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Wyatville's Remodelling and Refurbishment of 
Sidney Sussex College, 1820-1837 

Peter Salt 

Introduction 

'There is no getting away from the fact that 
Sidney Sussex College is architecturally the 
least attractive of the old colleges in the uni -
versities.' So wrote Nikolaus Pevsner, adding 
that this was 'to do ...  chiefly' with the archi-
tect, Jeffry Wyatt, later Sir Jeffry Wyatville. 1  
During the 1820s and 1830s, the external ap-
pearance of the College was largely trans-
formed to Wyatville's designs. The extent of 
this transformation can be appreciated by 
considering the College prior to Wyatville's 
intervention. The buildings in Hall Court were 
faced in red brick dressed with stone, and 
were basically those constructed at the time 
of the foundation in 1596, under the supervi-
sion of Ralph Symons. They included an east 
range which contained, either side of a cen -
tral screens passage entered from a porch, 
the Hall and the Master's Lodge (the latter 
with the kitchen and buttery beneath); wings 
containing chambers ran westward from this 
range and were linked by a screen wall which 
completed the court and contained the en - 
trance gateway to the College (Figs. 1-3). The 
architecture of Hall Court was externally 
symmetrical and almost domestic in appear-
ance, which perhaps helped to prompt Baron 
Waldstein to describe the newly completed 
College as 'a palace 1 . 2 To the south of these 

Nikolaus Pevsner, The Buildings of England: 
Cambridgeshire, 2nd ed. (Harmondsworth 1970) 
p. 158: cf. Royston Lambert, 'Our Gothic Revival', 
The Bull and the Porcupine: Sidney Sussex 
College Magazine (1959) pp.2,4 (I am grateful to 
Professor Beales for drawing this piece to my 
attention, and for lending me his copy of this 
scarce publication.) 
The Diary of Baron Waldstein, trans. G.W. Groos 
(London 198 1) p.9 1. For the architectural history 
of the College in general, see Robert Willis and J.W. 
Clark , The Architectural History of the University 

buildings a Chapel and Library were initially 
adapted from the buildings of the friary which 
had previously occupied the site. A south 
range of chambers was added in the early 
seventeenth century in a broadly similar 
manner, forming, with the Chapel and Library 
range, a second three-sided court. During the 
eighteenth century the Hall and parts of the 
Master's Lodge were remodelled internally 
and there were repairs and simplifications 
elsewhere in Hall Court. However, the only 
part of the College to be wholly rebuilt was 
the Chapel and Library range, reconstructed 
in an austere classical style to the designs of 
James Essex in 1776-82 (Fig.3). 3  Apart from 
the Chapel and Library, therefore, the College 
retained prior to 1822 much of its early ap-
pearance; an early nineteenth-century com-
mentator drew, like Waldstein, upon a do-
mestic analogy, but to the College's discredit; 
it resembled, he claimed, 'a misshapen and 
unsightly house'. By the late 1830s, in con-
trast, the College had been, according to the 
same writers, 'entirely remodelled 94 - its two 
courts had been brought together into a more 

of Cambridge ... V61.2 (Cambridge 1886) pp.736-
50: An Inventory of the Historical Monuments in 
the City of Cambridge (hereafter R.C.H.M.). V61.2 
(London 1959) pp.203-4. 
On the eighteenth-century work, see works cited 
in previous note, and R.C. Small, 'Sir James Bur-
rough at Sidney', Cambridge Review 81 (30 April 
1960) p.495; Thomas Cocke, The Ingenious Mr 
Essex, Architect (Cambridge: Fitzwilliam Museum 
1984) p.  12; idem, 'James Essex, 1722-1784' in 
Roderick Brown (ed .), The Architectural Outsiders 
(London 1985) pp.98-9. For the smaller changes 
to the exterior of Hall Court, which nonetheless 
significantly affected its character, see below, 
n.133. 
J. and H.S. Storer, Cantabrigia Illustrata 
(Cambridge 1835) p. 27 . 

