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CHAIRMAN’S REPORT

Having spent forty years as a local Councillor | did not believe | could
anything as frustrating as that particular position, but | have come 1o re :
being Chairman of the Friends of Rochester Cathedral does just that, As stated
last year - you take two steps forward and one back! i

Unfortunately all I promised last year to try to accomplish is still awaiting
action, nevertheless 1 live in hope that the tasks we were asked to unc
are nearer 1o starting, We have agreed a price for the undertaking of the
painting of the coat of arms from the north quire aisle and this should soon
ready 1o go back in place over the north steps. We have also agreed to

quotation for the placing of the memorials which were removed from
transept into the North Quire aisle, s

The new kitchen or servery in the crypt has run into more trouble -
hold up was because of the repairs required to the vaulting, it w

decided this was too expensive to undertake for the moment and cot
considered at a later date, but then as the floor would have to be taken
put in the drains the Cathedral Fabric Committee are now in the
deciding on the type of tiles to be laid,

As you probably know the fresco is now half painted and very i
- we now await the other half which is promised for next year; sti
more year in a thousand! ‘

The Council has decided, with a little persuasion, to pay for 1
Henniker memorial (of which there is an article in this report). Tt
make a start on the refurbishment of the south aisle. -

The year 1989 saw the coming of the new Dean - now he
into a well earned retirement, although | doubt if his arm ¢
of him. Nevertheless we wish him many happy years anc
with him many fond memories of Rochester, |

As we will be celebrating the fourteen hundfoﬂm .

i

our AGM and organise a weeken
your whole-hearted support. The prc
You will see from the treasurer’s
investments taken a very steep ¢
market will make a I






SOME SPECULATIVE REFLECTIONS OF A
RETIRING DEAN

I should like to share with you some thoughts about the cathedral, which
might best be described as: Some Speculative Reflections of a Retiring Dean.

In a recent “Times” obituary, there was a description of how a well-known artist
took a stanley knife to cut into strips and totally destroy a picture which did
not reach the high standards to which he aspired.
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We are all called to offer our best to God. This cathedral, as is every church,
Is a result of many such offerings, whether it be King Ethelbert, in 604, giving
the land on which the Anglo-Saxon church was built, or Bishop Gundulf
initiating the design and the building of the nave and west front, or William of
Hoo who was prior at the time of the building of the eastern arm of the
cathedral; a building programme which was funded by the offerings of
pilgrims at the Shrine of St William of Perth. Just think of the craftsmanship
involved in this third phase: architecture and engineering had moved on from
the Romanesque semi-circular arch (visible in the great strength of Gundulf’s
nave) to the pointed arch of the thirteenth century. Now it was possible to roof
the presbytery, eastern transepts and quire in stone. The strength and bulk of
the Norman arches was superseded by the slender and elegant design of the
Early English vaulting. The transition from the Norman round arch to the
Gothic pointed arch was not simply a matter of aesthetics (but clearly
aesthetics comes into it), but was also the result of a great advance in
building technology.

The stonemason’s tools, too, must have improved: witness the refined detail
of carved stone in the quire as compared to the nave. Purbeck marble is
polished, with decorative effect, notably in the thinnest of shafts that enhance
the columns supporting the vaulting of the eastern end of the cathedral. But
note, also, a decorative detail which is rarely used in the Norman work: the
carved heads which preserve for ever a host of faces, presumably of t

involved in this great endeavour of creating a building, fit not for a king, but
for God. e

We have no records about the personalities of those who
temple, but their faces invite speculation. Somewhere amongst th
is the master mason, the man who approved the workmanship
workforce and ensured, as best he could, that the different s
employed on adjacent columns (and accounting for the
variations which cause us to comment) did not depart too
overall design. Doubtless, some were apprentices
always match their enthusiasm. ey

There is, in the quire, visible from the Deal






post-Reformation community were one and the same. There is d
evidence at Carlisle, for example, showing that the whole Cistercia

community became members of the New Foundation. Here at Rochester wz b
have only hints, but if the head gardener were a member of the Foundation
and Walter Phillips continued as head of the Chapter, as dean not prior, the
canons, minor canons, lay clerks, vergers, choristers and scholars represented

a continuing community still dedicated to the support of the church’s mission
in this place.

