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CHAIRMAN’S REPORT

Last June la| took :ver the “hot seat’ from a i
Gus Sinclair, and | am sure everyone will 4 i

follow, and that we are all very grateful 1o hirgr:ee s
Our new \{uce—Chamnan, Mr. Michael Bailey, is to be ¢
the Council of Rochester upon Medway.

Sadly during the year, amongst the names
. , am of the departed are t I
c“vemge'r\sl,s(\,/os&oulr-\t RD?\ L'lsle, V.C., a former Vice-Chairman, an;v (‘)rhfgr?eevr CNO(;JWHSI:
0od. » Mr. L. R. A. Grove, who was an assistant editor of the Report. :

Alt'hough the Cathedral has been a hive of activity during the year, and has had a new

lift’ to the west front,.the role of the Friends has seemed somewhat ‘piano’ in com ‘:ris?)cne
but hopefully that will change dramatically during the coming months. As reportgd atthe
A.G.M. your Council has agreed to fund the re-lighting of the Cathedral starting with the
Quire, which will be refurbished at the same time by the 2000 Trust with help from English
Heritage. The scaffolding for the combined work will be provided by the Friends, and
emergency I_lghtmg for the exits will also be undertaken. The lighting for the rest c;f the
Cathedral will be phased in sections over a period of several years. This is, of course, a
very major project and requires a lot of funding. : '

During the year we have received various monies in the form of legacies, donations and
annuities from, and in memory of the late Mrs. C. Stockdale, Mrs. K. M. Minchin, Mrs. B.
W. Tasker, Mr J. Hoby and Mrs. B. Boucher. We are very grateful to everyone concerned
as this all helps to boost our reserves and enables us to undertake even more projects.

Last year we had the A.G.M. at St. Nicholas Church which proved very successful and we
were delighted to see so many of you. We will try to re-arrange the seating this year to give
you more room with no one having to stand. The meeting will be followed by a short
musical programme. To make a change from the crypt, we are having lunch and tea at
Southgate (on College Green adjacent to the Cathedral) by kind permission of Mr and
Mrs M. Sinden. We are doing our own catering and are planning a special 2 course lunch
with wine and coffee, and the ever popular cream tea and cakes! Numbers will, of
necessity, have to be limited to around 70, so early application for tickets is advisable.

o three of our Council members who are not standing
for re-election. Mr John Bradley, a stalwart member ofthe Counciland a forme_r Chairman
and Vice-Chairman, Mr David Cleggett, who has given us suchinteresting and informative
talks on the Cathedral, and Mr Jack Phillips, who has served a marathon 21 years. We
thank them for all the time that they have given and for their expertise.

This year we will be saying farewell t

We are grateful to the office staff, namely Mr Dudley Moakes, ((’j“r Ge“erfl Secret‘fry, ang
o a : ing sterling work coping

Mrs Carole Spencer, Administrative Assistant who have been doing 5. ~

with all the roputine work and answering innumerable enquiries and skilfully managing to

make the books balance and still keep their ‘marbles’.

of the Council for their hard work and support

Lastly, | would like to thank all the members on Saturday, 20th June, when | can

during the year, and | look forward to seeing you a
give you an up-to-date report.
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3 AND MAKING THE TAPESTRIES FOR
CHAPEI.

s Canon Edward Turner visited when searching for an artist to
'Mapﬁrof tapestries for the Lady Chapel, one for the altar frontal and on(cg3
Jimwediately behind it. This was Easter 1989 and in May | received his

designs for submission to the Dean and Chapter and the Cathedra|
Committee One other artist was invited to do the same.

tvisit to Rochester Canon Turner explained that the two tapestries must be seen
as a related pair, be abstract in design so as not to conflict with the figuration in
,“ﬂ stained glass windows above, be sympathetic to those windows and incorporate
their basic colours of red and blue. After much discussion the Dean and Chapter had
reed on atheme: it was to be ‘meetings’. Meetings could be of allkinds: those recorded
in the Gospels, aspects of suffering and resurrection, concepts of creativity, birth and
transformation, and much else. It was hoped that the theme of ‘meetings’, which was
relevant to the Lady Chapel, would also touch the casual visitor and encourage

ngisa key elementin producing a tapestry, particularly whenitis for a specific site.
- The challenge for an artist is to take into account both the contextual requirements of the
~ client’s brief and the architectural needs of the site and yet produce designs which are true
" to his or her own creative instincts and style.

- My first job was to spend time in the Lady Chapel and observe its use, architecture,
b%dtal associations and changing light. | photographed, measured light, measured
spaces and wrote impressions. On a second visit | attended an early morning service of

loly Communion, had a chance to meet other canons and hear what they would like the

hestries to do for the Lady Chapel. The Head Verger kindly showed me the whole range
of vestments used for different occasions.

dv

Notebook extract, 10th July, 1989

,},‘” ¥ ’Bh the day visitors flowed through this magnificent space, a detour off the
' “nave, for most a quick visit, some paused, some sat. Tapestries should bring focus
X andcolour down into the lower part of the chapel. The design should be quickly
ended especcally by casual visitors, challenge them to pause and find

above

morning communion — bright light — altar and back wall became the focus,

officiating priest standing between the two. Background must be calm, not
and of sympathetic colour to his vestments — today’s chasuble green and
( merrow’s foxglove and scarlet, slate blue and crimson or white and gold.

Pﬂest s hands often raised in this angle, and brought together over the

hasising centrality, as do the windows: in each are central figures, with

haracters looking in from left and right. Centrality goes right up through to
t of arch. The congregation sits round the site — a 3D situation — the
p of altar to back wall not static’.

isits | thought a lot about the theme, ‘meetings’ — ultimately symbolic
God — which had to be realised through the abstract qualities of ~
2. If it was to be readily accessible to its viewers, who for the most |
.used to a pictorial message, the design must be simple and direct.







e to which shapes come in
with clarity and firmness, 5
 on the back wall the unresolved
down, were also to meet centrally
culties, struggles, emergence of
e from ochre and golds slowly
leading the eye away from the
meetings. These big bands were
t on their textile qualities to give

gn and | wondered therefore if it
n to give sufficient importance to
compensated for this by filling the
d busy, conflicting with other
the first was what | believed was right
'nd | submitted the first, not expecting
liday and began to plan my

d to say that my design had been

two more tapestries — one each
nleased — this extension had been
but dismissed. | had, however,
h the project would benefit from

ard to making with confidence
aking. | planned to start making
committee had been formed to

point on the left, and mauves on
ove. The big syncopating bands

keeping horizontal links
frontal the blues on the left




The extended d.esign was accepted in December an
weaving — ﬁndu:.g relcqble sources of mater_ial, putting in orders, drawing plans to scale

ng the nght spin for yarns, calgulaung weaving techniques by making sam 100
jong days of spinning and dyeing, resulting eventually in some 16 kilos of coloured sl?ein;
hanging up 10 dry. This made for a good start.

weaving is a constantly demanding process both physically and mentally. | work

: . . : 3 on
vertical frame. The weaving grows line by line from the bottom and is bgaten down tg
make it firm. It cannot always be done seated. Even if its cold, weaving keeps me warm, |
work on a trolley which moves up as the tapestry grows. :

d 1 had two months to get ready for

jtis essential that | stigk to the design but there are constant decisions to make as | cannot
ict exactly whag is going to happen on a tapestry of this scale. | have never made one

like it before; there is always‘the unknown — something unexpected presents itself. As a
new tapestry grows so does its presence emerge — it leaps from the little paper plan into
life day by day and soon becomes a statement in its own right. While line by line
something new is building — so durable that it can outlive me — to see it grow is
compulsive and gives a great sense of achievement and satisfaction. But there are
mornings of gloom, returning freshly to see that something which happened the evening
before should not be there — it must go, must be unpicked.

