIDGEAND ITS
Y, Thustated. Demy 8Boo, 71 6d,

Mus.
'Gr
vl:

Grahame {Kenneth)-

THE WIND IN
'I‘HE

Titustrated,  Stersh

Gr:.nge!'(lfmn HISTORICAY, SOCI-
X T or FoLirics

Cr. Boo, y.ﬁdm‘l.

(mw (Edm

lflln
Gr HK l‘.ﬁm

m- H- wel)

R). W U SEA FIGHTS
Bﬁ%&u’ﬁ:ﬂ%ﬁu(n. Dlnitrated. ;
Cr\ Bom.  Gr. wéh,

). THEGROWTH
Ljustrmted, Cy, Bno

iﬂaﬁh’ﬁ'&vﬁ xﬁﬂ‘

Sacond Edition.  Dimy bve
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"Hall \HHR e TH}% ANC[ENETH[S'IOE,IY

IEST PERLOD 1O THE PER-

SIAN INVASION OF GREECE, Ilus-
trated. Demy Buo, 155, nel,

8” A SHORT HISTORY OF
’1'Hl" ROYAL NAVY, Vol I, r217-1530,
Val, 1., 168g-18s5. Dsmy Bvo. Each
78, 6. el

lm-gar chnr]as G.) THE AUTOCAR
With Maps, n Four
Volumat. 1. 6d. ned,
Yol. L—Sourn oF Tie Liuamus.
Vol IL—Norty axp Sourn Wairs
Avp WEsT MiDLANDs.
Vol. Ill.-—lhsr ANoLtA AND EasT Min-

Cr- Bvo, Each

. Vol. IV.--TH: Nowrm or ENGLARD AND
OUTH OF SCOTLANIL

Harpls (Frank), THE WOMEN OF
SHAKESFRARE. DemyBoo. 74.0d. nel,

Hasssll (Anhurﬁ. THE LIFE OF
NAPOLEQON. lusitated, Damy fvo,
2. S el

Hendlg k 71 DARWINISM AND
RN 'SOCT

MOD ALISM. Second Bdetion,
Cr.bve. 510t

Henderson (M. _Stur a. GEORGE
MEREDlTﬂ :  Nov. 0

POET,
EFORVER. Wits 3 Foreilt, "Seed
Ea’llml. Cr. Ben. G,

Henle; é‘EV- E,). ENGLISH LYRICS:
CHA ! TO POE- Second Edition.
Cra3v0- or. 6d. nel,

Bl {Geor, Fn.nﬂs ONE HUNDRED
M A e o Sy LPEORE,
Dlustrated, Dm,vﬁm 108, &d. net,

Bina (C. Lewis]. DAYS IN CORNWALL.
in I-l!llll Thini Edition, Cr. hnA 13

Hobhyuse T}, THE THEORY OF
ENG\VLAL DGE, DemyBus. 105, 6d. nek

ohson INTERNATION.
I'EA.DE Auﬁrﬂ.u:umw orAEanga\xlé

€r, a2, fdv ne.
PROELEM [} 4 PGVERTY M! Taguimy
%?u. THY m:t:us'mn. Gunnmwl or -r&:
THE ru%nr.zu or e

D : an K
Ecqwqm Panscy. 'FyJ %‘Eﬁaﬁf

S RrREy

?ﬁ@%ﬁn "lw %

Holdsworth (IV'V 8). A HISTORY OF

ENGLISH LAW, [In Four Voluwes.
Vols. I., IL., IiI. Demy 80, Eack vos. 6d,
nel.

Holln.nd (Clive). TYROL AND ITS
EOPLE. Ilustrated. D:my 8vp. 1ov. 6d.

THE BELGIANS AT HOME. Tlustrated,
D:my 8wo, 104, 6d. net.

I’E ((E L. 8.). LORENZO THE
MA\GN FICENT ¢ AND FLORENCR 1v unR
Gm.nsuAax. Yilustrated. Second Edition.

U 158 nel
WATE’RLOO A NARRATIVE AND & CriT-
1C18M,

With Plans. Second Edition, Cr.

Byo. 51
THDE lfI'FE OF SAVONAROLA,
trated. Cr. 8vo. 5. el
Hoslo(Alex:mderl MANCHURIA. Illus-
Second

rated. Ediiion. Demy Svo. 73, 6d,
nel,

Hudson fW. H.,). A SHEPHERD'S
LIFE: ImpPressions or THE SourH WiLp-
sHirg Downs.  llustrated.  Third Edi-
ll'tm. DemyByo. 73, 64, nel.

umphreys (John H.). PROPOR

'.l‘l NAL REPRESENTATION. Cr, Swp,
58 net.

Hut hingon (Horace G.

n )

. Illustrated,
Cr. m. 6,

B‘Iltton (Edwa.rd) THE CITIES QF
.\\IN. ll ustrated. Fowrth Edition.

THE CITIES OF UMBRIA. Tllustrated.
Fourlh Edition. Cr, 8 6o
’THE CI.T[ES OF LOMBARDY. Illus-

rated. _C, fvo.
FI.OR ENCI AND NORTHERN TUS-
C NY WLTH GENOA. Tlluatrated.

econd E » Bvo,

SIENA AND SOUTHERN TUSCA'N’Y
Tlustrated, Sevowd Ei Cr, Buo,
VENI&E AND VENETIA. lllustrlled
ROME. I“ulrlwi. Third Edition. Cr.

an
CD'UNTR? WALKSABQUT FLORENCE
trnt:d. Second Edition.  Feap, Bua,

u~f' FHRNOWN TUSCANY, With Notes

}Wru.m{ Hnrwoon Illnsmlt:d- Second
dfion.

T ST % % e,
1bgan lﬂem'likl] %’RA%D A Dramatic

M o ﬂm . 'Ym ll;‘uu Wirson.
h‘l(ﬁlw R). CHRISTIAN M?ﬁTICIBM.

mmmadtﬁmmcn o,

Tllns-

THE NEW
Fourth Edjtion,
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Inngs (4, D.). A HISTORY OF THE
BRITISH lN INDIA With Maps and
Plans, Cr, 8

ENGLAND UNDLR THE TUDORS.
VWith Maps, ZTAird Edition. Demy Buo.
x0s. 6d. net,

Jnnes (Mary). » SCHOOLS QF PAINT-
Iluetrated, Second Editlon. Cr.
Bw 5. #el.

Jenks_(E.). AN OUTLINE OF ENG-
LISH LOCAL GOYERNMENT. .Smmd
Lditon. Revised by R. C. K, EN:0OR,
Cr, Byo,  as, 6d. sel.

A SHORT HISTORY OF ENGLISH LAW:
FROM THE LARLIRST 1IMES TO THE Eno

oF THE YEAR xgxz. Demy Buo, 1ar. 64,
nel.

Jernln ‘ham (Charles Edward), THE
MAX MS OF MARMADUKE, Second
Edition, Cr Bvoa 5.

Jnhnston (Sh’ H. H. ). BRITISII CEN.
CA. Illustrnted. Third
Enﬁtmn. 2o, 185
THE NEGRO 1m THE NEW WORLD.
Illustrated. Deaiy Buo. aus. net.

Jull:m a.d ) of Norwigh, REVELA-

10NS DIVINE LOVIE, Edited by

Gnau; WARRA:I:. Fovrth Edition. Cr,
oo, am 6d.

Keats (John). THE POEMS. FRdited
with Introduction and Notes by H. de
Sﬂ.l.mcoun-r With 2 Frontizpiecs in Photo-
gravure, Third Edition.  Dsmy Byo,
7+, 6. #el.

Keble (Johm), THE CHRISTIAN YEAR.
With an_Introduction and Notes
Lock. Nuswated. Zhird Edition. .lfm}
8o, 37 Gd.

empls Jrhomns i) 'rm!: IMITATION
QF From the Latin, with an
Introduction by Dean Fuwm. Huserated,
Thivd Edition, Feap, Bue, 32, 6d.

(Rdw: GUIDE TO

gt e ke 1N THE
NATIONAL " GALLERY.  lusisted
Feap, 8wo. 31 6. niel

Kiplin udyard). BARRACK-ROOM
D EAF danM)‘lewud. Hrf{rﬁﬂl
Cr. Boe. @3 Also Feap, Byo,

THE SN Seds.  motk Thourmad,
rrlthpM’ .Euwm. Cr. Boo. G Also

e e ORS Ted Thowtanmi,
Tﬂwmﬁrﬁr ONS, e 7 Hloa Fonge

DB.I-A T m'r'rms.
it 9... S Fumi

L)
Lmﬂm‘. B e

Amr N,

Lamb (Charles and Mar THE
COMPLETE WORKS. LdyltZd wnthHan
Iniroduction and Notes by E. V. Lucas, 4
New and Revised Edition in Six Volumer,
Witk Frontispiecce, Feep Buo.  ss. each,
The volumas are :(—
1. MIsCELLANZOUS PRoSE. 1. Bua anp
THE Lavr Essavs or EviA. 1. Books
FOR CHILDRRN. 1v. Pravs AND PoEms.
v. and v1. LeTTERS,

Lankester (Sh" R
AN EASY
Ldition, Cr EW

I.e Bmz #nntole). THE LAND OF
Truanslated by Francea M.
Huswrated,  Z%rd Edition.

), SCIENCE FROM
I‘ts.’ Hlustrated,  Fifeh

Gosruuo
Cr. 8m,

Loak altor). ST, PAUL, THE
MAS RBU LDER.. Third Edition.

THE BIBLE AND CHRISTIAN LIFE,
Cr, 8vo, e

Ludga (Blr Ollver), THE SUBSTANCE
ALLIED WITH SCIENCE ;
Cugchlsm for Parents nnd Teal:hun.

Lleventh Edition, C7. bu,

MAN AND THE U‘NIVERSE A S'rmn
or THE INFLUENCE OF TRE ADVANCE IN
SciEnTIFIC KNOWLEDGE UPON QUR UNDER-
STANDING _OF CHRISTLANITY, Nirnth
fd‘zlﬁm D:my 8ya. g5 el Alro Fenp,

o0 s, nel,

THE SURVIVAL OF MAN. A Steoy m
Unrgcocnisen Humay FM:HL‘!‘Y- Fiftk
Edition, Wide Crous Buo,

REASON AND BEL!EF. .F'ﬂl: Edilion,

M ODERNFROBIEMS. Cr: bvo. g5, met,

Lorimer (Goor Horgee). LETTERS
FROM A SELF-MADE MERCHANT
To HIG SON. Lllustrated. Trwndy-second
.En’u'nn. Cr, Bow, y.ﬁn‘.

ow A GoRGON CRAHAM, Tustrated.
scond Editign, Cr, 8op. €,

Lueas V.). THE LIFE OF CKARLES
LAM usfxaud. Fifik Edition. Dawy

A WANDERER IN HOLLAND, Tl
trated Tﬁnl th Edition. Cr. Bro. 6s.