OCUmenta

Having completed the quire and the eastern arm of the cathedral, the Chapter
was now faced with the central tower. It seems likely that, having kept the
Romanesque and solid walls of the quire (which give Rochester one of the
most enclosed cathedral quires in Europe), building above them the elegant
and lightweight clerestorey which we see today, they embarked upon the next
phase. However, building the tower meant dismantling the adjacent Norman
arcade of the nave. And here there are signs that something went wrong. The
evidence for movement, for a structure not strong enough to take the weight
of the central tower, is there for all to see. Rebuilding stopped. The eastern-
most Norman arch of the northern arcade appears to have been reconstructed.
I only we had the Chapter Act Book for this moment. There is evidence, in
stone, of panic. For a vast re-inforcing buttress, within the new Gothic
arches was thrown up. Those members of Chapter who had always argued
that the new-fangled lightweight building design, involving huge windows,
was too risky, must have thought themselves proved right. The only thing to ,-':
do was to abandon the re-building and insert massive, Norman-like, masonry

to stabilise the tower before it collapsed, with how many deaths and injuries, “

no-one could tell.

If you examine this vast mound of masonry, there is every sign of speed: fc
throughout there are random stones containing carved strapwork, ins
everywhere and anywhere they would fit, regardless of their design.

So the Tower was saved. But, more importantly for the historic integrit
cathedral, so was the Romanesque nave, reminiscent of the nave at Bec
Gundulf had been professed as a monk.

The crisis had passed, but so had the passion for rebuilding. We are bou
wonder: were there any red faces? There is one face, just over from the
moon-faced, with a sheepish grin: is this the fellow who was to bla
shall never know.

But the weight of masonry obviously continued to exercise the Cl
builders, for when the time came to complete the vaulted roof
nave transept, stonework was abandoned, and a lightweight ti
used, simulating in every detail the vaulting in stone of the
opposite. It must have been in all details like a wooden m









Baroque crucifix given to the cathedral by the Surveyor to the Fabric, Martin
Caroe, shortly before his death in 1999 and said to have been found on the
battlefield at Salamanca. It is also adjacent to the supposed site of the tombh
of St William of Perth, pilgrims to whose shrine funded the rebuilding of (e
eastern arm of the cathedral and where todays pilgrims light votive candles,
The urge to beautify the cathedral as an aid to worship and personal devotion
is as present today as in the past.
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When | see the plaque in the pavement commemorating St William's Gate,
and walk up the Pilgrim Passage from the High Street to the Cathedral and
enter by the north door and climb the Pilgrim steps, | often wonder whether A
we should not be a little less reticent about Rochester’s martyrs and heroes of

the Faith. It would be a simple step to mark the site of St William’s Shrine: it
would certainly provide a focus for those who visit the cathedral, both as
pilgrims and tourists. We seek to respond to our visitors with a shop selling
commemorative artefacts and a refectory to refresh their bodies. Do we do
enough to refresh their souls? Could a modern Shrine be a focus, turning
visitors into pilgrims? | wonder.

Once the baptistery is completed, the fresco finished and the font in place, we
shall have a major focus, as well as a major work of art. And once again we
should praise God for the talents of the artist, Sergei Fyodorov and the
generosity of our benefactors the Freemasons of Kent.

Without doubt, the very existence of a major fresco, the first such painting in
an English Cathedral for 800 years, depicting the baptism of Our Lord and the
baptism of Kent, (King Ethelbert and many Anglo-Saxons being baptised in
604), will emphasise the significance of baptism - not as a
naming ceremony for an infant - but as “an outward and visible sign of j
inward and spiritual grace”, the means whereby we become members of
Body of Christ, the Church.

Baptism is the ecumenical sacrament, in that it is recognised by all
churches and admits us all into the one, holy catholic and apo
church - Anglican, Orthodox, Protestant or Roman Catholic.

By marking the beginning of the third Christian Millennium by the pai
this baptistry fresco, we are acting out of prayer of Our Lord “that they
be one” and preparing for the day when all Christians in West Kent
upon this cathedral as their spiritual home and mother Church as it
foundation. The commissioning of this great work of art is, in its.e:lf,:‘
faith. e

An address given at Evensong attended by the Masonic Province of West Kent
11th May, 2003, the Third Sunday after Easter.
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The second point did not begin to dawn on me until | was working on the
revision of my book. For that reason it is only mentioned there in
dittidently worded footnote (Flight 1997, p. 162). But | feel fairly sure by ne
that it is right, and it needs to be stated more positively than that 1
sculpture did not originate here at all: it was acquired at second hand. It
initially designed for a larger portal than this one, and so had to be cut down
in size before it would fit.7 This is most obviously true with respect to . :
tympanum, which was intended for a larger space (perhaps a full semicircle)
than the space into which it has been uncomfortably inserted here,
Christ’s haloed head pressed up against the arch.s