In making No. 1 the first difficulty | met was that my big range of blues did not really glow in
dim light. They sank together. | found that, if | twisted two unexpected colours together,
e.g. mauves and turquoise or blue and red, | achieved vibration — Impressionist painting
techniques, adding considerably to the preparation of the yarn but with worthwhile
results. | also wanted to weave the shapes within the back wall tapestries with fretted,
softer edges in contrast to the firmer lines of the altar frontal. Colour is dependant on its
neighbour and getting the big bands to achieve a gradual movement of colour without
becoming bland and soft was difficult. A little unexpected edge was needed here and
there. One sunny day my youngest daughter visiting said ‘"Mum, what jazzy colours. Are
you really putting these in a cathedral?” But when evening came and simulated the light of
the Lady Chapel, she could see how necessary this was.

By early summer | had completed the first two halves. | was anxious but excited as the two
came together and met. Each half had been 170-200 hours of weaving time and still | had
the backs to finish. And then | went straight into weaving the other two big tapestries,
through the summer and autumn, but with the all the benefit and experience of having
completed the first.

In January all three big tapestries were completed, making quite a presence around me. |
started on the altar frontal straightaway. It seemed small after the others, the woolfiner to
suit this scale. The crisp edges in the pattern demanded a new technique. When it was
finished, | turned seamstress to make the throw-over it was to hang from. So all was
complete to be packed and ready for hanging 25/26th April and dedication on the 27th at
evensong.

As we hung the tapestries one by one, members of the Cathedral looked in and
responded with spontaneous warmth, which was reassuring. The altar frontal was .hung
last and had the immediate effect of bringing the whole ensemble together. The service of
dedication at evensong which followed was a magnificent occasion, very well attended,
brilliantly conceived, with its superb music, an especially written anthem and an
extended carol, the appreciative words from Canon Turner and the dedication by the
Dean. Even the light that afternoon was kind and made the tapestries glow. For me, as the

artist, it was an immensely rewarding way in whichto celebrate the end of alongjourney.
Bobbie Cox




AT ROCHESTER
s of repair and restoration spanned the Nineteenth
ler the superintendence of Daniel A. Alexander' began in
about fifteen years. The second was directed by Lewis N
ind was carried on actively until 1830. Between 1839 4
lished. The third, with Sir G. G. Scott as architec
876°. The final restoration of the nineteenth century va.
on of John L. Pearson and covered the years from 1889 1,
s were well-known before being selected as architect to the
Itis the second of these periods that will be considered here.
s been remembered chiefly for his casing of the south wall of the chojr
 rebu 3 of the crossing tower to his design (which proved to be
ance and which was subsequently rebuiltin the first decade of the
owever, are but two of the large number of the repairs and
under his tenure as cathedral architect. Most of the documents he
ed f ‘works at Rochester have disappeared. There are no surveys,
0 specifications. This no doubt has contributed to the underestimation of
e works carried out in the Cottingham years.
documents that have come down to us in Mr Cottingham’s hand: his
and the proposed new tower, some of his letters to the Dean and
one inthe Avery Library of Columbia University in New York, two of
1es of work to be done at Rochester Cathedral’. In addition there are
ntemporary or nearly so with the works done from which one can
ably good picture of the works of those energetic years.

ster in that period was Robert Stevens®, who held that position from
- when the decision was made to undertake restoration of the choir,

»ok in which he planned to keep a record of the works done under the
of Mr Cottingham’. The introductory paragraphs of this notebook are

‘upon at St. Catherine’s Audit [a statutory meeting of the General
ld on or near November 28] by the Chapter then holden, that the
 the Choir of Rochester Cathedral should be restored.

being recommended to the Chapter, as an Architect well skilled in
‘ture was written to, and requested to come down to Rochester
of the Choir of the Cathedral, and then deliver in an estimate of the
ense of restoring it.

arrived on the 10th of January 1825.

fabric he reported, that the roof of the Choir, entirely new about
was infected with the dry rot, and that the beams which ran along
, and the oak plates on which the weight of the roof rested, were so
d decayed that the roof was in danger of falling in.

e of this representation, which, by the inspection of Mr
ter treasurer, and myself, was found to be correct, it was
ndon at least for the present, the idea of restoring the interior,
thatit was our first duty to look to the stability and security of the

tion for our pfoceedings it was considered right to have the
CNTBG! of eminence. Mr [Robert] Smirke’, therefore was
€ a survey of the whole fabric and report thereupon . . .""".
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Cottingham must have reported informally to the Dean : . :
x:vey. The condition of the roofs of the choir and transaelg:? Srtnl::;tm he;i\:ztt:)l::{iter o
unwelcome news to the Chapter, but they elected to go ahead with the recomme::izs(;
repairs. By 15 Januar_y 1825, the Dean had recorded the discovery of a tomb encased
under the south facing arch of the northeast transept chapel. A later report of this
discovery follows'", ‘Mr Kingham, the Verger, perfectly remembered the discovery of the
tomb and gave me the following account of it. There had been between the two piers
where the tomb now stands, a heavy mass of masonry which had evidently never formed
part of the original fabric. This Mr Cottingham pointed out to the Dean with the assurance
of his opinion that a tomb was enclosed within it. Permission being given, the obscuring
mass of stones and rubbish was soon removed; and built up within the arch of the canopy
and above the tomb chestand upon the effigy of the Bishop, were the statue of Moses, the
vine in alto relievo and the fragments of the angels . . .” (Fig. 1).

At the time the tomb and effigy were found, it was not known whose it was, but Mr
Cottingham made it his business to identify the effigy. A letter from him to the Dean dated
24/25 January 1825 reads, ‘From a slight mistake in the address of your letter of the 17th
inst. | was deprived of the pleasure which the finding of the head of the figure belonging to
the newly discovered tomb has offered me this Saturday . . . | cannot help thinking that the
effigy must be that of John de Shepey, for upon referring to the Custumale Roff., now in
my possession, Thorpe expresses himself doubtfully as to the fact of his being buried on
the south side of the altar which according to the No.?* on the plan of the cathedral given
in the same work must have been opposite to the three stalls of the officiating priests
where it is said his remains were covered with a flat stone . . . I think our conjectures will
be found right, particularly as the sculpture before us is so excellent and the painting [of
the effigy] so wonderfully elaborate. | am also strengthened in my opinion by the striking
similitude to that of the Bishops and Abbots about the same period, two of which | have
sketched for you . . .”'2. A further description of the finds mixed in with the chalk rubble
encased within the walls reads: ‘There were several Relics of Carvingin Stone color'd and
llluminated consisting of a small statue of Moses [which has disappeared)], fragments of
Angels, & a carving of a Vine with Grapes and Leaves in Alto relievo beautifully Color'd all
of which | made drawings of in close imitation of the Original’"’.