A WAND ER IN LONDAON. lllu.l-
imted. fuoelfth Editlon, Cr. 8o,

A WANDER IN PARIS lllmmd.
Nm{kﬂ mon. Cr 6w, 6

Y w.u«ﬂxma’fmwmcm. Roe
i APEN BOAD: A Linle Bock for
kiganth

Wayfarey,  Eig/ Edition.  Feap,
Indin ¥, [
B e Titkatvatad i codsion, G o130 wets




8 METHUEN AND COMEANY LIMITED

THE FRIENDLY TOWN : A Little Book
far the Urbage. .i'u'ﬂ' Edition. Feap. 8vo.

Tudia Pa, hd.
FIRESIDE . A %UNSIIINE Séxth
Edition, :aj %
DMEDY.

CHARACTER AI\D Sixth
Edition, ]'mfg i\-

1HE GENTLEST A T. A Choice of
Lastters hy bt ntertmmng H.'mth Seventh

Edition. ﬂ ‘? i
THE SECOND 20S Thind Edition.

HER’INFINHE VARIETY : A FiMmviNg
PoRrralt GaLLerY, Sirlthk Edition.
Ir‘:as.Bw. 5F

GOOD COMPANY: A RAI'.I\’ or Men,
Second Lditien, Fm ig

ONE AY AND A\'OTH R, Fifth

OLD I.AMPS lﬁ)k NLw. Fourih Edition.

Lls le.R’S LU’RE AN OsLigue Nar-
RATION, Ninih Edmm. Feag. 8o, si.
OVER BEMERTON'S: Ax EASV-GOING
CusonicLs, Nindh Editlom. Feags Svs.

M?. INGLESIDE, Niuth Editizn. Fend,
o, g8,
See lso Lamb (Charles).

Lydekker (R. and Others).. REPTILES,
AM’.PHIBI.A. FISHES, AND LOW, ER
CHORDATA. Edited h{ J. C. Conving-
wam, Hinstrated. Pemey 8o, yor. 6d. net,

dekkér (R.). THE OX AND ITS
lelNDREI‘) )innsumed. Cr.tvo. Gn

é!.ord) CRITICAL AN:D
AL ESSAVS, Edited by I,
Three Volumes, C. 8o,

'HISTO
MonTatur,
x&r.

McCaba {Josephl THE RECAY QF

'I.'H.l;‘. CHUR H OF Third
THE 'ﬁ'ﬁmmssss dp ROME, 1o
wated. Demy Bor. 325, G 2el,
l!aecn.rt Desmond d R
Ay R N
mmm lllmtrated. Fourik Edition,
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N ‘URSL &‘ bﬁ Edition, Remited. Cr,
Bzo. g-l. L.

Py W. G. ¢.). THE SCIENCE OF
ﬁa{kﬂ n'iibvg: Revise d§ by A.‘mf

NANIM#J» Cr. Bva, &%, el
Fm;ﬁn ﬁ:ﬂu}. 'mrc BOOK mr 'rl-m

TURREY AND ITS
P“E 5 ﬁﬁ-ldmb EA’(HME&YD"M Breo,
135, 6

Petrle W. M. Flinders). A HISTORY
YPT. Illusirated. S Séx Volumes.

Cr nw 6s. gach.

You. I. From The Ist To THE XVITR
Dvyasty. Seventh Edition.

Vor. 11, Tueg XVilrw axp XVIlTH
DvYNASTIES, Fous tA Edition.

Vou. 1iL. XIXTH To XXX7H DyNaSTIES.

Vor. IV. Eover UNDER THE ProLemaic
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Twe Comeiete MounTamnegr. G, D,
Abmham. xsn. wedy  Second Edition,

Tux CompreTe Oamrsuay. R. C. Lehmann,
108, Od. nat,

Tug CourLrT® PuordoRAMHER.  R. Child
Baylay. ton 64 mef.  Fourth Edition.
Teae ConpreTe Ruasy FOOTRAILAR, ON THE

New Zeatanp S ?

verEst: 1), Gallabay and
W. ]. ftead. 1ov. 84, net  Second Edition,

Tuw Comeuwte Spor, G T Teasdale.
oA iy Py B e i

Tz Comprere Swiuusz, F. Sachs, 4. 6d,

[77)
*Tup Cont Vacueawan. B, Heckstall
S’mi&nlﬂm&nﬁuhy- N:5;. [T W
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The Connoisseur's Library,

With numerous Iliush ahons.

EncLisw Fuenervxe. F, 5. Robinson.
EncLise Colpunep BDooxs Marun Hardie
Erciangs  Su F. Wedmore. Second Edition
E xorean Enamers, MHenry H, Cunyng-
hame
GLiass, Edward Dillon.
GulpsMITHS' AND  SILVERSMITHS
Nelson Dawson. Second Editon,
LiumiNaTED Manvschiers.  J. A, Hlerbert.
Second Edition.

Wonrxk,

Wide Royal Svo.

265, net cach voheme,

[vormms. Alfred Maskell, © ~

Juweeierv, H. Chfford Smuth.  Second
Ldition,

MrzzoTinTs, Cyril Davenport.

MiviaTuees. Dudley Heath,

PorcaraIN.  Euward Dillon.

*Ing Booxs., A. W, Pollard.

Sr s1s. 'Walter de Gray Blrch.

Woop Scuui rueke  Allted Maskell, Second

Ldition,

Handbooks of English Churoh History.
Edited by J. H, BURN, Crown 8vo. 2+, 6d. na cach volime,

Tix FouNDATIONS or TRE EncLisH CHURCR,
Aude.
‘The SaxoN Cuurcu AND TRE Nozmav Con-
qurst. C. T. Crouwall.
Tua MemEvaL CHURCH AND THE Papacy,
A C, Jemngs,

THE ReroumaTiON PER1oD. Henry Ges,
Tne STRUGGLE WITH Pumrramisk., Bruce
laxland.
Tug CHurcH or ENGLAND IN THR EiGn-
TEENTH CENTURY. Alired Plummer.

Handbooks of Theology.

Tie DocTRIVE OF THE INCARNATION, R.L.
Oltley- J&’M Edvtwn, Revited.  Demy
8vo 121

A Histany or EarLy CHrsTiAN DocTRinE.
J. F. Bethune-Baker, Drmy Bvo, 305, 64,

An IntrODUCTIOR TO THE Histonr o
Retioion.  E. B, Jevons.  Fufth Ediiew,
DemyBoa,  3or, 6,

AN INTRODUCTION To THm HITTORY OF THE
Cregns. A, E. Bumn. Demy Bpo. 101, 64.

Ture Purosorny or Ruticion i ENGLAnn
AND AMERICA, Alfred Caldecott. Demry 8vo,
10t iz,

Tur AXXIX Anu:u.l or THE CHURCH OF
Enclanp. Edited by B. C. S. Gibson,
Saventh Edition, Damy oo 10, &d,

The “ Home Lifo> Series,
THustrated, Demy Svo, G, 1o 104, 6d, nel,

1 Au 1e. Eatherive Ga
nmw:t - F : M Mlzy B:t:i
Hour IN ;uu, ame
Ilm.l.ln ‘}cﬁ-tnlm Mix. A Sidgwitk.
H Loew ik Hotrpotm, D, §. Meldeus,

Totvns Ediionn

\ [

Homg Lire v ITALY. Lina Duff Gordon.
Second Editiom, ot Dul

Houtt Lirx in Noewar. H. K, Danials,
Homx Lre 1y Russia. Dr. A8 Rappopart,
Homk Lg;ml‘:‘ Sran. 8 L. Beosuur.
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The llustrated Pocket Library of Plain and Coloured Books.
Frap. 8vo. 35, 64, nef ack volume.

WITH COLOURED

O n CouourEp Boons. George Paston. as.
A s

{ye Lire ano Draru or Jomw Myerox,
Yisg. Numrod. Ayfith Edifion.

rur Live oF A Srorrsman, Nimrod,

M mngy Cross. R. S. Surtees, Fypurth
Lditron.

vr Srvonce's Srorrmng Toun
Suitess, Second Ediiion,

JuRROCKS'S Jumrs ANp Jouuries. R. S.
Surtees. Lhird Edition.

\sk Mamwa, R.S. Surtees.

lur ANALvsis oF THE HunTiNg Figw,
R. S. Suriees,

Iue Tour orF DR. SyNTAX IN SEARCH oF
148 Preruresgue.  William Combe.

I'ug TourR or DR SYNTAX IK SEARCH OF
Consoration, Wilham Combe.

nr, Tayeo Tour of DR, SyNTax v SEARcH
or A Wi, William Combe.

rue History oF Jounwy Quae Gewus.
The Author of * The Three Tours.’

I'ng ExcLisk DANce oF DeATH, from the
De-igns_of T, Rowlandson, with Metlcal
llptrations by the Auwthor of ' Dostor
Syniax.’ Twe Foluutes,

R &

ILLUSTRATIONS,

Tne DaNCE or LiFe: A P
g 'oem The Author

Lire Iv Losnoy,  Prerce Egan,

Rrar. Lire 1w Lonpon.  An Amatewr (B
Egan). Twe Polwwes, " sar (Fieren

Tug Lire oF AN Acror,  Pierce Egan,

Tne Vicar or Waxurigip, Oliver Gold-
simith,

Tur Miuirary AoventTured or  Jowsny
Niweomt. An Ofhcer, I

Tre NATIONAL Srorts or GeFAT BritTaIR,
With Descriptions and 5o Coloured Plates by
Henry Alkten.

THE ADVENTURER OF A PosT CApTAIN.
A Naval

GanoNia, Lawrence Rawstorne.

An  Acaprmv For Grows Honsgumw.
Goofirey Gambado,

Ruat Lirgt v Iazeano. A Real Paddy,

THe AovENTURES OF JOHNNY Niwcome v
THE Navy, Allred Burtoy,
Tue Oo Exguse Squize. John Carelass.

Tuz Evauisd Scv.  Bernard Blackmantle,
Fwo Velurnas. 35, net.

WITH PLAIN ILLUSTRATIONS,

[He Grave: A Pocm.  Robett Blair.