As soon as one starts to consider this possibility, one finds that one has to fa
up to some drastic implications. First, the dating of the sculpture becomes ¢
entirely separate question from the dating of the facade. If I were to say
the sculpture is earlier than the facade, the structural evidence would
prove me wrong (though I am willing to concede that the stylistic evide
might). Second, the date of its insertion here becomes entirely uncertain,
were to say that the sculpture was inserted in the fifteenth century, | do not
how anyone could contradict me. Third, we have to face the question
the sculpture came from. It can hardly be supposed that there was a
portal anywhere in Rochester larger and more elab
decorated than the portal in the west front; so the sculpture must have
from elsewhere. The obvious answer would be that it came from ¢
Church in Canterbury; but there is at least one alternative source (I am th
of Faversham) which ought to be considered.9 Once we have dec

location, we shall have to go on to ask when this other portal might h.
dismantled, so that the sculpture became available for someone to cz
to Rochester; and that, indirectly, may give us an answer to t
question. And before we have finished we shall have to ask who
he thought of doing it, and how he could get it done.10

If the existing portal is a palimpsest, moreover, we need
reconstructing (on paper or virtual paper) the two separate portals
to make it up. Portal 1 - the portal built at Rochester in the
century - is easy to reconstruct.t  We remove the sculpture
doorway and restore the missing voussoirs in the innermost or
the column-figures, put the shaft-ring back where it belon
missing sections of the shafts. That is all. Portal 2- the
sculpture was originally made - will not be so easy to

that someone with the right qualifications will feel inspi
the result may consist very largely of dotted lines.12 -
that - but the two basic questions are not of a
answer. Readers, | hope, will look at the evidenc
their own conclusions. Has the lintel been inser

12 : 2
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appeared to enhance it. He became a canon of \Vestminster on 22 §
1668/69 and the Duke of Buckingham presented himy to the
Utfington, Lincolnshire on 22 February 166970, All the while

his satirical writings. In the autumn of 1679 John Evelyh hoted in Nl
he went to St. Paul's “to hear that great wit, Dr. Sprat.  His talent s a
memory, never making use of notes, a readiness of expression MQM
and plain style of words, full of matter; easily delivered® .6

Sprat may have been a wit but he was also a bold champion of hig
doctrines and, even more importantly, the devine right of ktm
opinions brought him to the notice of the court and on 14 January 168

was installed as a canon of Windsor. Once the deanery and NM
his way he did, at last, resign his other livings.

Being a high Tory bishop Sprat was much in tavour with James Il

drew up the form of praver of thanksgiving for the birth of Jan
Edward in 1688. Sprat was of a pliant nature and although in the
of 1689 he opposed the motion that James Il had vacated the thron

stop the bishop/dean from taking a major part in the coronm
William and Mary. |

In Sprat’s time the bishop’s residence was at Bromley, and here he
the old chapel, a separate building, and constructed a new o
on October 30, 1701. This continued in use until 1845 when
Murray removed to Danbury. e

In 1692 Robert Young, a forger, then a prisoner in Nevm,
curry favour with William 11l by discovering a |
Il & VII. Young drew up a paper to which heappended ‘
peers, archbishop Sancroft and bishop Sprat. The problen
the paper in order to implicate the signatories m_;
accomplice carry it to Bromley. As he was u
bishop’s apartments the paper was placed in a'f
to the kitchen. The privy council was then infort
at Bromley was searched a document
Bishop Sprat was arrested and conveye
both the palace and the deanery
so-called ‘conspirators’ protested
days the bishop was allc
accomplice had returne
he returned to






THE ANGLO-SAXON CHURCH

During the ‘environmental improvement’ works undertaken by the foc.
authority in the Boley Hill area of Rochester in 1998, a watching brief w,

kept by the Canterbury Archacological Trust Ltd, and a record of the ﬂndm'%
was written by Alan Ward and published in the Trust’s 1998-9 annual rep
This included, inter alia, new details of our first cathedral, and we reprint

part of the report below, by kind permission of the Canterbury Archaeolog
Trust. i

‘During the repaving of College Yard, outside the west front of the cath
and just 0.20M below the modern road surface, the substantial found
an early Anglo-Saxon church, first exposed by Canon Grevile Livett in
(Livett 1889, 261-278; Livett 1895 17-72) were discovered. The
exposed footings lay a short distance west of those recorded by Cano.
and included the foundations for north and south nave walls and a thi
of both foundations for a chancel arch. A sleeper wall separating the n.
apsidal chancel was also identified for the first time. I