It was decided to stabilise the colour on the effigy, and a painter was sent down from
London to do the work. As it happened, neither the Dean nor Mr Cottingham was in
Rochester on the day he came down. A letter from Mr Cottingham to Dean Stevens of 8th
June, 1825, explains the problems that followed: ‘Your fears have not been greater than
mine regarding the effigy of the bishop. It certainly was not my intention to have done
more than to secure the parts which began to peel off and slightly retouch those which
were nearly faded. These directions | gave to Mr Cobbet who unfortunately employed a
drunken artist: he to my great surprise and disappointment exceeded the orders given
him by his master and obliged me to have another man procured to retrace theimprudent
steps he had set . . . The original ornaments are faithfully preserved a_nd | pledge my word
that nothing has been either added or omitted. It still professes its original intent as a great
part of the ornaments have only been cleaned". :

Mr Smirke, the consultant architect referred to in the Stevens notebook, took his survey
onthe 11th of March 1825. He had been asked ‘to take a survey of the who.le fabnc" and
to report on it “as to what reparations are absolutely necessary” and to give particular
attention to the ‘state of the Tower and Spire, whetherit would be advusgble to take down
the latter’ and also to whether the Tower could be strgngthened so it could be l;nadef
higher'?. In a cover letter to his survey Mr Smirke replied that he f.ound. adnumf er ;)S
defects in the structure such as decaying stone, damp walls, mouldering W""h 0\}'1" ram S
and tracery, worn cornices gutters and parapets. The south wall of the south choir ais

: : 4 buttress built against

wasfifteen inches out of plumb at the top and ought to have astrons
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‘on January 15th 1825. The walled in area was
 and the effigy of the bishop. The effigy was
'w Portland stone slab was laid on the tomb ches:
ner, attached to the interior wall of the tomb chamber
f the chapel and the sculpture fragments were “fixed’

Norway oak altarpiece was taken down. It had concealed
cets and the whole of the centre lancet at the east end. These
entirely new’ except for fragments of tracery. They were
f M m based on the ancient mosaic tiles in the north-east

k in the wall to the north of the altar was filled in and repaired with
great east window [a Perpendicular insert] was so decayed
I ely new’. (Fig. 2).

den cornice’ that covered the mouldings of the side walls of
and soon after the panelling below it was taken down. This
walls of a ‘kind of Roman facade . . . a most miserable and
been effaced’’”.
21st February, 1825. The rubbish above the vaults over
eared away and the decayed wood was taken out and
repaired. The roofs were in part renewed and
to roofs included those of the St. Edmund’s chape!
lliam’s chapel, (the eastern part of the north choir aisle) and
f the north-west chapel’. The wall of the old Norman tower
‘buttresss above the north choir aisle. The ceiling of the 5t.

“curious woodwork’.
ers and copings and the old pinnacles at the
made to the gables of the north and south main

ken down and completely rebuilt, being beyond

the west facade was renewed, removing the

e made to the west turrets where stones
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down and strengthened ﬁummmmmnkedhwelexecmw:dm

o Mhumd&ebt&ymmuundmreplacedandtheholesleﬁinme
walls were rebuilt. The bell frame was repaired and anchored and the bells cleaned and
rehung. The floor was repaired. Below, the groined ceiling [an eighteenth century
insertion] over the crossing was taken down and a new flat beamed wooden ceiling was
built®*. A new roof and battlements were erected and four pinnacles were placed on the
3‘» ;-he tower was cased in Bath stone and four large and eight small windows were

While the work on the tower was being carried out, more concern was expressed about
Mr Cottingham’s plan to heighten the tower. A second consultation was called for and Mr
James Savage was sent for to ‘to minutely and thoroughly survey the tower and to reportin
writing on his opinion on the specified particulars?’,

His survey is dated March 1826 and is very detailed. He was first asked if the crossing piers
were able to carry the weight then on them. Secondly, if the answer to the first question
was affirmative, could they carry more weight? After having inspected the piers, his reply
was to express his conviction that the crossing piers were more than capable of carrying
the weight now upon them, to the extent that he would not hesitate to add more weight to
what was there. He stated he would not hesitate to add fifty feet to the height the architect
intended to add to them. The third question was whether casing the tower in stone and
erecting corner pinnacles would increase the strength and stability of the tower. To this he
replied that “a mere casing in stone can scarcely be said to add to the strength of the wall; .
. . as it adds to the wall the further duty of carrying the weight of the stone . . . [but] the
casing will materially add to the stability of the tower . . . Asto the effect of the pinnacles at
the four angles | beg to state, that they will unconditionally add to the strength as well as to
the stability of the Tower . . .?’. He included a report of the tests he had made and
commented favourably on the steps Mr Cottingham had taken to insure solid
construction. His report on the repairs and rebuildings of the belfrey and ringer’s floors

were positive.

In 1827-28, the south wall of the south choir transept was encased in stone from the
foundation to the roof. This acted as a solid buttress to the wall. Only the briefest mention
of this is made in the Stevens’ notebook and it was identified there as being the north-west
transept! This repair by its very nature required that the windows and exterior moundings
be entirely reconstructed, and in the roof area, a new window was inserted. This was
certainly a major undertaking but no reason for it appears in the archives of the Dean and
Chapter. Mr Timme, publisher of a history of the cathedral, makes reference to a
‘subsidence of brick’ and ‘a failure of buttressing’, and this seems to be a reasonable
3. This work has proved to be as satisfactory as the tower was not. In

this work, the brickwork blocking the arches opposite the chapter room
and the richly carved door frame was ‘restored’?*. A new and
designed by Cottingham and has remained in place up to the
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canbe oundmalen:?om
| .Inithe refers to Cottingham as, “th
that couid w irascible’. It seems that an inappropriate
‘placed in the west gateway to the south choir aisle in Mr. Cottingharm's
‘No doubt some misgivings were entertained relative to the opinion likely 1
. by the Architect ... When the Dean informed him what had been effected .
a hope that it mlght meet his approval, the little man who bore 4 strong
resemblance to the Jack of Clubs bursting with ill-concealed rage and indignation »
length exclaimed; Mr. -a- Mr. Dean, whoever put up that door ought 1o take - - - - with
bell, book and candle’*".
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Fig. 3. Rochester Cathedral. West front before (1888)
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British Architects 1660-1840, pp. 64-65,
LAl 768-1846), entered the Royal Academy in
the Silver Medal that year. He was surveyor to the London Dock

Fishmongers” Company and Trinity House. Alexander designed the

r for the French prisoners-of-war at Princetown, Devon, now part of the

prison. He also designed Maidstone Gaol and among his other works is Mote

House, Mote Park, Maidstone.

~ibid., pp. 234-235. Lewis N. Cottingham (1787-1847) apprentice to an Ipswich

- builder, then an architect’s clerk. Set up his own practice in 1814. Rochester was

~his first ecclesiastical work and many more followed it.

~ N. Pevsner, Some Architectural Writers of the Nineteenth Century, Oxford, 1972

pp. 168-182. Sir G. G. Scott (1811-1878) articled to James Edmeston and worked

with Grissell & Peto, well as with H. Roberts and S. Kempthorne. By 1838, he had
designed his first church and in 1849 was named Surveyor to Westminster Abbey.

4. D. Ware, A Short Dictionary of British Architects, London, 1967 p.179. John L.
Pearson (1817-1897). Articled to |. Bonomi of Durham in 1831, worked in
London offices of A. Salvin and P. Hardwick. Set up a private practice in 1841 and
did much ecclesiastical work.

5. L. Cottingham, Sketchbooks, 5 volumes; an additional volume of which had been
attributed to an unknown architect, since correctly identified as L. N. Cottingham.
This latter volume is entirely devoted to Rochester. The sketchbooks are in the
Avery Library of Colombia University, New York.

6. Stevens, Robert, DD. 1821, preferred to the deanery of Rochester October 17,
1820, installed by the bishop (Walker King), November 3. Died February 3, 1870.

¢ Stevens, Robert, Repairs of Rochester Cathedral, Mr. Cottingham Architect, a
notebook in the Dean’s hand. Rochester Cathedral Library. A typescript of the
notebook is held at Maidstone, in the DRc/Emf 135 file.

8. Hotham, Hon. Frederick (1774-1854), MA, second son of the first lord Hotham,
prefered to the 3rd Prebend at Rochester 1807 and installed by the Bishop
(Thomas Dampier), November 26. Died October 11, 1854.

9. Smirke, Sir Robert (1781-1867), architect of Eastnor Castle, Covent Garden
theatre (1809), British Museum his most noted commission (1823). He was

< employed upon the restoration of York Minster after its eastern arm was destroyed

by fire at the hands of a lunatic in 1829.