Proceedings of the Cambridge Antiquarian Society LXXXI pp. 115-55. 
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unified composition, with a prominent new 
gate tower at their junction, and the buildings 
had been given the appearance of being 
constructed completely of stone, although 
the brickwork remained beneath the surface 
and the eighteenth-century interiors of the 
Hall, Library and Chapel survived within 
(Fig. 12). 

The College had initially consulted a local 
architect, Charles Humfrey, who produced a 
scheme for the restoration and improvement 
of the Hall and Master's Lodge, together with 
the provision of a new Mathematical Library, 
in June 1820. Humfrey's plans were not 
carried out, however, and in October 1820 
Wyatville was brought in to survey the Col-
lege. 6 Wyatville produced in the following 
March a range of plans, some of which in-
volved extensive and even fanciful improve-
ments, but at the core of which were three 
alternative designs of roughly similar scope 
to one of which was largely exe-
cuted in 1822_3.8  Later, in 1824, Wyatville 
produced plans for a second phase of work, 
involving the refacing of the two courts and 
the creation of the present gate tower; these 
were carried out (with a few modifications) in 
the 1830s, together with the construction of a 
new Senior Combination Room (since demol -
ished). 9  

The College's decision to employ Wyatville 
in itself demands explanation. Wyatville was 
the son of Joseph Wyatt of Burton-on-Trent, 
and a member of a ramified and long-lasting 
dynasty of architects - he trained under two 
of his architect-uncles, Samuel and James. 
By the 1820s he was, according to Howard 
Colvin, 'one of the half-dozen leading English 
architects' - in 1820, half-way through his 
career, he already had commissions from 
four dukes, one marquess and seven earls to 
his credit. From 1824 he enjoyed the distinc- 

5 	Sidney Sussex College MSS, 'Plans and drawings 
of Sidney Sussex College by Jeffry Wyatt, 1821-
1833' (hereafter: Wv), G1-2. 

6 	Sidney Sussex College MSS, Masters' Records 
(hereafter: MR.), 116/3/10,  William Savage's ac-
count for 'Attendance with Mr Wyatt in taking 
Dimentions of the College and Grounds: 8 Days'. 

7  Wv/A1-4, AA2-15. Some of these plans are dated 
'March 182 1 ', some ' 182 1 ', some not at all, but it 
Is reasonable to assume that they are all, In fact, 
exactly contemporary. There were three alterna-
five schemes, not two (as stated by C.W. Scott-
Giles , Sidney Sussex College:. A Short History, 
2nd ed. (Cambridge 19751 p.92), although only 
two drawings survive for the third scheme. 

8  MR.44 (Bursar's General Account, 1808-28) 
p.247 (laying of foundation stone); Wyatville's 
certificate that the contractor had completed the 
works 'agreeably to the Terms of the contract' is 
dated September 1823: MR. 116/1/25. 

9 	Wv/Cl-i 1. On the chronology of the construction 
of this phase, see below,  

tion of being employed by George IV as archi-
tect for the remodelling of Windsor Castle, to 
the king's evidently great satisfaction: on the 
day that the first stone was laid, the architect 
was authorised by the king to call himself 
'Wyatville' and to adopt the word 'Windsor' as 
his motto; in 1828, on the completion of the 
royal apartments, he was knighted and 
granted a residence within the Castle. Wy-
atville was therefore an architect of radically 
different standing from any previously em-
ployed at Sidney and arguably of greater 
national reputation than others employed by 
Cambridge .  colleges in the early nineteenth 
century; his experience, furthermore, lay in 
the design and refurbishment of country 
houses - institutional buildings were re-
latively scarce amongst his executed 

10 Part of the explanation for 
the decision to employ Wyatville may lie in 
the contribution to the project of the 
College's Master, William Chafy, as will be 
discussed below. 