T1LDSTRATIONS OF THE Book oF in.
ventad and engrayod by Willinm, B¢,

Wiepsor CasTie. W, Harrison Aingwarth,
'ue Tower oF Lonoon. W. Hamison

In

Alngwortb,

Frank Farergad. F. E, Smedley,

Tug CoMvLEAT ANGLER, Iank Walton and
Charles Cotton,

Tas Pickwick Paress. Charlea Dickene,

Leaders of Religion,
Edited by H, C. BEECHING, Witk Foriraifs,

Crown Svo. 25,

CArpiNaL NewnaN. R, M, Hotton.

jouy Westry. J. H, Overton,

Bisnor Wilnggrancs, G. W, Daafell,
CARPINAL Maonnn, A, W, Hution,
Jnarers Siypows  H, G G, Moeuls,

Join Knax. B MucCunt. Second Editin
ayn Howe, R. F. Horton

fnosas Kene ¥ A, Claske,

irmae Fox, THE Quakzy, T, Hadgida,
"Falrdt Edni ¢ gkt

nef eack volume.
Tromas CoaLnens. M. Oliphanl. Secwnd
Edition
Lancerot Anoaewes. R. L. Otley, Seond
Editian.
AnGugTing or Canvereoens B Lo Cuns
Wittian Lavn, W. B Rt Thind Ed
Jaux Dosng.  Augostus Jesop.
Taasas Crawmee. A J. Mason
Yarrupr. K. M. Carlyle und A 1, Carlyle.

o0
Juny Ezmp, Walts Lagk,

Riswar Burtem, W. A, Spoowen
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The Library of Devotion.

With Introductions and (where necessary) Notes,
Small Tott Bvo, cloth, 2s. ; leather, 25, 62, net eoch volume,

Pag  CownrEssions oF ST. AyGUSTINE.
Seventh Edviton,

Car Tautation oF CurisT.  Sivik Zdition.
Cux CHRIBTIAN YEAR. Feftk Edition.
Lvra INNQCENTIUM, TAird Editipn.

I'ug Temprs. Second Edition.

A Book or Devotions, Sscond Edition.

A Sentous Cait To A Devour anp Howy
Liree  Fourth Edition,

A Guvrok To ErerMiry,

Tue INNER WAY. Second Edition,

ON rue Love or Gop

Tue PsaLms or Davio,

Lvra APOSTOLICA.

‘Trn SoNG oF Sonas.

Tue THouGTs OF PascaL.  Second Edition,

A ManuaL oF CoNsOLATION TROM THE
Sa1nTs Anp FATIgRS,

DEVOTIONS FROM THE APOCRYPHA,
‘THE SPIRITOAL COMBAT.
THe DEVOTIONS OF ST, ANSBLM.

Bisuor WiLsoN's SACRA PRIZATA.

GRACE ABOUNDING TO TKE CHIEF or Sie
NERS.

Lvra SacrA: A BHook of Sacred Verse.
Second Edition

A Dav Book FROM THE SAINTS AND
TATHERS,

A LitTue Dook oF HEAvENLY Wispem, A
Selection from the English Mystics,

LiguT, Lire, pnd Lova., A Selectlon from
the éermnn Mystics.

Ax IniropucTion To TEE DEvour Lipe,

Tue Litrie FLowErs or THE GLorious
Masser ST, FRANCIS AND OF Mg FRIARS.

DEATH AND IMMORTALITY.

THe SHRITUAL GUIDE, Second Edition,

Dxvorrons For EvEry DAy IN THE Wegk
Anp The GrEAT FrsTivats.

PrECES PRIVATAE.

Horax MwsTiCAR: A Day Buok fiom the
Writings of Mystics of Many Nations,

Little Books on Art.
Witk many Dlkusirations. Demy Yomo, 23, 64, met rackh volume.

Each volume consists of ehout 200 pages,

and contains from 30 to 40 Ulustrations,

including a Frontispiece in Photogravure,

Arerecht Difeze, L. J. Allen,
h}:&‘ or JaraN, The. E. Dillon,

Booxrrares. E. Almack.

Barrreswir, Msary L. Bontor,
Burnit-Jonzs. F.deLisle,

Ceruint. R H. H. Cost.

CHRISTIAN Svuporisy, Mrs, H. Jennen
Curisy iy ATy Mrg. B, Jooner.

Cravow  E. Dillan.

Congramin, H. W. Tompkins, Secend
Edition,

Cogar, A.Pdh:dudn.nhw
Enamsnts, Mok N, Dawsan. &, Edfting

Fappenrg Lriarron. A Cockeatt,

Guonos Romwuny, O Peston,

GumwAxr, He B Walwers, Fowrdh Kliiton
Gumvw A Bovckry. | B B, Pollard..

Third

Houamy, Mrs G. Fortescue.

Teryminatep Manvscrrers,  J. W, Bradley.

Jewerery, C. Davenport,

Jorw Horpnra, H. P. K. Skipton.

Sm ‘J_osnn Revynoeos,  J. Sime.  Secon
Edition.

Mucer. N. Peacoek,

MmuaTores. C. Davenpart.

Qur Lapv iy ART: M. H. Jenper.
RAPHAEL, A R. Drybuarst,

Resensnor. Mrs, E. A. Sharp.

"Rapiv,  Mutdel Cinlkeowska.

Tumwer, ¥, Tyrrall«Gill.

Vaxovee. M. G, Emallwood,

‘I:usq&u. W, Wilbetforce and A R,

Warrs, R, B.D, Sketchley. Secontd Edition,
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The Little Galleries.

Demy 160, 25, 6d. net each volume,
Each volume contains 20 plates in Photegravure, together with a short outline ot

. the tife and work of the master to whom the book is devoted,
A LITTLE GALLERY OF Rrynovps, A TarTeE GALLERY oF MiLuars.
A LirTLE GALLERY OF ROMNEV. A Lreror Gaungry op Encuiss Porra,

A LirTiLE GaLrERY oF HorPEr.

The Little Guides.

With many Illustrations Ly E. 1. NEW and other artisls, end from photographs,
Sweall Pott Sva, cloth, 25, 6. nel; leather, 35, 6d. 22, cack vodumee,

The main features of these Guides ate (1) a handy and charming form ; (2) illus-
trations from photographs and by well-known artlsts ; (3) good plans and maps ; (4)
an adequate but compact piesentation of everything that is interesting in th.
natural features, history, archeolngy, and architecture of the town or district treated,

CAMBRIDGE ARD 118 Coutrcrs. A. M. | Letcestershire anp Rutnann, A Harvey

Thompson.  Third Edition, Revised. and V. B- Crowther-Beynan.
CHANNEL IsLAnpS, Tus. E. E. Bicknell. Mtopresgx. J. D, Firth,
Encusn Laxes, Tue. F. G, Bralant, M\o#:s::rrnsmu G. W. Wade and ], EL
Isie or WicHT, THE, G. Clinch, Nogrorx. W. A, Dutt. Second Editlan,
Towoos, G. Clinch. Revised.

MaLYERR Country, Tuz. B, C.A, Windle. g:::::::;::i;ﬁz’ J}g'_];;y' Second Ed,
Norrs Watss. 4, T. Story, NovriNGHAMSHiRE, L, Quilford.
Oxrorp Ayp 15 Corikces.  J. Wells, | OxrowpsEza. F. G. Brabaat.

Ninth Bdition. SHEOPSHIRR. J. ¥. Auden.

Suaxrsrrazg’s Counrny. B.C. A Windle. | . G W,
Aotk T e, boi_(zl_l'ﬂ G. W, und J, H, Wade, Second

§r. Pav's CatnrDRaL. O, Clinch. STarrorDsHIRE. C. Bnseficld.
WesvMnwsrzr Ansev, G. E. Troutbeck: | Syspork. W. A. Dutt

Secrwd Edsiion. Sursxy, J. C. Cox.

! —_— Sussex. F.G. Drabant, Zhird Edition,
BegpxsHing, F.G. Brabant, Wivtseuse, F, R, Heath,
Buckinuamsmrg, E. 8. Roscoe, Yohlilcsqux!. Tue Bast Rwnw ] B
Cupsnirg, W, M, Gallivhan. orrs.

Cornwatt, A, L. Sidmom. Yﬁ:;?:f" Tue Newxtu Riomve, ) B
Dessyaums, J. C. Cox. . Yakksutrs, THe Wegr Runva,  J. F.
Dxvon, S. Bariog-Could. Sword Editiome, Marris,  Cloth, s, 64 net 3 deaiher, @, &b
Dokagr. F. R, Heath, Second Edition. LI

Essex. J. O Cox,

Hamegmg.  J. C, Cox. Parrrany. 8, Bang-Gould.
Harrorpsies,  H, W. Tompkins. Noguanpr. C. Scadamers,

Kent. G, Clinch. Rome, C. G, Ellaby,

Kxrpy. C P, Crane Sieny, P H. Jackion,
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The Little Library.

With Introductions, Notes, and Photogravure Fron'ispieces.

Small Patt Svo,

Anon. A LITTLE ROOK OF ENGLISH
LYRICS. Swond Edition.

l\uatan {Jane), PRIDE AND PREJU-
CH,  Twe Foluntes.

\UR.l HANGER ABIEY.

Bacon (Erancls). 1HE ESSAYS OF

R H) THE [NGOLDSBY
Twe Volwmes,

A LITTLE BOQK OF

Barham
LEGEN

Barnett g m\la)
ENGLISH FROSE.

Beekford {Whilam), THE HISTORY
F THE CALIFH VATHEK,

i liam!. SELECTIONS FROM
B akkl%qxvouns! OF WILLIAM BLAKE.

Bug-mw {Goorgel. LAVENGRO. Zuw
1HE ROMANY RYE.

Br-uwning obert].  SELECTIONS
FROM EARLY POEMS OF
ROBERT BROWN ING.

Ca.mﬂng {Quorgae). SE‘LECTID“IS FROM
E AN 11-JACOBIN : with some later
Pnenu by GEQRCE CAKRING

Cuwley (A'bra.hangk THE ES5AYS OF

Grakhhe (Geor, SELECTIONS FROM
'.uu-: %m%e hF EEORGE CRABUE,

JOEN HALIFAX,
GENT EMAN. Two Volumes,

h W chard), THE EI\GLISI‘[
DS SRR D CrASHA

muxta Allg-hleﬁ. THE INFERND OF

T sansk:
THE uncmﬁ"ﬁﬁ‘:fo‘iymrfu. rans-

lHE PXB‘\DI}.\U OF DANTE, Tiats-
Iated by H, F. Chrrv,

DAk Ly SFLECTIONS FROM
“5 m?én GEUNOL DARLEY.