10.  ibid. typescript, p.1.
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se fragments are still in the cathedral in the
, letter to Dean Stevens, Cathedral Library.
typescript, pp. 1-5.

ing to note that Smirke was so unconcerned about a wall

. by 1930, wall that was
DRc/Emf 135, typescript, p.4.

Mmf 135. This is a single typed sheet, untitled, probably copied from a list
derived from the Stevens notebook and later data. It is a very brief summary of
works done and expenses incurred.

There. is also a handwritten list covering repairs Jan. 1825-Jan. 1826, headed
Repairs . . . Summary of the work done . . . in the Cathedral Library referred to
elsewhere as ‘Summary . . ./ ;

DRc/Emf 135, typescript, p.11.

20. Palmer, p.73. This ceiling was enriched by Cottingham in c. 1839-1840.
Crossheams were added and the ceiling was ornamented by pendant bosses
based on medieval ones found in other parts of the cathedral.

21.  DRc/Emf 135, typescript, p.11.
e hid, p12.
23.  Wm. Timme, (publisher), Short History of the Cathedral, London, 1858.

24.  The figures flanking the door, which were headless at that time, were symbolic of
the triumph of Ecclesia as the Christian Church over Synagogue representing the
Old Testament. Ecclesia correctly shown, is a radiant young woman, crowned,
carrying a staff with a cross and here, with a church in her hand. Synagogue was
correctly restored as a defeated young woman, blindfolded, holding a broken
staff and down-turned tablets of the Law. Originally, Ecclesia was restored as a
male figure, bearded and mitred with staff and church. The error was early
pointed out but was not corrected until the late 1890’s at the behest (and expense)
of Miss Louisa Twining of Rochester.

25.  DRc/Emf 135, typescript, p.10.

26.  DRc/Emf 135, untitled list. :

27.  ‘Summary of work done . .., handwritten list, unpaginated, Cathedral Library.

28. W. B. Rye, Collections for a History of Rochester, Supplemental Volurrfle,

interleaved at p.218. Letter from J. Harris to W. B. Rye. Mr. Harris worked for

. Cati i ing lessons to
years for Mr. Cottingham. He reports that he had given drawmghi o

she made a coloured drawing of the St. Christc,)p
 of it is interleaved in Rye’s ‘Collections . . . .

) W. B. Rye, 1865. p.220.
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‘Frenchman Gundulph in to re-found Augustine’s abbey here, there were

,, e. Only after the invention of printing, and, even more, with the falling of
olishing into the hands of competitive capitalism have books become two a penny —

which is why they cost so much. (Is it instructive we talk of bookcases? A case is a box or

crate: shelves came in much later when numbers exploded).

Perhaps, given this growth, the author of Ecclesiastes might have approved the kind of
library you will find tucked away in the south east corner of the cathedral. From Gundulph
onwards, and still, major works of theology have been collected and stored so that monks
(then) and ministers (now) may avail themselves of scholarship quite beyond the means of
their individual pockets, to assist them in their prayer, preaching and pastoring. That’s
what the library was and is for: and in one of the books we possess, a Benedictine writer
has made just this connection: ‘The Love of Learning and the Desire for God’ (). Leclercq).

Regular reading and sacred study have always been part of the life of a (Benedictine)
monk. The Rule of St. Benedict lays down (chapter 48) that each monk shall study every
morning, and that at the start of Lent be given a chosen library book for this purpose. The
library, therefore, occupied a key place in the cycle of devotion, and played its part in the
conversion of the individual.

At one time, monasteries were the only places to keep the faith in any intelligent and
informed way. Later that role passed to the universities (which reflected other monastic
values too). Now, with the continuing secularisation of our universities and in a manner
exacerbated by the intense pressure of contemporary notions of usefulness and
accountability, the torch is passing back to the church. Maybe before long, theological
colleges and religious houses will again become the only beacons for Christian teaching,
training and mission, as they were before.

If so, a cathedral library like our own will come back into its own. A resource to ground
prayer, preaching and pastoring, those hall marks of the Christian life, in orthodoxy: that
is, accurately and in truth, for the proper glory of God. So it is crucial that part of the
Cathedral budget (a tiny part, it’s true) goes for the purchase of ‘classics’ in theology and
related subjects, which are then made available to clergy and others, serious disciples of
their faith.

‘Classic’ is hard to define, and harder to discern these days under the whelter of books
being published. Books much-hailed at the time get quickly forgqtten, whilst major
contributions to theology quickly go out of print. But the names of this century — Barth,
Bonhoeffer, Bultmann . .. are placed alongside those of the saints from the past — Anselm,
Aquinas, Augustine ... And ifin 50 year’s time we run out of space (as we certainly §ha|| R
we nearly have already!) those who no longer ring bells can be weeded out and sh}fted'to
depositories elsewhere. (We have just presented a batch of books to the University

Library at Canterbury).

-

15



1 v astute persons, seeing the
v them from destruction. So
‘hmmharﬁ\ey helped denude our

v E

Library in London; some are in Oxbridge
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treasures, however; and among them a number of
 of the Bible. For example, we have a bible published in
side the textin Greek, Latin and Hebrew. It was prepared by
d is known as the Complutensian Bible (from Complutum,
1 in Spain where it was printed). _
50 known copies of Coverdale’s Bible (1535) which was the first

ordered an English bible to be set up in each church, and we have a
‘Bible’ (so called because of its size) which was authorised for this

ave animportant Missal (Mass Book) dated 1534, and a ‘sealed’
) copy of the 1662 Book of Common Prayer.

library possesses certain important manuscripts. Most
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> we shall soon know what we have!
identifying some old views of Rochester and

. conservation and maintenance. One of the happiest things
sthata band-c?f 200rso volunteers are busy cleaning, and healing
dusting, quhmg, wiping, oiling and sealing. They sense, | believe
| \ehgw‘wot'k in helping to pass on a resource which has come down
tate -.a_-nq dpvotlon of others. Many books, however, their leather dried
. mpf?ggqa-lcst help. Slowly, as fuqu become available, these will be sent
mmﬁe itis part of our stewardship to see they too are still available to
~ I should like to end on a personal note. Since arriving in Rochester, getting to know the
~library has l.aeen one of my chief joys. I still am in the wonderful position of ‘discovering’
_frah'h’eats justaboutevery time | goin! Forthis reason what | have written here may seem
to some — _such as my immediate and illustrious predecessor — to have a very
uninformed ring about it. But | hope in another year or so to have a better grasp of what |
have been charged with storing on our bookshelves for the benefit of generations yet to
come.

John Armson
Canon Librarian

STEVE'S STORIES — The Head Verger recollects
Where else?