The early Anglo-Saxon apse excavated by Livett (marked out in the
paving of the westernmost part of the nave) was considered by him
tformed part of a cathedral church dedicated to St Andrew and built
by Justus, the first bishop of Rochester. The structure with an inters
8.5M and a length of 22M (St John Hope 1898, 212-3) is small by com
with the contemporary church of St Peter and St Paul at St Augustir

Canterbury (18M wide and 27M long), but compares favourably
the later 7th century churches of St Pancras, Canterbury (9M by 2
Mary, Reculver (7.5M by 19.5M). Although it is likely that

might imply that it is of later seventh century build and m
one of a number of churches set in line as at St Augt
Jarrow. As yet, however, and despite numerous carr
the late nineteenth century, no trace of another Ang
found beneath the present cathedral. ks
The significant new additions to the church f
relative to the existing ground level, togeth
of the west wall of the early church
212) indicate that the foundations










VISIT TO LINCOLN

Itis inappropriate to write an account of the Friends’ visit to Lincoln in o
last year without first ac knowledging the contribution of Jean Callebayt with
her husband John to the enjoyment of many members of the Friends, Sir
1986 there have been hoth day and residential excursions, all meticy m

planned. Such visits not only enhance the fellowship of the Friends but are
seldom, if ever, run at a loss! b

As many of you know, John sadly died in July last. Those of us who had the

pleasure of knowing him appreciated his calm, unassuming, friendly manner
and concern for our welfare, 2

In 2002 Jean had planned the visit as usual but very near our departurem
itbecame apparent that John's hospital appointments were likely to co-inc
I therefore agreed 1o take over - and very much enjoyed the experience!

45 of us set off, in the rain, on Friday May 24th for Ely. Our lunch break
gave us time to visit the cathedral where we were able not only to enj,
beauties but learn something of the work and gifts of their Friends,

Our hotel in Lincoln, owned now by a local family, is situated oppos
cathedral on its spectacular site at the top of the steep hill that leads
modern city.  As we had no formal plans on the Saturday morni
adventurous (and active!) people climbed 127 steps up the west
108 up the east. Fortunately a shuttle bus was available for the return ¢
of us, laden with shopping, who had travelled down the cobbled s
Bailgate shopping area.  Others visited the cathedral library or
peace and grandeur of the medieval bishop’s palace. The tour of th
in the afternoon gave us many memories - of St Hugh's Choir, the
the glorious windows, the Imp etc. We were well entertained
“Friends” and were glad to return their hospitality in the ever

Sunday morning saw some catching the tour bus, which con
outside the hotel, to continue their exploration of the city.
the cathedral where a joyful congregation witnessed the Con
young people, some of them students at the Minster ¢
impressed by the rapport of the Bishop with the ca
| After lunch we visited Doddington Hall, a glorious

| largely in its original state. The elegant interior

| pictures, porcelain and furniture and in the de
enough to be charmed by the music of a-

fhe journey on A
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an organ voluntary. — After lunch which most of us had in the cathedral
Refectory - we are becoming experts on the merits of cathedral
refectories - we travelled to Southwell Workhouse, a formidable 19th Centy

brick Institution - which, with an audio guide, gives a life-like

impression of the care of the poor in Britain. The National Trust had t

: hen only
recently restored it.

We arrived safely back in Rochester in the early evening; having admired the
skill of our driver Gary and appreciated his expertise in finding places to park
or leave us. He was a good support throughout the weekend as were all my
lellow travellers whose co-operation and friendship | much appreciated - such
is the fellowship of “The Association of Friends”.

Betty Trollope

The party pose for Malcolm Moulton at Southwell Minster

21
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THE ASSOCIATION OF THE FRIENDS OF S
ROCHESTER CATHEDRAL

Report of the Officers and Members of Council

We submit our report and financial statements for the year ended 28
February 2003.

Objectives and Policy of the Charity .
The charity was formed in 1935 to apply its income towards the furtherance

Organisation

The Council meets at suitable intervals during the year to consider th
Association’s performance and to decide on appropriate grants.

The charity has one part-time employee and, apart from the costs ¢
annual report issued to members, has minimal administration costs.
. - T? bi

4

Review of the Year

The income from investments during the year increased
the trend of last year. The capital value of the fund decre
due to general market trend having received an extra

The grants paid to the Dean and Chapter of t
were:- Reserved
At 1;.-9@ g





















Miss Wootten 189597

Father Smith 246591 :

Miss L. Stickland 234079 A

Miss E. M. Read 15865

Mrs M. Porter 44538 ;

Mr J. Levett 75000 ,”m
805670 dhide 0.

iR
During the year the Association received through the estate of N
£10000 which has been invested with Cazenove. A further d
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