Duintlﬂ. A LIFTLE BOOK OF
Blgkomtﬂhnlu). CHRIFFUAS POOEA
o ) penbei. .

Back Vohuwne, cloth, Ls. 6d. net.

Ferrlur (.usnn). MARRIAGE, Two
1.11L l\'I:lLRl'IANCL Tewo Volsmes,

Gazkell Mrs,), CRANI'ORD,. Second Kd,
Hnwtiporne {Nathanlel). THE SCARLET

Hendorson (T, F.). A
Qi »COTIEIL VERSL,

Kinglnka (A, W.)

LIT1TLE BOOK
EOTHEN, Sesond
Lamb (Charles),
ESSAYSOF E

Locker (F,). LONDON LYRICS.

Marvell {Andrew). TIIE POENMS OF
ANDREW MARVELL,

Miltﬂ I‘}Jcﬂm) Tl‘lE MINOR POEMS OF

IELIA, AND THE LAST

Moil‘ (0. M.). MANSIE WAUCH,

Nichols (Bewyer), A LITTLE BOOK
OE'.IL GLIsIH s NI\ET

Smith(Horace and James), REJECTED
ADIRESSES.

s:j:bvne (Lag{’renoo). A SENTIMENTAL

'Ierm &Alrred Lord), THE EARLY
5 ¥ ALFRED, LORD TENNY-

IN MEMORIAM,

THE PRINCESS.
MAUD. .

'rhaekemy {(W. M.l VANITY FAIR,

T hzee Volwwnes,
Pr NDFNNslb. gﬁm Volumes.

BENRY
CHRISTMAS BQOKS,
Yanghan {(Henpy)l, THE POEM
iRSlaY Woprik,  BF POREMS OF
Wa.m'hou € Ellzub th), A LITTL
E) L e AND DEATIE
?Imfmm} E d:riv'n.

Wordsworth (W.). SELECTIONS FROM
] tg)(;{ l'l!ll' 5 OF WILLIAM WORDS.

Wordswar .) and Col )
orart, (Wilepd Coleriden JS, T
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The Little Quarto Shakespeare.
Edited by W. J. CRAIG. With Introductions and Notes,
Tott 16mo.  In 40 Volumes. Leother, price 15, net each volume,
. N Mahogany Revolving Book Case. 10, 2et.

Miniature Library,
Demy 32mo.  Leather, 15. uct cach volume
Burnnanog : A Dialogue on Youth, Hdward | Porosios: or Wise Saws and Modern In.

FitzGein'd. stances, Edward FitzGerald,
Lug Livr or Bowarp, Lopy JILRoertT of | Tur RupkivAT or Omar Knavviu, Edward
Ciersury, Wrtten by bimself. FiteGeyald,  Fourth Edition,

The New Library of Medicine.
Edited by C. W. SALEEBY. Demy 8oa,

Care or Tue Dopv, Tux. F. Cavanagh. | DRUGE ARD TuE DruG Hasit, H. Salasbury.

4 Edutsan, 7. bd. nel. Funcrional Noave Disgasgs. A, T, Scho-
CuiLoRen or THE NatioN, Tae. ;l'h‘zadll(‘ight field. s, 6d, nes,
ﬁ?g'd,s,::i.hhn Gont. — Seeon "% | Hvemwe oy M, Tuz. T. S. Clouston.

Fyik Bdition. 75, 6d. net.
ConTROL OF A Scoumek { or, How Cancer Vit Bdition. 15, Ed. e
is Curble, The, Chas. P, Childe. 75.64. | InranT MorTALITY. Sir George Newman,

nel 75 665 naet,
Diseasts oF JCCUPATION. _Sir’rhamsOllm. PreveEniion or Tusgecurosts (Consums
1as, 6d. ned.  Second Edition. Tion), THE. Arthur Newsholme. 1or. 62

. . : L. Secomd Edition.
Dming PropLen, in its Medico-Sociological e
is, The, Edited by I N. Kelynack, | A ann Heavre, Ronald C. Mache, 70 &2
‘:rlp:; neb ~ v nel Sezond Editin

The New Lihrary of Music.
Edited by ERNEST NEWMAN, Jhutrated, Demny Suo. s, 6d. nel,

Bransts, J. A Fuller-Majiland, Second | Eavoge, R.A,Suenlleild. Second Edition.
Edition, l Hoco Worr., Eest Newnun,

Oxford Biographies.
Mustrated.  Feap, Bvo,  Ench volume, cloth, 2s, 6d. met; leather, 30, 64, 0,

]Jusrl_ Avwaymenr. Pager Toynbss, Third | Tur Young Prerxwozn G S, Temy,
Ldltion. Ropkrr Bunns, T.F. Bendersan.
Cuatiam, A, 3. McDowsll,
Joun Howayp. E.C. 8. Glhson. Franows or Asqigr Angi M. Stoddait,
Atrupo Tawgvsow, A.C, Boopon, Second | CANNING, W. Atbon Phullips.

Bditron. Brsconsutrin, Walter Bichel.
Str Warrzr Ratmicn, L A Twylon Jotiaun Worrssg Gorrag H. G. Atking,
Eraswus, E. F. H, Capey, Franpois pE FAseLon,  Viscount St Cyres

Gizotamo Savonawoih. B L. S Horshurgh,
Fourth Ediiton.
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Three Plays.
Feap, 8vo. 23, net,

L

.
Tnx Hongvmoon., A Com Ein Three Acts, | Mm.estoNes. Armold Bennett and Edward
Arpold Bennett. Second Edition. Knoblauch. Second Edition,

Kisuer. Edward Knoblauch,

The States of Ifaly.

Edited by & ARMSTRONG and R. LANGTON DOUGLAS.,
lilustrated, Demy 8o,

A Hisrony ov Mitay unbEr TE Jrorzi. [ A History oF VeroNa. A, M. Allen. 14s. 64.
Ceoilia M, Ady. ror. 6d. ner. nel

A HisTory or PErvGia. W. Heywood. 125, 64, net.

The Westminster Commentaries.

General Editor, WALTER LOCK.
+ Demy 8vo.

Tax AcTs or THE Aros-rus Edited by B. | Tue Book oF Tue ProrreT Isatan. Edl
“Rld:h:m. Sixth Edition. 108 6d by G. W. Wade, 10 64. ted
Toig Frust EvisTLE oF PAUL THE APOSTLR | Anyit1ons ANDCoRRECTIONSINTHR SEVEN
1o TR ComtnTHiaws, Edited by H. L. TH
Gouglc- mrgzdmmms:d e 2w Tianen Zogrions or Tux Boox or
T%:‘K&T.: 3;“& :‘iﬁ:’:m 3'Phnl:.y 1os. 6d, | Tum B"g"’" Jam, Editﬁd by E. C, S, Gibson.
Tae Doox or Exweme. Edited by H. A, Secors . G5,
Redpath. sor 64 Tue Erisrs o St: Jangs, Bdited with To-
Tux Book or Gmemsis, Edited with Intre- troduction and Notes by R. J. Knowling.
duction and  Notes a 8. R. Driver. Second Editlon, 65
Eightk Editian. 108

The *Yomng” Series.
Luserated,  Crown §oo.

Tie Yownt Bovawmy, W, P, Weltell and | Tuz Young Ew 3 .
= ¥ R o Y ‘%m.amfn Hammend Hall
Tz g““' Canexvrmn, Oyl Hafl. go ' | THE Youne Naruraver, W. P, Westell.

Second E
mmm Buzgrmsiaon  Himzond Hall 'r»;'n Young Qrriraelocist, W, P. WestelL

n— -
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Methuen’s 8hilling Library.
Feap, Bvo. 13, net,

ComprtioN oF LNGLAND, THE.
Masterman.
D Prorunprs, Oscar Wilde,

From_MinsuiPman 7o Frzip-MaRSHAL.
5ir Evelyn Wood, F.M., V.C.

*Ivcan Huseanp, Aw, Osmr Wilde.
*Jiumy Grover, Hie Booxk, James M,
Glover.

*Jouw Boves, Kinc or THE WaA-Kixuvo,
John Boyas.

Lauv WinpmrMere's Fan  Qscar Wilde,

Lr1TERS FROM A SELF-MaADE MECRCRANT
To s SoN. Geotge Horacs Lonimer,

Lire or Joun Ruskiy, Toe. W, G. Colling.
waod.

Lire or Rosert Louig Srevenson, Tus,
Graham Balfour,

G. F. G

Books for

Crown By,

*Lire or Tenvvson, Tye, A.C. Benson.
*LitTi® or BEvERYTHING, A, E V. Lucas,
Lorp ARTHUR SAviLE's CRiME.  Oncar Wilde,

Lore or THE Honev-Bee, Tue. Tickner
Edwaxdes,

MAN aNp THE UNvkrsr, Siz Oliver I ndpe,
Mary MAobargNg.  Maurice Mosterlingk,
SeiRcTED Pozms. Qucar Wilde,

SevasTorol, AND Orirk Stomrms lLeo
Talatoy.

Tug Brue Birp, Matrice Maeterdindk,

Unpkr Frve Rewcks, Lady Dorothy Navill,

*Vannea Lerrens, Robet Louls Stevenson,

.v(l;cﬁd. or Morwens10w, Tue, §. Baring
L\

Travellers,
Gs, 2ack.

Each volume contains a number of Illustrations in Colour.

“A WANDERER IN Fronsnce. E. V. Lucas,

A Wawperer v Papie, B, V. Lucas.

A Wanperer v Horran, E. V. Lucas,

A Wanoeser 4 LownoR. E. V. Lucas,

Tuz NoproLx Broaps. W. A, Dait,

Tuz New Foxest. Horace G. Hutehinson

Narces. Arthur H. Norway.

Tug Crres ofF Unsrts. Edward Hutton,

Tar Crries of Sray, Edward Huttom

*“Tue Cures of Lomearov.  Edward
Hutton,

PLoreNcE AND NoRTHERY Tuscany, wiTn
Csnoa  Edward Hotton.

Smena anp SooTxERN Tuscany. Edward
Hutton.

Rome. Edward Huiton.
VENnicE AND VENETIA, Edward Huttoa,
THE Bretons A7 Mose. F. M. Gostling.