Overheard in the Cathedral. ‘Yes dear she’s been very poorly. She’s got osteo-
arthritis, mind you it’s not affected her brain it’s in the other leg’.
Christmas away
In December 1979 my father died and so | spent Christmas that year with my
mother in Yorkshire. On arriving back at the Cathedral in early January | went to
look at the crib. When | burst out laughing the Head Verger wanted to know what |
found amusing. ‘Well’, I explained, ‘Mary has just spent Christmas with one of the
wise men. Joseph is still in the crypt with the other two’.
A problem of language _
: A group of Dutch visitors arrived at the Cathedral just as a service was ending and
" were much impressed by the cope and mitre worn by the Deap (Stanley Betts).
"~ One of them asked if he could take a photograph and after doing so asked the
" Dean if he would turn round so that, ‘I can photograph your backside’,

Irish
~ When the lent hangings are
m the clergy. On one suc
nctuary with the succentor at t

curtains, from its brackets. ‘Right’,
ich way?” asked the succentor.

emoved on Good Friday, the vergers rely on help
h occasion | was up a ladder at one side of the
he other. We unclipped the rod holding the

| said, ‘down with it".
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e of the oldest and most important manuscript books survivin
Priory of St. Andrew is the Gundulf Bible, now des?gnated MS. HM g2fggrt?u:hci)l$:ct?edm'
the Hu-ptmgton Library, San Marino, California, USA. A two-volume great Bible co 'ig?i S
1075, it purports to have been the gift of Gundulf, the second Norman bisl?o >
Rochester (1077-1108). He is linked to the Bible by a 13th-century inscription onpth0 :
flyleaf (fol. 1r) of each volume as shown in plates 1 and 2. These inscriptions are significa i
for their early date and placement at the head of the flyleaf. The usual Rochester ex /ib:i
'?;‘;dset)t(x dogq gri:. fro:n t(l;\e 1d4t:'; century and occur in that order at the foot of the ﬂvleafs
hus the attribution to Gundulf seemsto r ivi iti tofa
s epresent a living tradition rather than part of a

A long desgription of the Bible appears as item 26 in the first medieval catalogue of the
Rochester library, entered about A.D. 1124 into the second part of the Textus Roffensis
(fol. 225v), the Anglo-Saxon cartulary of the priory of St. Andrew:

Vetus.e.t novum testamentum quam transtulit de hebreo in latinum in ii
voluminibus. Quorum primum continet hos libros. Quinque libros moysi. lesum
nave. ludicum. Ruth. Psalterium. Proverbiorum. Acclesiastes. Sapientize.
Acclesiasticum. Hezram et neemiam. Paralipomenon duos libros. et iiii
evangelia. In alio vero volumine continentur iiii libri regium. lob. Liber tobie.
ludith. Hester. Libri machabeorum ii. Libri prophetarum omnes. Actus

apostolorum. Epistolae pauli. aliorumque apostolorum. Apocalypsis.

The same entry occurs in a fragmentary catalogue from the 12th century, now part of the
archive of the Dean and Chapter of Rochester Cathedral (DRc/Z18). The latest medieval
description appears as item 48 in the catalogue of A.D. 1202, entered on two leaves
added to a volume of Augustine’s works, British Library MS. Royal 5 B. XII.

Medieval cataloguers did not connect the Bible to Gundulf nor indicate that it had any
particular significance. The only external evidence of his possible role in its acquisition
occurs on fol. 123r of British Library MS Cotton Vespasian A. XXIl, an early 13th-century
collection of materials related to the priory, where Gundulf is memorialized for having
built Rochester castle and established a library of sixty books. Nevertheless a strong case
can be made for local production of the Bible at a time when the newly refounded priory
had need of such. Its plain appearance and lack of decoration, along with an unusual
arrangement of the contents, suggest that utilitarian motives lay behind the acquisition,
whether or not Gundulf was involved. The Bible’s most unusual feature, for example, is
the separation of the Gospels and Pauline Epistles, e_ach placed at the conclusion of
volumes | and Il respectively. One explanation for this arrangement was the po_55|b|g
need for the Bible to serve double duty as a Gospel Book and Epistolary in services if
books were in short supply, as they appear to have been in the immediate post-Conquest

period.

Why then is this Bible so importan
the earliest Bible recorded in the ¢
paper, the Gundulf Bible embodies a pa
Church, Canterbury and used for as long as two
<heds light on the other surviving Vulgate and Gospe
' significant textual tradition localized to Ke
the Gundulf Bible are typical of great B
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tto the history of Rochester’s medieval library? First, 1S
ollection. Second, as will be shown in the course of this
rticular type of Vulgate text adopted from Christ
centuries at Rochester. Moreover, it
| books from Rochester, showingthe
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ibles from Norman England.




A SUER
: aﬁ@?&%&
& Sou(-abp o1 ap
Yoy quuiay - Yo
AVnHugAg - 1unsp
D TDTRIRINI TS
Cund ueane win
- nyranewge jput
- libuonb guagoryeny
O wpopagU cwo
S swyogu -
 Jovpassogy .o
 unamedepy 1l

el gy ad
.sz.u_rg»d“ 3

3 ?aﬂlﬁ 2

e
g |

PNV 4D

PaRepY T
s
eende G
v Y
o N

P

® tepapamry - wild . el
UYo L uuyupiiey - s
Auenoul ua . dy ¢ i
£0guq et et (L e

£



Ct porary
leaves, Il has
fromthe rest of
thad been made

m‘
w
@
o0
=
@
= 5
(9]
a

and a few individual features.
books imported during the 10th-
ed in one complete two-volume great
one partial decorated set for each
ole (Ca ricé?e MS Corpus Christi College 3-4) set
Some Gospel Books with Canterbury connections
spels’ (British Library MS Royal1 D. 1), the
-century book once owned by Godgifu, half-sister
did not reach Rochester until the reign of William I1
on of the Gundulf Bible.

1 E. VII-VIII, copied in the late 10th century probably at
vo-volume great Bible most closely related to the Gundulf
e, two-column format, plain appearance and a textual type
PS | ced in Northern France during the 9th century and
tine house of St.-Germain-des-Prés near Paris during the
centuries, where they were studied and reproduced.
eculiar order of prefaces to the Gospels, with identical
it to the chapters of Numbers (Numerantur ex
a unique series of prefaces to Romans; a long

( wus metropolis civitas Achaiae); Laodicians following
ent differences between MSS. Royal 1 E. VII-VIII and the
act copying, for example the chapters to Joshua-Judges and
s, but the affinity of the texts is clear. Apparently
o the neighbouring foundation, the '!’F’”k.s at
‘established at Canterbury, made certain modifications
d it into the 13th century.
ovative features of the Gundulf Bible and later
tive ‘prickly” script style of the early 12th
e. No similar order is recorded by Berger
gate consulted in the course of this

of Wisdom, I-1l Paralipomenon
ras, Nehemiah, and the Gospels.
s, Esther, Judith, I-1l Maccqt_)ees,
les. This order is venf@bly
first catalogue description,
as the last book in Volume Il
‘the catalogue description
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ywekses by the o oSt lnibiis Carolilian révisens of eV
e mwﬁeoduﬁ,apwearatmeendow@!um Normally foundin 9th-century Bibles
from Tours and Orleans respectively, they represent rival versions and never occur
together as far as we know. The verses are rare in English Bibles; Alcuin’s are found in one
13th-century copy, whereas Theodulf’s do notappear in any other known Bible of English
origin. Inthe Gundulf Bible, Alcuin’s poem is the reduced version of 18 lines also found in
several continental manuscripts. Theodulf’s poem has been edited uniquely, the last four
lines — a kind of envoy — being omitted. We can only speculate about the purpose for
including these verses. They are copied without attribution, and they do not work as
indices because the order of books cited in the verses does not reflect the peculiar
arrangement of the Gundulf Bible. At most they serve as mnemonic devices for learning
the booksin any Bible. As afinal bizarre touch, the lines omitted from Theodulf have been
filled by a later hand with six lines of Anglo-Norman verse, the opening to a lost chanson
de Geste. Moving to volume Il, additions include the prologue and text to the apocryphal
Book of Baruch followed by the letter of Jeremiah in an Old Latin version normally found
in early Italian and Spanish Bibles. These materials further indicate the availability of
continental sources to Rochester copyists in the early 12th century, from which they drew
to augment their Vulgate.

Even as they were adding to the Gundulf Bible, scribes at Rochester produced a typical
monastic library of service books, patristic works, histories, homiliaries, and records of
their own foundation. The first catalogue lists 98 items, some in multiple volumes.
Although they relied on Canterbury to provide many of the texts they copied, the
Rochester contingent developed their own distinctive styles of script and illumination
apparent today in the surviving books. Moreover, by 1125 a new multi-volume
decorated Vulgate was underway, two volumes of which remain, the New Testament
(Baltimore, Walters Art Gallery MS. W. 18) and Joshua-Judges-Ruth-Kings (British Library
MS. Royal 1 C. VII).