THr Lawo or Paenons (Bilttany). Anatele
Le Braz.
A Book orF THe Rumn®. S, Baring-Gould

Toe Navees Ryviera. H. M. Voughan,
Days 1y Corvware, C. Lenis Hind

Turovcn East AncLia ¥ & Moyor Car,
J- E. Vincent,

Tue SK1pTs oF TRE GREAT Civv. Mma. A,
G. Bell,

Rounp amorr Wnisinze.  A. G, Bradley.

ScorLAnp of To-pav. T.F. Henderson and
Francig

Noxway AXD 18 Fjonoy. M. A Wyllie,

Soms Books on Art,

Art Awp Lirn, ‘T, Stuge Moore. musln!«l.
Cr Bpo. gt mef,

Ars Ang Ihpars o App. f‘ Chnun.

Illu,;mud. mndzdirfm.
Qo St nrks
Smm-rumouhm:m. Guar
Tlastrated. T l;rn
o, 3%
v, nnr 5 G, A

m:zsca G A v 1:—:1}3; 419.
.{nu.nd

TusreaTions o TRE Hoow or Jew,
William Dlakes Quarfs. L3 vr. net,
nx Locas, PorTrarr Patwrer, 1828-18z4
I Arihar c:1.3:.1;. J'I'Lmud.'"fqi;frmﬂ".
£330 nat,
Que Euxmun Masrrarixzes o PAtvyING.
With ant lntreduetion by B, C, Wik, Llus-
tratedh Second Edicion. Demy Sve, o,
wat,

A Gorogto tHE Herridd Piévunes i Tas
Nazrawat, Garemav. waed K

Nustenteds Femh Bow. 30 6. wed,




22

Some Books oN ART—conlinued,

One Hunr Reo M ACTRRPIECRS OP SCULPTURE,
With an Inteoduction by G. F. Bill.  Illus-
tmted. Demy 8wo, 108, 6d. nel.

A Romngy Foulo, With an Essny by A, B.
Chomberlain.  fmperial Folip. £y 15 159,
nel.

Tur SaN1s N ArT. Margaret E. Tabor.
INusteated.  Feap, Bvo, 35, 6d. net.

SuHo0LS OF PAINTING, Muy Innes, Ilns-
trated, Cr. 8vo, ss. met.

METHUEN AND COMPANY LIMITED

Tug Post Tmpression1sTs, C. Lewls Hind,
Tllustrated. RoyalBvo, 7s. 6d. net.

CELTIC ART IN PAGAN AND CHRIBTIAN TiMES,
J R. Allen. Illustrated. Second Kdition
DemyBua, 7s.6d. net,

""Crassics oF ART.” See pfige 13.

“'Tur CoNNOISSEUR'S LIBRARW.” See page rq

Y LarTLE Books oN ART.” See page 16.

UTue LiTTLE GALLERIES.” See page 17.

Some Books on Italy.

A [lisTony or MiLAN UNDFR THE SroRzA.
Cecilin M. Ady. Illustrated. Devsy Buvo.

108, 6. net,
A History or Vesona, A. M. Allen
12¢. 6d. nef.

Tistrated. Demy Buo.

A Hierony or PErucia,  William Heywoad,
Iilustrated. Demy 8va,  vas. 6d. net.

Tue Lakes or Norrsesn [Taty. Richard
Bapot. Nstraled. Frap Bvo. s net.
Wonan 18 Tracv,. W chlling. Ilustrated.

Dery Boo. 108, 64, net.

QOrp ETrunta anp Monery Tuscanve,  Mary
L. Cameron. Illustrated, Second Edition,
Cr. Bro. 6s, ne2i.

FLORRNCE AND THE CiTies _or NorTHERN
Tyscany, WITH Genoa. Edward Hutton,
Mustcated. Second Edition. (r. Bpa, 6r.

Sreta AdD SpgTneRyN Tuscawv,  Edward

Hutton.  Dlustrated,  Second Edition.
Cr. Bpp. 6.

In Unxwowy Tuscawy, Edward Hutton.
TNinstrated. Secored Eqftlon. Dewsy Bro.
1. 6. net,

Vewrcz Axp Venrria,  Bdward Hotton.

Tlustreted. Cr- Bua &s,

Vemceon Foor, H. A Douglas, Illustrated,
Feap, Boo. 55, #et,

VTenice, axn Hex Treasumes. H. A
Dongls. Nlusirated, Fap. Gva, xe. el

*Tur Doces or Vinice, Mis Auh
Richardson. Tostrated. Deay S0, ton

ek

Frurgnce s Her Histor gnnd Art ta the Fall
of the Republie. F. & Hyett, Doy tos,
25, &d, nzels

Fuompnce aMn Her Treasprrs.  HL M,

Vaughun. THestrated. Rad, oo, gr mer,

Covirtny Wakus Alell'ri'l.numl. Edward
Hoven  Dluscrated. P, mﬁ

NAm:Puuml’Juqnt. A mﬁ'&

Sieny: Tha New Winter
Sixden. THustrated. S«aﬂdﬂ‘nﬁﬂm.
Bap. stowels

Siciy. F, H. Jackson, IMuatrated. Swal/
Pa;l Buo, Cloth, as. 6d. »et. leather, 3s.6d,
e,

Romz. Edward Hutton,
Ldition, Cr, Bvo, 61,

A _RoMAN PILGRIMAGE.
Tllustrated, Dewcy Boo. xqs, 6d. netl.

Roue. C. G, Ellahy. Illustrated. Swmel’
Palt Yo, Clotk, as, 6d. net; leathey, 3¢, 6d.
el

Tue Ciriga or UmbBrir. Edward ITutton,
Illustrated. Fowrik Edition. Cr. 80, 65,

*Tre CrTies of LomBaepy. Edward Hutton,
Tllustrated, Cw. Bro. Gs.

The Lives oF 5. FRANCIS oF Assisu
Brother Thomas of Celano. Cr. Bza, ss.
nel,

Lorenzo THE MacMiFicEsT.

Horsburgh, Illustrated. .S‘mmd .Edm'm.
Demy B, 155, nif,

GrroLaMo Savowanors, E. L. S. Horsburgh,
THustrated. Cv, Bos, s5r. pred.

St. CaTuerINE OF S1ENA AND HER TiMus
By the Author of ** Mdlle Mori.” Illustrated.
Second Ed¥tion, Demy Bvo, gs. 64. ned,

Dawre avp ms Itacv.  Lonsdale Ragg.
Nlustrated, Damey Bow, 133, 6d. wel.

Danreg Aucmrrrs His Lifa and Works.
Paget Toynben, lllustrated, Cr. Bvo. 5o,
nrt,

Tue Mepicr Farzs. H. M. Vaoghan Illus-
trated. Demy bvo. 135 net,

SrntLey Ao His FrEnDs 1N ITALY. Helen
R. Angell. Iustrated. Demiy B2, xos. 6.

Tustrated. Secomd

R. E. Roberta

nef,

Hoxe Live ¢ Itary.  Ling Duff Gerdon.
ustrated,  Second Edition. Dy Bra,
108 6d. et

Sizres ITALIAN : A Little Bre vu? for Travellers
in Imy. Ruth S Fhalps, Fcaf. boe. s,
neh

*A Wawperer v Frorewe, E, V. Locas.
Hiastrated, Cr. Sva 6&r,

'Um'mp I’rav.n F. M, Underwoqd, Demy

1] ﬂ
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PART ITI.—A SELECTION oF WORKS OF FICTION

Albu.nosi({:‘. Narla), SUSANNAH AND
R. Fourth Edition. Cv.

L%VE ANg LOUISA. Second Edition.

. 070, .

THE LROWN EYES OF MARY. Tkird
Edition. Cr. Boo,

I KNOW EA MAIDEN. Third Edition.

THE INVINCIB]’.E AMELTA: or,

Cr, 8vo
Tue
PoLITE ADVENTURESS.

Tiawd Edutim.
Cr. 8ve. 32, 6d,

THE GLAD HEART, Fiftik Edition.
Cr. 8ra, 65,
*OLIVIA MARY. Cr 8vo. 61

Bqlgoﬂnlehard) A ROMA'N' MYSTERY.

Edstron, Cr. B Gs.
THE PASSPORT FaurM Edstion. Cr.
AIg.L‘HON Y CUTHBERT. Fourth Edition.

y. §po. G,
LOVE'S PROXY. Cr Bve. 65
DONNA DIANA. Second Edition. Cr.

8po. 6s.
CASHNG OF NETS. Twelfth Edition.

THE HOUSE OF SERRAVALLE. Third
Ediilon Cr. 8 23

Ballay JH’. C.) STORM ANDTREASURE,

Gs.
THE LONELY QUEEN Thiyd Edition.
Cr. §vs, Gs,

-Gould (§,). 1IN THE ROAR
Baﬂn’FHEOSIl?.A.( .E!fg&lﬁ Edifion, Cr. Soo.
‘MARGER.‘! OF QUETHER.  Swond

I’HL QUEEN OF LOVE. Fifth Edition.

hC(iUETTA- Third Edifion. Cr. Bvo, bs.
Y ALONE. Fifth Edition. Cr.820. b,

NOEML Nlosteared, Forth Edition. Cr,
'J.'HE BROOM SQUIRE Tlustrated.

l{ r, Bzo, G2,

DA TMOQR IDYLLS. Cr Bva. Gs

G E H NNER. Tlustrated.

BLADYS OFL'I;HE S'IE'WPONEY- Tus-
r. X

ABO THE, PRIEST.

&,
WINEFRED. Hinstrared. -Droud.ﬁ'n'ifilm

e,
ROYAEE’GEORGIE Hiustrated, Cr, Bog,bs
CHRIS OF ALL SORTS. Cr.foe. &r

lN WISLAND- Steomd .En‘mm Cr.

M}"Si' CUROENVEN OF CURGENVEN.

Edition. Cv, 8w 6.

Ban- Robm't) IN THE MIDST OF

MY,  Third Editian. Cr, 8va.

TIEE COUNTESS TEKLA. .I'JM
l

THE MUTAI’LE Mr\NY. Third Edition.

Cr, 8ve.

Regbio (Hamld) THE CURIQUS A¥D
DIVERTING ADVENLURES OF KIR
{IOHN' SPARROW, Daer; or, ‘tum

RUGRENG OF AN Oven MIND.  Secontd
Edthon, Cy, 8wo. 61,

BRelloe (H.). EMMANUEL DOURDEN
MER(.IIANT. Tiusirated. Sevond Edition.

A LHAN'CB lN‘ THE CADlN’E‘I‘ Thivd
Editiont, Cr. Bro,

Bellou-[.owndes (Mrs) THE CHINK
N E MOUR, Feurth Ediion,

'MARY PECHELL Cr. 80, 6
Bannett (Arnold). CLAYHANGER.

7 enth Edition. Cr, Boo.
THLE CARD. Siztk Editier, Cr. Bvo. €,

!IILDA LESS\VAYS.,  Sruenth Edition,

Cr, 8wo. Gs.
* BURIE D ALIWVE, A New Edition,
Cr. Ero,

A MAN FROM TH.E NORTH. A New

'I'HE MATADOR )3 THE FIVETOWNS.
Second Edition. C», Svo, 62,

Benson (E. F). DODO: A Deraie or Tes
15‘13. .rs‘guter)rd’cEdftm Cr. Boe. E-’.'“

Blmlnehs.m lﬂmge Al SPHHH
G Edslion. Cr. 8z
THE SEARCH PARTY. Fiftk Ed.h‘on.

L%II‘;AGE 3 LOVERS. Thind Editime. Ce,

rjorle), 1 WILL MMN-
BGW%E.I e A:Lﬁlﬂ)'lmm. Cr. Boa

nmwman OF THe BATFIL - njmi
-AMK% oY OF s%’
f Cran £

THE QUEST OF ( GLORY,
2 .
Ga'l'a"'mn THE KING. Reerth Edition.

W. K). THE QETTING
GW 3 DOROTHY.,  [umeraten,
Swcond Editign. Cr.Bve. 31, 8d,

‘“‘“‘5?‘&“%‘.. mz.sgcnmmcmxm

ET me' Cr, b ﬁ;
Aﬁ WG%STERN' E\'ES. "Stcond Ed,
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‘Cfnyers (Dorathea.).

THR LONELY
(AN + B, 6.

A ROMANCE OF TWO
WOR] Thirgyfirst Ed, Cr. Bvo, 6s.
VENDETTA : or, Tie §rory or ong Fon-
aontey  Twenty-ninth Editioms Cr. Svo,

THELMA ¢ A Nomwroman PriNcess.
Sgrty-vecond Edition. Cr, Bvo. 65
ARDATH ! Tuw Story o & DErb Secr.
Fuwentieth Bdition, Cr, 8uo. és.

Coralll {lbla.t'la)

THE SQUL OF LILITH. Sevanteanth
Eilition, Cr.ve, Gs,
WURMWOOD : A DgAMA or Pasis,

Eighieenth Edition. Cr, B, 61
PAKABUAS A Drean or Tuz Worlo's
('Emunv Forly-sizik Edition, Cr. 8va,

T HESORROWS OF SATAN. Fiftysstventh

HlE MASTER-CJIRISTIAN Thirteenth
Fbition, 119!’; Thowsend, Cv.Buo, &s.
TEMPORAL " POWER ;
Suunm.cv. Sm

‘kotsand.  Cr, Bun, 6s,
GOD'S GOOD MAN: A Sixeee Love
S10%Y, _ Fifteentk Bdilon. tgyté Thoue

sandy Cr. 8ve, Br.
HNLY ORDERS: Tuk 'TRAGEDY OF A
unh' I.mv.. .S'a;md Editlon. 120tk

Corowm [
THE MIG!'I'I.'Y ATOM. Tuendy-nintk
Edifion. Cr. 8oo.
HOY a Sketch, Twalfth Bdition. Cr. Bus.

C MEQS. Foupfeentk Edition. Cr.8g0. G,
TEC’P LIFE EVERLASTING., Mrk B4,
- dmo, B2,

Croakatt (S. R.. LOCHINVAR, Il
sed. Thivd Edifion. Cr.Bva, €.
THE STANDARD BEARER, Seond

Bditien, Cr. 8oo, 6.

THE QLD CANTON-
EBN"!!B HLA’ dﬂlan- Cv Bop. -N

Stuoy I
tion,  x5aik

nd £difjen  Or: Byo,
'I%E HAPPY VA'LI.EY ﬁblrlnl Edm‘lﬁ:-
A NINE DAYS' WORDER.  Fonrik
Edifion. Cr. 8o, 65
PE("JGY Ol" I'HE BARTONS, Sk

ANGEL JW h‘ 4‘%
KAT 'mé KRR oA e

anu
BABESS 'I'EEWCIOD Fourik Edition.

s

A S R B
ml.'A &h‘ W}- ROUND ‘I‘HERED

Wosto Hot ¢o To S

Bga&wlhmﬂh}. YD BILTON!
tagd. Fovind Kd, Cm Boe ’nﬂ

METHUEN AND COMPANY LIMITED

1.1). THE GREEN GRAVES
Flndllﬂ-al’E !'\l,)le Ffth Editun, Cr

THE LADDER TO THE STARS, Setozd
Edition. Cr.8vs. 65

FJndlataz- (Mary)}: A mnnow WAY.
Thivd Edition, Cr, B

OVERTHE HILLS. Smnd Edition, Cr
TlgE ROSE OF JOY. ZTkixd Edition.

7. fgo, 65,
A BLIND BIRD'S NEST. Tlustrated,
Secouid Bdition. Cr, 8vo. 65,

ey }B end C. B, A MOTHER'S 50N
% Edition, Cv. Bve. 6

Hmaden {Beatrice). 1IN VARY!N [}

o beenih Edition, Cr. Qpo. b,

H!LDA STRAFFORD and THE REMIT-
‘A, MAN. Twelfth Ed. (7. G,

TAN B ,
INTERPLAY, Fifth Editlon. Cr. 8o, Gs.

6 THE PROPHET OF
Hlehens %g\.}'g JUOARE. Second Ediidon,

TONGUES oF CON:CLENCE. Third
Edition. Cy. 8 fis,
THE WOMAN WITH THE FAN, Eighth
fg:v{':znvs ch fvo- ",
i) O B
THE GARDEN DF ALLA-H Tawenty-
red Edition. Cr 8o,
BLACK S ANIEL- Cr Bre.
HE CALL OF 'IHE BLOOD, .S‘am:i.h
En’l'iwn Cr. Bvo,
BAR SHEEP. .S‘ecmd Edition, Cr.

T%%, ﬁ'wnmm ON THE THRES
- . Bua.

83

. THE GOD IN TI'JE
Hope (AnEtl}:gsm' Edstion, Cr, 8we. 65,
CHANGE OF AIR, Siteh Edition, Cr,

6:

OF MARK. Scventl Ed, Cy, Boa. Br,
mr. cnnomcws""ar COUNT AN
TONIO. Edition, Cr.8ps. 6s
PHROSO. Illustmted. Eighth Edition,

7 Bup, 64,
S!zlolz:o DALE. Ulustrated. Eiphtk Edifion.

() h 0
T!‘I.E KING‘S MIRROR., Fifth Edition.

Ul :ct: Pourth Bditian. Co, Bys, 6,
HE DOLLY DIALO(;UEs, Co. Buo. by,
TALES OF TWO FEOPLE, Thid Edf:

®, Bva. Br.
THIE ok emm MiSS DRIVER, Fowth
M N PROTRSTS. Thire £
live, Cr, Gwp. G,

B TH‘E HALO.
am’f R(anm vun)

.
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'Innet- Shrine' (Authop of the). THE
6: OLIVE. Tkipd Edition.” Cr. Buvo.

Jacobs (W. W. MANY CARGOES.
7 ki) dy-second Ldition. Cr. %o, 3. 6d.
‘Al-o llluslrated in colour. Deny Bvo.

MZA URLH]NS Sucteenth Edition, Cr.

R MAb'lEI{ OF CRAFT. _ Rlustrared.
Ninth Editign. Cr, 8un. 3u. 6d,
LIGLIT FREI(:II’].b. Illual.raled Zighth

Edition, Cr. B

TUR SKIPI‘ER’h WOOING Eleventh
Edition. Cr. Byo

AT -':UNW Cl PORT Illustﬂted. Tenih

Cr,
DIAI.STONELANE. llluumed Highth
ition, Cr. Bvo, 3¢, Gl
ODD (..RAFT Illualmled Fiftk Editien,

TIIELADY OF THE BARGE
Ninth Bdition. Cr.8vo, 74 6d.
SALTHAVYELN. Illustm.u:d. Th‘ﬂl Editiorn

Cr. bwe, 31, 6d.
SAIL?RS' KNOTS I\lunrnted Fifth
l 108y i'
SHORE CRUISES, Yk Editiom, Cr
Bvo. 3%, 6d.
James Henry). THE GOLDEN BOWL.
Third Editson. Cr, 8vo. &

Le Quenx (Willlam). THEHUKCHBACK
OF WESTMINSTER. Zkird Editien.

#. Bon, 6Bs,
THE CLOSED BOOK. Tkird Edition

Cr. 68,
THE VALLEY OF THE SHADOW.
llluslnted kan{ Edition, Cr, Bpo, bs.
REHIND THE THRONE, Third Editen.
Cr. fivo, 5.r.

L(mdm\ (Ja.nk) WHITE FANG, Eihth
0. 64,

Luens (B.V.). LISTENER'SLURE : An
Ouuq(us ARRATION,  [Eighth Edition.

0\'&% BEMERTON‘S Ax Essy.GoINg
Cuirowicte, Niuzk Edision, Feap Bya. 5.
MR. INGLESID!:.. l-.i:gktla Edition. Feap,

Lcchm LAVENDER, Cr. fos, e
Lyall “’I‘)' DERRICK VAUGHAN,

NOV LIST, 440% Thouwnd. Cr. Boe
'ﬂ-l‘-

TE[EFOR‘I‘UNEQT
uﬁ”ﬁ‘l‘ 108 Sbnan, Fyth B

6s,
.'PEI‘ER AND JANE.  Fayrik Edidon.
Cr, bep.

Tluswrated.

ongl, A COUNSEL OF PER.

M%‘Jlglt.ﬂle . Sucond Evlition, Cr.Buo, B8,

THE WAGFS OF SIN, Sizfeenih Edition.

TH L CARISSIMA Fifth Ed. Cr.flpg. 65,
THE GATRLESS BARRIER. Fifth Edr-
tion. Cr, 8um 65,

Mnxw Il (W, B.). THE RAGGED MES-
ch-'u Thlrd Edition. . Bra,

'.l‘lll' GUARDED I‘LAME. Seoenth de-

don. C». 3o, 61
ODD LENGTHS. Second Ed. C», Bva, 6.
L RISE, Fourik Editioy. Cy, Bya, 62
'J.Ill!. COUNTESS OF MAYWURY: Ie-
wv.m; You Ann L Fourth Edition. Cr.