The text of the new set is very close to that of the Gundulf Bible, and suggests that there
was a commitment to preserving the standard adopted from Christ Church, Canterbury.
As regards prefaces and chapters, the Walters New Testament lacks quire 1 and whatever
prefaces to the Gospels it contained. Further, no prefaces and chapters are assigned to
the individual Gospels. In subsequent books, however, the prefactory materials are
" identical to those found in MS. Royal1 E. VIl and the Gundulf Bible, including the lengthy
series preceding Romans. With regard to the portion of the Old Testament preserved in
MS. Royal 1 C. VI, chapters to Joshua and the preface to Judges reflect those found in the
Canterbury Bible, MS. Royal 1 E. VII, and the preface to Kings foundinboth earlier Bibles,
whereas chapters to Kings are omitted. There are some independent readings of
individual verses in this new Vulgate, but the text is very close to that of the Canterbury
and Rochester Bibles. Where the earlier Bibles disagree, the new version shares
approximately equal numbers of readings with one against the other. In terms of
decoration, both remaining parts of the new set draw on a common group of motifs
including the human-profile terminal, flowers, fruit, and griffins. MS. Royal1 C. Vil has, in
addition, four coloured historiated initials at the openings of Joshua and I, I, IV Kings.
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~Cathedral itself, and were not consider

How did the Rochester books come to be disbursed, some to | .

States? Working with booklists from the 16th century providir:(g) t!f?: ff';még:;:sli‘n«ed
Royal Library, James P Carley has connected the great number of manuscripts f, o
Rocheg»ter Cathedral Library appearing on these lists with the seizure of St. ]ohnpﬁshr orc’n
book§ in 1534. Somehow the Gundulf Bible came into the hands of Lord Lumley, f rids
described in a catalogue of his collection made c. 1611 as sl

Biblia vetusta quondam Gundolphi episcopi Roffensis®,

It seems not to have been absorbed into the Royal Library, as were m ’
books. In succegding centuries it was owned privately first irr?the low cou:t?iéso afnLc;J Ir:t'::ryi:
England. Accordlr)g to C. W. Dutschke, who has catalogued the medieval manuscripts in
the Huntington Library, the Bible belonged for a time to the Amsterdam theolg ian
Herman van de Wall (1672-1733). After his death the library was sold in 1734 andgthe
Bible changed hands at least four times before coming to the Rev. Theodore Williams
who had itrebound. In 1827 Sir Thomas Phillipps purchased the Bible in London from the
Williams collection, Phillips n. 3504. Thenin 1924 Mr. Thomas Fitzroy Fenwick, grandson
othir Thomas, sol(?(;he Biblefanhd other materials to the bookseller Dr. A. S.W. Rosenbach
who, in turn, resold many of them to the late Henry L. Huntington_ in i
Gundulf Bible resides toéayS. 4 e s

The two surviving volumes from the five-part set have divergent histories. Henry Walters
from Baltimore purchased the New Testament early in the twentieth century in Paris from
Léon Gruel. Loss of family records makes the exact date unrecoverable. On the other
hand, MS. Royal 1 C. VIl bears the old Royal press-mark number 507, which corresponds
to the matching description in the Westminster Palace inventory of 1542. This volume
must have been taken directly into the Royal Library.

Entries in Rochester’s medieval catalogues indicate only the two complete Vulgates
described in this paper as being part of the library, though reference is made to Psalters,
Pentateuchs, and glossed versions of individual books. More startling is the lack of Gospel
books, none mentioned in any inventory of the collection. Given the great number of
surviving Gospels associated with Canterbury and the omission of reference even to
Goda’s Gospels in the Rochester catalogues, abook verifiably in possession of the priory,

[ i i haps in the
ssume that these were stored apart from the items inventoried, per i
o ed part of the library®. It would be interesting o

he Royal Library as perhaps did the Walters new

know how the Gundulf Bible escape Carley and others on the early history

Testament. Our best hope is that the worl; of James
of the Royal collections will help in tracing their journeys. T
University of Delaware
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. On the basis of the type and ord

emb ollege 301 is far more ambitious than that of the later Rochester set
or it includes elaborate canon tables and full page Evanggiﬁzaim. o
] er of prefatory materials and individual readin:
provided by Glunz, the Vulgate text Iocalizeéyto Kent can be distinguished frorgns
those at Lu;colp, Durhgm, Bury St. Edmunds, St. Albans, and Winchester. Glunz,
however, is mistaken in the belief that the Gundulf Bible comprises a revision
made by Lanfranc.

3. See Mary’ P. Richards, ‘Innovations in Alfrician Homiletic Manuscripts at
Rgchester , Annuale Mediaevale 19(1979): 14-26.(4) Printed in the Concordance
with Lord Lgmley's Catalogue, Catalogue of Western Manuscripts in the Old
Royal and King’s Collection, ed. George F. Warner and Julius P. Gilson (London,
1921), 1:X1. See also item 111, p. 48, in The Lumley Library: The Catalogue of

1609, ed, Sears Jayne and Francis R. Johnson (London, 1956).

5. Information provided by Mr. D. A. H. Cleggett from A. N. L. Munby’s Phillipps
Studies, 5: 78-79.
6. The early 13th-century donation list for Rochester (British Library MS. Cotton

Vespasian A. XXII, fols. 88r-v) mentions that Goda’s Gospels had been redeemed
from mortage by Prior Helyas about 1200.
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that the monks at
,  when they wrote our
bury’s influence over Rochester,
ds of Rochester Cathedral published in Februa

, contributed a paper entitled The See of Rochester?rlr
during the Middle Ages in which Rochester frequently
h it was, as now, a completely separate diocese. As
papers from the earliest days of the Friends, Dr.

here are three inter-diocesan committees Churches Together in Kent, the joi

. ; i e = ’ ]0|nt
for Social Responsibility; and the Industrial Chaplaincy. Three completely
nt programmes but all making a united and important contribution to the church in
varied county. On these committees all sit as equals.

At cathedral level the friendliest of relationships exists between the two chapters. Fach
receives invitations to attend the most important services in each other’s cathedral. It is
worthy of note that of all the cathedral chapters that of Rochester only is invited to attend
the enthronement of a new archbishop, in addition to the chapter of the metropolitical
and cathedral church, with its members wearing copes. Similarly it will be remembered
that when the Very Revd. Edward Shotter was installed as dean here in February, 1990 the
only other canons to be vested in copes, in addition to the chapter of Rochester, were
those from Canterbury.

Readers may now turn to Dr. Churchill’s paper and reflect on the differences of
nominating and installing bishops in the medieval period with today. Then a prime-
minister was not on hand to interfere but, in addition to the archbishop and monks of
Christ Church, Canterbury who frequently intervened, the king or bishop of Rome often
meddled in such elections in an unseemly manner.

David A. H. Cleggett
Feast of the Epiphany, 1992

o0o

The earliest surviving register of the archbishopric of Canterbury is that of the Franciscan,
John Pecham, in the late thirteenth century, of which the contents have in part been
srinted in the series of Chronicles and Memorials of Great Britain and Ireland, published
under the authority of the Master of the Rolls. If we consult the register for information
“about the procedure followed in the Province of Canterbury when Suffragan sees ffell
vacant, we shall note that normally the Archbishop claimed to be responsible for

»dministering the spiritualities, and the Crown took custody of the temporal possessions,
to the Chapter to elect its new head. Thereupon, the Archbishop, by

Bringe

g . iy s
ined the process of election and, if in order, confirme

pfrom the new bishop. In the case of the See of
the Archbishop claimed the administration both
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i Hamo Hethe in 1352. Against an entry relating to the
temporalities after the election of John de Sheppey is a marginal remark: ‘Note the
Archbishop’s right in the Rochester Diocese’.