Tlalﬂ REST CURE. Jeurth Edition. Cr,
9o, Gs.

Milne A), THE IJM"S PLAY.
Thtrd Edition, Cr, Boe.
*THE HOLIDAY ROUND Cr, Bvo, 61

Montague (G, E.). A HIND LET
?.005]1:. }lurdEt)h'mn Cr.Gom 6o,

Mot‘!'lson Apthur). TALES OF MEAN
TREETS, Seventh Edition, Cr, Y. 6r.
A (.HII.D OF THE JAGO, SicikEdition.

Cr. Byo, 65,

THE HOLE IN THE WALL. Fourth EdJ-
tion, Cr, Byo. &5

DIVERS YANITIES, Cr Svo. &
lllva.nt (Mﬂ'ed OWD BOB, THE

9 5 kaNir 1R 'w it 2

Fronmpicce Elrventh Ed,
THE TAM NG OF JOHN BLUNT.

econd Kdftion. 8vo,
*IHE ROYAL RDAD Cr. fo0. bn,

Onlons (Ollver) GOOD BOY SELDOM H
A RomsNce OF ADVERTISEMENT.
Edstign. Cri 8w 6s,

Oﬂmnhalm (R, Philllps). MASTEB. op

Edition, Cw Lo, s,
THE MISbING DELORA- IRustrated.
Faurth Ediriew, Cr Boo. Gr.

Baroness). FIREIY STUBBLE.
owzf/‘!t(Edmm )Cr. Sva, Gs.

m_ (John WE.A.VER
Oxenha ' Fiﬂh . ﬁr.
HE- ST AND. LOSS.  Feurth Editin.
T ‘E.%NG ROAD, Zokrth Bdition, Cr,

B DN oF HYACXNTH AND
TH lmst; Sﬂ?mn. Second Editions Cr,

&,
Y LADY OF SHANWS. Fuowih £
LA TS, Fouvth Edivew, Cr. tan,
rHk COIL OF CARNE. Sixth Edion.

+ i GURET OF THE GOLPEN RUSE,
Cr fvgs B,
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Parkat' (Gllba\'t) PIERRE AND HIS
L. Seventh Editzen. Cr. 8vo. 6s.
MRS FJ\LCH]ON. Fifth Edition, Cr.

THF‘ TRA‘ISLATION OF A SAVAGE.
Foupth Edition, Cr. 8o,

THE TRAIL OF THE SWORD Tltug-
wwated.  Tenth E, s,

WHEN VALMON D CAME TO PONTIAC H
'I;Ete Story of aw];osz ﬁ.}:h:pal«:m Seventh

AN ADVENTURER OF THE NORTH.
The Last Adventuses of 'Prelty Pierre)’
Fiftk Edition, Cr. Boo

THUE BATILE OF 'l.HE STRONG: a
Romance of Two Klngdoms Tllustrated,
Seventh Edjtion,

THE POMP OF THE LAVILE‘I‘TES.

Third Edition. Cr, Svo
NORTHERN LIGHTS. }rm”‘ Editiom,
Cr. boo. 61,

Pasture (Mrs. Henr:
TYRANT, Fourth B

P8 mbartnn %

de la). THE
tion. Cr. Bvo, 61

THE FOOTSTEPS
Illlul‘ﬂtid. Fourth

1 CROWN TKEE KIN G, strated. Cr.

G,
LDVE THE HARVESTER: A Story orF
Thg SrRes. Ilv ~aed. Third Edition.

Cr Bua. 3r 6d,
THE MY%EI'ERY OF THE GREEN
HEART. Third Edition. Cr.8vs. 6s.

Pegh} {Aliue)- 'I‘HE CHARM. Fifth
H .
*THE ANGLO-!NDIANS. Cr. Boa. 65,
Phlllpfgtts(ﬂden). LYING PROPHETS.
CHILDR.EN OF THE MIS‘I‘ Sisth Edj-
THE 'HUMAN EOY With 2 Prontieplece.
Sroenth Editien, Cr, Buo.
SONS OF 'L‘HE MORNING,  Seeond

E&lum. Cr.B
THE R Edition, Cr. Bva. 6s.

THEMAMEgrl.CﬂN PRISONER. Jaourth
K'NOCK ATA VENTURE- Third Edtion,
TH&PCE{TREEVE. Fuserth Editipn. Cr.
'I'I&lf ES:!CEER'SMFE. Second Editlon.
':Hu:srmm NG HOURS. Sewnd Edivion.

[/ [TA
DEMETER‘S DAUGHTER. Third
Rditien. Cr.Bvp. 6o

B}‘Sﬂ .Rliu mﬁ& ﬁa}&inx’?ﬂ:}bCr?Fvg

i

% TIE WHITE
qm"m' g"":'."ﬂ. Ch, s, ‘L.

METHUEN AND COMPANY LIMITED

THE MAYOR OF TROY. Fourth £deti p,
MII,RR\’ GARDEN A\D OTHLR SioORIEs,

Cr.
]\h\JOl{ V]GDLR!LU)(. Third Edition.
Cr.Bvp. G,

ldge (W Pott). ERNOm Secoad LEdition,

A SON OF THE STATE. Third Edition,

A TRk B OF LAWS. Cr. b, 3. 64,

MRS, GALER'S BUSINESS, Illuatrated,
Second Edition. Cr,8uo. Ge.

THE WK.KHAMSES Fourih  Edition.

NAME OF GARLAND. Third Edition.
Cr, Bye. s,

SPLENDID DROTHER. ZFowrth Edition.
Cr, Boo. 6s,

NINE TO SIX-THIRTY. Tkird Editisn.
Cr. Byo. 6s.

THANKS TO SANDFRSON. Second
Edition. Cr.Bvo. €3

*DEVOTED SPARKES. Cr. Bva, 6s,

Russell (W Clark). MASTER ROCKaA-

VOYAGE. Tllustrated.

Fmth Edttt'm. Cr. 8oo. 38, 6d.

d, k_(Mrs. Alfred), THE KINS-
8 !Wlo Il{vﬂtmled lh)mi Edition. C‘Sr.

THE;‘ LAI\JTERN—E’EARERS. Third

dition.

ANTHEA’S GUEST, Fifth Editien. Cr.

‘LAMOR.NA. Cy. B, &v,

somervllle (E. tE }_Iand Ross S Martin),
DAN INustrated,
Furl,i Edm‘m. Cr Bes. &2

Thurston (B, Templ?, MIRAGE. Fourtk
Edition. Ct

Watson (H. B. Ma.l‘r[ott.) THE HIGH
TOBY. _ Third Kdi¢ v, 8w0,

-1
THE PR.'IVATEERS lllustmted Second

Edition.
ALISE OF ASTR.A. Thm' Edition. Cr.

8o,
TEE BlG FISH. Second Edition. Cr Buo,

Weblln (Pe THE STORY OF
Vl 5%?!‘!:&-’1‘. Third Edition.

'IHE SHRE OF MIRTH. Fiftk Edition
FELIX gHRISTIE. Recond Editlon, Cr.

UNDER THE RED

e e P D

llulmte
Cr w 4.

Wh}tb (Baaf.rlnn) ROSAMUNIM Secand

T Bww,
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Williamson iC. N. = M.}
LIGHTNING (.OND U CTOR: Tlle
Strange Adventures of a Motor Car. Illus-
Lrated Seventeenth  Edifion, Cr. Buo,

65, Also Cr Bvo. 15, mrel,

THE PRINCESS PASSES : A Romancs of

n Mol:or Illuslrated Ninth Edition.

LADY BETTY ACROSS THE WATER.
Lleventh Editian. Cr, Bvo, 6s,

SCARLET RUNNER. Illustrated, 7%ird
Kirtion, Cr. Gs.
SET IN SIl.VER. Hlustrated.  Fourth
Edilion. Cr.8bvo, 61,

LORD LOVELAND DISCOVERS
AMERICA. Se¢cend Edition, Cr. 8va. 61,
THE GOLDEN SILENCE, Sizth £.ition,

Cr. 8va. _6s.

THE GUESTS OF HERCULES. Thiva
Eudition, Ur 8

*THE HEATHER MOON. Cr Bro. 61

Wyllarde [Dolﬂ. THE PATHWAY OF
HFE, PIONEER (Nous Autres), .Sizzh
Edition. Cr. Bue. Gs,
THE }INOFFICIAL HONEYMOQON
Seventh Edition. Cr. Bva, 61,
THE CAREER OF BEAUTY DARLING.
Cr, Bus. &1,

Methuen's Two-Shilling Novels.

Crown 8vo.

*TMlaror CuapzroN, THe. C. N, and A, M.
Willinmson.

%CaLt or THE Broop, Tne, Robert Hichens.

CAR oF DesTINv AND 179 ERRAND W
Sparn, The. C. N.and A. M. Williamson.

CremenNTNA. A. E. W. Mason,

Corongl EnpeErav's Wire, Lucas Malet,

Feuix. Rohert Hichens,

GATE oF THE DESERT, THE, John Oxenham.

My Fmigwp ™= Cuavermgn.  C. N, and
A. M, Witllamson.

25, net.

Princesa Virginta, Tue, C. N. and A, M
Williamson,

Sgars or THE Micury, Tne. Siz Gilbert
Parler.

SErvANT OF THE PusLic, A, Antheny Hope.
*Ser1n Siuver.  CoN.and Al M. Williamson.
Severins, The. Mrs. Alfred Sidgwick,

Str RicArp CALMADY- Lucas Malet,
SYmvien, W.B. Maxwall,

Booke for Boya and @irls,

Ilurivated.  Crown Buve,  3s. 64,

Créss anp Dacerr,  The Crusade of the

Children, raza. W, t Durrant.

Oprrmvo Writ or Dororiy, Tagn Mm,
ikord.

G or Tug Frork, A, L. T. Mexde
Uersy Girsy, L. T, Meade, as, 6
Howoyrantx Miss, Tux. L. T. Meade.

MﬁsTnlLRoc\mrm.uu'l Yovack, W. Clark

Owty o Goarp-Room Dog.  Edith K,
Cuthelk

Ren Guawce, Taw. M, Molesworih.

Svp Bevren: The Boy who would mot
go to Sea.  G» Manilly Fenn.

Tuean was onck A Proves. Bl M. B
Mazn.




*ANNA oF THE Five Towns. Amold Bznnett.

Bareary SHEGe. Robert Hichens.

CuarM, THE, Allce Penln.

*Deyon, Tee. €. N.and A M. Williamsan.

Quarben Frame, Ter, W, B. Maxwell.