This special relationship between the two sees thus indicated is of particular interest, for it
furnishes the only example in England of what Continental writers term a mediate
bishopric. The fact that the Bishops of Rochester claimed to act as chaplains to the
Archbishops and to perform pastoral acts for them, if they were for any reason prevented
from acting themselves, may also be linked with this position as a mediate see.

The question as to how early this relationship arose is one to which itis difficult to return a
precise answer. The Archbishop’s claim that his right was of immemorial custom would
suggest an origin dating back to the early days of the See’s foundation; and it will be
remembered that the See was the second one to be founded after Canterbury when West
Kent formed a sub-kingdom. On the other hand, the fact that, in records and chronicles of
the twelith and thirteenth centuries, we find the archiepiscopal claims being vigorously
challenged from various quarters, might be taken in support of the belief that the right was
not of such long standing and general acceptance as the Archbishops, or their scribes,
would like us to think. It will, indeed, be found not inconsistent with the evidence of
extant records to hold that the relationship, as depicted in the registers, dates more
particularly from the days of Lanfranc and the Norman Conquest.

We find Pope Alexander 111 (1159-1181), in a bull, forbade any secular person from laying
hands on the possessions of the See when vacant, against the ancient custom, and
decreed that to the Archbishop and himself should be preserved the disposition of all
things, as well in the appointment of bishops as in other matters, according to the practice
observed from the days of the blessed Lanfranc. Again, in another bull, he stated that the
Rochester bishopric was of the Archbishop’s ‘table’, and the bishops to be instituted as if
they were his chaplains, according to ancient custom hitherto observed.

If we turn to the opening rubric of the Registrum Temporalium, a compilation, probably,
of the mid-fourteenth century, preserved in the Rochester Diocesan Registry, we learn
that the record was put together from ancient registers of the Church and of the Bishop to
show for all time to those who dream that the Church of Rochester sprang from, and was
endowed by, the Church of Canterbury, that it was a Church contemporary with
Canterbury, founded and endowed at the same time, by the same king, and confirmed in
its liberties by the same kings as confirmed those of Canterbury. There follows a brief
narrative (of which a part only is to be found in the pages of Thorpe’s Registrum Roffense)
of the events connected with the endowment of the See and of the succession of its
bishops from its foundation in 604 to the days when Offa (died 796) devastated the
church and impoverished the See. It was afterwards restored, but was once again
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Lanfranc agreed if,
bishops, fulfil thej o
fell due to them. Officeas

r, Archdeacon of Canterbury, was duly

, in the Chapter of Canterbury by the Monks of

anterbury, thus violating yet another claim of the Monks. As, however, Prior Alan was
le to arrange that the profession of obedience, owed by each bishop on his succession
tothe metropolitical see, was taken by Gualeran at Canterbury, at which time the pastoral

staff was handed to him from the altar, the wrath of Gervase was somewhat appeased.

Itis clear that on this occasion the Archbishop’s claim to have custody of the temporalities
was duly honoured; whether we follow the account of Gervase, who states that the King
upheld the Archbishop’s claim against his Justiciar and declared the Archbishop to be
within his rights in appointing the new man: or that of Ralph de Diceto, who maintained
that the King’s Justices claimed nothing, since the Rochester Bishop was not bound, as
other bishops and abbots, to the King, but only to the Archbishop.

Within two years Gualeran was dead, at a time (August 1184) when the See of Canterbury
itself was lacking a head. It would seem, if we follow the account by Gervase, that the
King’s Justiciars did not seize the temporalities of Rochester for the King, because these
were of the demesne of the Archbishop and so were handed over to the custody of those
who held the estates of the archbishopric. The ultimate result, of course, in this case was
the same, since the temporalities of the archbishopric, during a vacancy, would be
accounted for at the royal exchequer. But the appointment of the new Bishop was not so
easily settled. The memorandum in Archbishop Islep’s register (already referred to, and
possibly the source of the account printed by Henry Wharton in his Anglia Sacra) states
that the Monks obtained the royal licence to elect, and proceeded in their Chapter to the
election of Gilbert de Glanville. They then applied to the new Archbishop, Baldwin, for
confirmation. Gervase, however, writing from the point of view of the Monks of
Canterbury, furnishes-many more details. On the death of their Bishop, the Monks of
Rochester buried the pastoral staff, instead of bringing it to Canterbury to lay upon the
altar there. Then, when Baldwin became Archbishop, he appointed his own clerk,
Gilbert, ignoring the claims of the Monks of Canterbury in the election. So Prior Alan C??f:e
to visit him at Teynham, remonstrating at the procedure, especially in the matter ((1) : e
staff. The Monks of Rochester, having been sum_moned before the Archb|shop,hsa(|j t (;y
were young and knew nothing of the custom claimed, but many others prkc)elsent a Se:sé
in other days, the handing over of the staff. At last the Archbishop was a he t(l) ;doytr]f -
the strife, the staff was handed to him, and he then gave it to Prior Alan, who laid it up

strite, the 2 d and he was consecrated Bishop the
the altar. Gilbert's appointment was accepted an

. e A Day.
following Sunday, being Michaelmas Day ch time possibly

: i i led his See, by the end of which tim
s i R B (l?t':lbeel;}urrl::d and, on hisdeathin June 1214, it will be found

official mem ecomea 25
‘%mmmh‘,’gg,?p?s right to administer the temporalities was challengleﬁi: lttrvl}/gtses
' Mmom nent in the relations between Church and State.tPo;zecz) rl,nrr:ggj:itsen";)setwee"
R T ‘Tusculum, the Papal Legate, since contenti s
\ mﬁl I‘l_'{ ‘JW., mbishoofg u:oc lg:g:;ire intoF;he rights of each, and to exhort the Chapter
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Charter issued by King John in November 1214. This confir

custody of the temporalities and the patronage of the See, and so put the matter beyond
dispute for the future.

The claim of the Archbishop to interfere in the election was, however, again to be called
in question on the death of Benedict’s successor in 1235. The Monks duly applied for
leave to elect within the precincts of their monastery, and chose one, Richard de
Wendene, or Wendover, rector of Bromley. His election was disallowed by the
Archbishop (St. Edmund) on the plea of his lack of learning, whereupon the Monks
appealed to Pope Gregory IX. The Pope confirmed the election in March 1236-37 and
pronounced, despite the privileges of Alexander Ill alleged on the Archbishop’s behalf,
that the election should be in the hands of the Monks, and the Archbishop’s part confined
to that which fell within his sphere by metropolitical right only. This decision is recorded
both in the Canterbury and Rochester archives and, as far as evidence is available,
accepted henceforth by both parties, so that we see in the form of the entry in Pecham’s
register, cited at the beginning of this article, only the echo of a bygone struggle.

We may trace through succeeding registers the continuance of the practice whereby the
Archbishop’s licence to elect continued to be sought and elections to be held, though we
may wonder how much the privilege was worth after the papal provision to bishoprics
(approximately from the middle of the fourteenth century) became the normal
procedure, even though the Pope, having disallowed an election, might proceed to
provide the man elected. The custody of the temporalities by the Archbishop continued

also without dispute. Irene ). Churchill

MORE STORIES FROM STEVE

Just my luck
| was once asked in the Chapter Room before a service, who was preaching. |
looked up the list and replied, ‘It's one of those Badly (Baddely) preached
sermons’. Then | discovered that he was standing behind me.

A way round
After | had taken a group of children round the Cathedral, they were told to go off
and draw something which had interested them. One little girl looked at me and
said that this was the bit she hated because she could not draw. When eventually
she was persuaded to show me what she had drawn | found three circles, labelled

the cannon balls in the crypt.
Too well known

A member of the congreg
Head Verger. At the word
and often.

ation could not surpress a smile when I was admitted as
s | swear, she thought “at least that’s honest for he does
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, once again, for a review of excursions in the pastyear and my Opportum
very encouraging number who make these possible and so enjoyable, g

For our April day visit to Suffolk there was a tour taking in some of the loveliest countrysi
and an excellent luncheon at The Swan in Lavenham. 8

Our long weekend visit (in May) was to Carlisle at the kind invitation of the Dean given to
us when Precentor in Rochester. The Dean and Mrs. Stapleton were wonderfyl|
hospitable. Mary Stapleton greeted us on arrival at the hotel (an excellent venue) and Ory]
Sunday morning following Eucharist and coffee the Dean acted as our guide for 4 very
informative tour of the Cathedral. Afterwards he and Mary were our hosts at the Deanery
for a superb luncheon provided by the Friends of Carlisle.

Later in the afternoon we visited Birdoswald, one of the newer excavations on Hadrian’s
Wall, where our guide was one of the archaeologists. His knowledge of, and exuberance
on the site, made his subject all the more interesting despite the wind’s own exuberance
making it difficult for us to keep on our feet!

On the other full day of the weekend we toured in the Lake District stopping at Ambleside
| b and Bowness-on-Windermere before taking a boat trip on Ullswater from Glenridding to
' Pooley Bridge.

Itwas our pleasure whilst in Carlisle to entertain the Dean and Mary Stapleton to dinner
f one evening, and once again, Mary came to the hotel on the morning of our departure to
say goodbye. The weekend was unanimously agreed to be ‘a winner’.

The last two excursions of the year were to Rye, combining it with Michelham Priory, on a
beautiful day in July and Portsmouth Naval Maritime in September.

| I will look forward to meeting many of you at the Friends Festival, this year to be held on
20th June, and thank you, again, for your continued support.
Jean Callebaut
Excursions Chairman

ROCHESTER 2000 1992

Despite the economic gloom, the Trust’s gross income in February 1992 had already
reached the previous year’s total, with notable increases from charitable trusts and in
corporate giving. Church support continues steadily, with total monies from this source

approaching £150,000. . . i
Another heartening feature of the past year has begn the support given to, und-raising
7 events such as: aﬁ ‘Auction of Pledges’, and ‘Wine, Wit and Wisdom’ evening, a
| erformance of Handel’s ‘Messiah” by the North Downs Chonr and Orchestra, plus the
| ?econd Organ Festival series. The 1992 Organ Festival recitals have been arranged and

¢ Liarn shins
have already received some significant sponsor
i i lidation of the West Front, has
he cleaning, conservation and conso :
Th%fourt‘;l cr?gtrizc::'}:ange to the building’s appearance and the Cathedral recevvedha
;:i)stea:tialr Zrant from English Heritage which enables us to hope that the fifth contract, the

: - rted this year.
re-furbishment of the Quire, can be sta Y A it

Appeal Director
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Atthe same time, we have been pleased to welcor

; 4 o e ome 41 new mem
have assisted the administrative and financial objectives by payit:fgrs;
banker’s order (which saves postage costs) or by covenant (which enabl
net of tax). Membership initiatives continue, but the best recruiters

Obituary
Bennett, Mrs. Z.
Brown, Mrs. U.
Catherwood-Smith,
Mrs. S. M. P.
Cole, Mrs. M.
Crawfurd, Miss B.
Davies, Mrs. E. W.

De L’Isle, The Rt. Hon.

Viscount, VC, KG,

GCMG, GCVO, PC,

DL, JP
New Members
Aylward, Mr G. J.
Aylward, Mrs C. W.
Bacchus, Mr D.
Barnes, Mr D. N.
Bourdeaux, Canon M.
Brock, Mrs S. E.
Brock, Mr D. M.

Brusse-Sleeking, Mrs A.

Corall, Mr S.
Dansie, Mr S. R.
Evans, Mrs S. A. M.
Everitt, Mrs A. P. N.
Gibb, Mrs S. M.
Griffin, Mr E.

Eustice, Mrs. M.
Grove, Mr. L. R. A.
Jennings, Miss M. J.
Layton, Mr. G. H. E.
Leech, Mr. L. W.
McCahearty, Mrs. J. E.
O’Connor, Mrs. V.
Neech, Miss S.
Pearson, Mrs. E. M.

Griffin, Mrs M.
Griffin, Mr M.
Gunner, Mrs M.
Hayward, Mr T. C.
Holliday, Mr L.
Holliday, Mrs P.
Hollis, Mrs H.
Hooker, Mr D.
Horsnell, Mrs J.
James, Mr E. L.
James, Mrs S. F.
Matthews, Mrs J.
Minet, Mr P. P. B.
Moore, Mrs M. A.
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ction of 60 h“ﬁ@bé; i

many of whom
ubscriptions by
es us to get extra

A are the Friends
themselves, and most new members were introduced by direct involvement — a trend

we very much hope will continue with existing Friends enrolling at least one other during
the year ahead.

Phillips-Gorse, Mr |.

Pitt, Mrs A. M.

Pring, Mr. D. A. M., MC, CB
Richards, Mrs E. A.

Royall, Mr G. W.

Sharpe, Canon K.
Stockdale, Mrs C.

Wood, Rev. N. W,

Richards, Dr M. P.
Rixson, Mr P. D.
Robson, Mrs S.
Spreadbridge, Mr P. A.
Spreadbridge, Mrs P. A.
Till, Mrs D.

Walker, Mr B. A. J.
Walker, Mrs M.
Walton, Mrs J.

Wells, Mr P.

Wells, Mrs P.

Young, Dr M.

Young, Mrs G. K.
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OIganConcen David Liddle 120.00
Choristers” Sponsored Concert 19.45

14th

20th Friends’ Festival
24th King's School Choral Concert 20.00

July 19th Capella Cantorum Konstanz Concert 19.30
25th Organ Recital — Barry Ferguson 20.00

August  22nd Berkshire Choral Institute Concert 20.00
23rd Normandy Veterans Association Service 15:15
29th-31st Norman Festival

September 12th King’s School Commemoration Service 11.00
13th R.E. Memorial Service 1115
19th Action Aid ‘Messiah’ for All 19.30
20th Battle of Britain Service 18.30

October  10th Diocesan Choirs Festival 17.15
17th Times and Seasons Informal Concert 12.00
24th Diocesan Children’s Festival

November 8th Remembrance Day Service 10.55
14th Rochester Choral Society Concert 19.30
19th St. Cecilia Concert 19.30
25th B.B.C. Broadcast Choral Evensong 16.00
29th Advent.Carol Service 18.30

December 5th British Retinitis Pigmentosa Society Concert 19.00
5th-6th Dickens Weekend
12th Rochester Choral Society Concert 19.00
16th King’s Pre-Prep. School Carol Service 14.15
17th King’s School Carol Service 19.00
18th King’s Prep. School Carol Service 14.30
22nd Cathedral Carol Service 19.30
23rd Lunchtime Carols 12.00
24th CHRISTMAS EVE — Blessing of Crib 15.15

Midnight Sung Eucharist 23.30

25th CHRISTMAS DAY

Times of Services: Weekday

Sunday 07.30 Mattins

08.00 Holy Communion (1662) 08.00 Holy Communion

09.45 Mattins 13.00 Holy Communion (Tues and Thurs only)

10.30 Sung Eucharist (Rite A) 17.30 Evensong

15.15 Evensong

18.30 Worship in the Quire : GHES TSQ\
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