Jaum, Marie Corelll.

Lapy BeiTy Achoss THR WATER.

A. M. Wilhamson,

'Lam Roap, Tur. John Oxenham,

Mieuty Aron, Tus, Marje Coralll,

Mirace, E, Temple Thurston,

M;Issma DrLora, Tue. E Dhillips Oppen-
e,

C. N.

Acrk.

ApvenTuRes oF CAPTAIN PAnrHILE, THE.
AMAURY.

Biro or Fats, Iue.

Brack Tuuip, THg.

Buack @ the Story of n Dog.

CaSTLE or EerszeIr, THE.

CavHRRINE Brom,

Chcrr,

CHATELET, THE.

Cyeyaugr D'Harsental, THE
e,

Cuicar THE JRSTRE,
Cuicor REDIvIves,
CoMrz DR MoNTGOMMERY, THE.
ConscirNee,
* Convicr's Sox, Tug.

Capsicax Bruryens, Ter§ and G1mo THE
ABCHER,

Cror-EARED JACQUOT.
Dien Goxerrror

Due v'anjor, Tue.
EATAL COMBAT, THE
Faxcnt; Masvsn, Tam
Faruaxng,

CApnniL LaMagRT

CRorci,

Guiar Massacre, T,
Hypms xg Navazin.
Hitduy oy Cuavesny.

(Douhle

28 METHUEN AND CUMPANY LIMITED

Methuen’s Shilling Novels.

Rounp 1HE Reo Lame  Sir A, Cunn Dayle
*Srcect Woman, Tue. Rdun Phillpotts
*3pyrrins, T, Mrs, AfRed Sidgwich c
Seanisa Goen, G, A, Birnungham.

TaLky oF MEAN Scrrras.  Arthur Moinson
ThHe Havo, The Baroneds von Hulien,
#TvranT, THe, Mrs Henry de Ia Pasture,
Unpen THE Rcp Rope. Stanley J. Weyman,
Virginia Priric1. Peggy Webling.

Woman wirn Tee Fas, Tug,

Rovert
Hichens.

The Novels of Alexandre Dumas.
Meditpm 8uvo, Price 6d, Double Volumes, 1s.

Horoscorr, Tae.
Leong-LEONA.
Lovisg pE 1A VarLigre. (Double valume.)

MaN 1 ™nR IRoN Mask, Thg. (Duouble
volume.)

Malixe Apam,

Movra oF Heti, THE.

Navow. (Dauble voluma.)

OLYMPIA.

Paocivg ; PascAL Bruwo ;) and BONTEKOE,
Pire LA Ruvg,

PorTE SAINT-ANTOINE, TRE,

Prince or Twieves, The.

Reumyiscences oF Antony, THE.

ST QuENTIN,

Roomv Hoob,

Samurg, GeLa.

SHOWBALL AND THE StvTaNwTTs, Tus.
SyLvANDIRE.

Taxivg or CaLals, Tus,

TALRY OF THE SUPERNATURAL.

TALBS oF STRANGE ADVENTURR,

TALES OF TRRROR.

Trmee Myskerzers, Tus. (Double volume.)
Taurney oF THE Rus St AnToINg.
Tragrpy 0# Nantas, THe.

Twimry YEars Arrem. (Donble wolume.)
Wina-Ducg Swaores, THE
WarrYLranen, T, -
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Methuen's Sizpenny Books.

Medium 8vo,

Albanesi (B Warla), LOVE AND
L.OUISA.

»1 kNOW A IYIDEN.
THE BLUNDER OF AN INNOCENT,
PETER A PARASITE.
*THE INVINCIPLE AMELIA,

Anstay (F). A BAYARD OF RENCAL.
Austen {J.). PRIDE AND PFREJUDICE.

Bagot (Richard), A ROMAN MYSTERY.
CASTING OF NETS,
DONNA DIANA.

Balfour (Andrew). BY STROXE OF
SWQRD,

Baring-Gould (8.). FURZE BLOOM.
CHEAP JACK ZITA.

KITTY ALONE.

URITH.

THE RRODM SQUIRE.

N '_I‘HE ROAR OF THE SEA,
NOEML

A BOOK OF FAIRY TALES, Iilustraled.
LITTLE TU'PENNY.

WINEFRED,

THE FROBISHERS.

THE QUEEN OF LOVA.
ARMINELL.

BLADYS QF THE STEWPONRY,
CHRIS OF ALL SORTS.

Barr (Robert). JENNTE BAXTER.
IN THE MIDST OF ALARMS,
THE COUNTESS TEWLA.

THE MUTABLE MANY.

Benson [E.F.). PONDO,
THE VINTAGE.

Pront? (Chariotie). SHIRLEY,
Brawnell (0. L). ‘THE HEART OF
JAVAN,

P . Bloundelle). ACROS3 THE
By et

Caftyn (Mry). ANNE MAULEVERER.
a8 (Bernnrd)l, THE GREAT SRENE
cﬁ\'&’}'zkv.
Clifford _(Myrs. W. Kl A FLASH OF
SUMMER.
MRS, KEITH'S CRIME.

Corbett _(Jullan)
GREAT WATERS,

Croker (Mprs. B. M.). ANGEF.,

A STATE SECRET.

PEGGY OF THE BARTONS.

JOHANNA,

Danie [Allghler)l, THE
L‘DMED\!" L‘m;)l.) DIvINE

Dovla (Sie A 3
Eh Sy, Gonan)

Duncan {Saea Jeannetts).
PrbaThos, Tammetis,

Elot_(George). THE MILL QN THE
FLOSS.

A BUSINESS N

ROUND THE

THOSE

Findiater gsna H.). THE GREEN
GRAVES OF BALGOWRIE.
Gallon (Tom). RICKERBY'S FOLLY.

Gaskell (Mrs.). CRANFORD.
MARY BARTON,
NORTH AND SOUTH.

Geraed (Dorothea), HOLY MATREL
MONY,

THE CONQUEST OF LONDON.
MADE OF MONEY,

Gissing (G.). THE TOWN TRAVELLLR.
THE CROWN OF LIFE,

@lanville (Brnest), THE INCA’
RS cA's
THE KLOOP BRIDE,

@lelg (Charles), BUNTER'S CRUISE.

e . GRIMM'S -
G%Tfﬂv TRLEslimzhera} RIMM'S

Hope (Anthany}l, A MAN OF MARE,

TSR L as or coun
ANTON1O. ¢ couNy

PHKOSO,

THE DQLLY DIALQSUES.

. DEAD MEN
Horaupg o, Wb 1A TELL
AR PR
Hm? égﬁ% S&R. RINCE RUPERT THE
Inj m?]r_n W B THE THRONE OF

I I L AT o
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ux THE HUNCHBACK
Le s (Wilerar.

THL CROOKED WAY
THE VALLEY OF THE SHADOW.

Le\{ratyt—Yen.ts (S. K.). THE TRAITOR'S

ORRAIN.

14 L THE TRUE HIS-
u%c;,ll{IY%F ) SHUA DAVIDSON,

Lyoll (Edna). DERRICK VAUGHAN,

Mulet (Lueag). THE CARISSIMA.

A COUNSEL OF PERFLCTION.

Mann (Mrs. M. E.), MRS.
HOWARD,

A LOST ESTATE.

THE CEDAR STAR.

THE PATTEN EXPERIMENT.

A WINTER'S TALE.

Marchmont & W.). MISER HOAD.
LEY'S SECRET.

A MOMENT'S ERROR.

Marryat (Captaln), PETER SIMPLE.
JACOE FAITHFUL.

Merch (Rlchard), A METAMQREHOSIS,
THE TWICKENIIAM PEERAGE

THE GODDESS.

THE JOSS.

Hason (A. B, W.), CLEMENTINA.

Mathers (Helen). HONEY,
GRIFF OF GRIFFITHSCOURT.
SAM'S SWEETHEART.

THE FERRYMAN,

Mendn (Mra, L. T.). DRIFTL,
Willer [Esther), LIVING LIES.
, THE SIGN OF
Sllgﬁ)d artramn) GN OF THE

Montréser (F, F). THE ALIEN.

. THE HO
Imn&A%ﬂhur) HOLE ¥

Neshlt (B). THE RED BQUSE.
Nor#is /W. £). HIS GRACE

GILES INGILBY.

THE CREDYT OF THEL COUNTY.
LARD LEOKARD THE LUCKLERS,
MATTURY KUSTEN,

CLARISEA FURIOSA.

Oliphant (Mrs.). THE LADY'S WALK,
SI%, ROBERT'S PORTUNE.

PETER

—

METHUEN AND COMPANY LIMITED

THE PRODIGALS.
THE TWO MARYS.

Oppenheim (E. F.). MASTER OF MEN,

Parker (Sle Qllbert). THE POMP OF
THE LAVILETTES.

WHEN VALMOND C TO PONTIAC,

THE TRAIL OF THE SWORD. L

Pemberton gln), THE FOOTSYEPS
OF A THRONR.

I CROWN THEE KING,

Phillpatts (Eden), THE HUMAN BOY,
CHILDREN OF THE MIST,

THE POACHER'S WIFE.

THE RIVER.

%VH A w L}uﬂln Couch), THR

Ridge (W, Pett). ASONOF THE STATE,
LOST PROPERTY.
GEORGE and THE GENERAL,
A BREAKER OF LAWS,
ERB.
Russell /W, Clark}, ABANDONED.
A MARRIAGE AT £EA,
MY DANISH SWEETHEART.
HIS ISLAND PRINCESS,
Sergeant E M.
Bﬁ'xgw.%%; J,Aggg{m). THE MASTER QF

BALBARA'S MONEY.
THE YELLOW DIAMOND.
THE LOVE THAT OVERCAME,

Sid ANO“ {Mes. Alfred). THE KINS

Surtees (R. 5.). HANDLEY CROSS,
MR. SPONGE'S SPORTING TOUR.
ASK MAMMA,

‘Welford (Mps, L. B,). MR, SMITH.
COUSINS,

THE BABY'S GRANDMOTHER,
TROUBLEEOME DAUGHTERS.

Wallace (General Lew). BEN-HUR
THE FAIR GOD,

H, B, Mar . »
W%S-B. rlott), THHEADVEN

CAPTAIN FORTUNE,
Waekes (A, B.), PRISONERS OF WAR.
Wells {8, G.). THEE SEA LADY.

WR}?’K %«g&?}. TILE RESULT OF
wgma "(.Pmyl. A PASSIONATE PIL-
Willlamson (Mrs. & H.). PAPA.
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