The available sources for the history of the 
architectural transformation of the College 
under Chafy are substantial. There is an ex- 
tensive collection of original architectural 
drawings, although relatively few survive for 
the later stages of the project - there are no 
drawings of the Combination Room as ulti- 
mately executed" and the only drawings 
relating specifically to the Chapel are 

12 Correspondence between the 
Master and the architect survives from both 
the earlier and the later stages of the work, 
and the College Order Books provide a record 
of formal decisions regarding the buildings 
throughout the period. While no specific 
building accounts have been traced, the Bur - 
sar's Accounts and records of College Audits 
throw light on the cost of the building project 
and on the general financial background 
against which it took place. In addition, the 

,o 	Howard Colvin, A Biographical Dictionary of 
British Architects, 1600-1840 (London 1978) 
pp.959-63; Derek Linstrum, Sir Jeffry Wyatville: 
Architect to the King (Oxford 1972) p.31 and pas - 
sun; J.M. Robinson, The Wyatts: an Architectural 
Dynasty (Oxford 1979) p.125. Jeffry Wyatt was 
licensed to use the name Wyatville by royal 
warrant dated 6 November 1824, although in 
practice he used the longer name from August 
1824 - at Sidney, there are drawings signed with 
the longer name dated 22 October 1824: 
Linstrum, Wyatville, pp.48,221; Wv/Cl-i 1. For 
simplicity, and in order to distinguish Sir Jeffry 
from other members of his family, he is 
henceforth identified as 'Wyatville' throughout 
this paper. See also below. 

1 1 	The only record of the appearance of the Combi- 
nation Room as built seems to be the outline 
ground plan shown by Willis and Clark, op. cit. 
VoL4, Plan 26. 

12 	Wv/D37; L6. 
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first phase of the works was marked by a 
prolonged dispute between the College and 
the contractor for the works, and material 
relating to this, not available to former schol - 
ars, has recently come to light in the College 
archives. 13 There appears, therefore, to be 
sufficient material to warrant an attempt to 
investigate the aims and aspirations of both 
the College and its architect more closely 
than was possible within the restricted corn-
pass of earlier accounts of the project. 14 This 
paper assesses, in turn, the origins and aims 
of the building project, and both the College's 
selection of Wyatville and its relationship 
with him and with the contractors. Finally, 
the financing and progress of the work are 
considered. The project was, however, 
intimately linked with the history of the 
Taylor legacy, and an account of this con-
nection is an appropriate starting point. 

The Taylor Legacy and the Building 
Project 

Although there was a close link between the 
remodelling of the College and the aug-
mented prosperity of estates bequeathed to 
the College by Samuel Taylor of Dudley, in the 
West Midlands, who died in 1732, expenditure 
on building was not something anticipated in 
Taylor's will. Taylor had been admitted as a 
pensioner in 1688 and took the LL.B. degree 
in 1704. By his will of 1 726 he bequeathed 
property to the College in order to fund a 
Fellowship (transmuted by the College into a 
Lectureship) in mathematics, 'it being, in his 
Apprehension, a Study very useful and bene-
ficial to the public Interest and national 
Gckxl; which Sort of Study, in the Time of his 
being a Student ...  , was, as far as he did ob-
serve, much 

13 	Correspondence relating to the first phase forms 
part of the recently-found bundle relating to the 
dispute between the College and the contractor 
for the first phase, catalogued as MR. 116 / 1-2.  
Three letters from Wyatville to the Master, dated 
1831-3, with accompanying papers, are also In 
the archives: Wv/L2-6. Later letters were printed, 
presumably from originals in the Chafy family 
archives, in Rev. W.K.W. Chaly, Gesta Chaforum 
(privately printed 1910) pp. 239-40 . 

14 	For earlier accounts, to all of which this paper Is 
Indebted, see above, n.2, and Linstrum, Wyatville, 
pp.233-4. 

15 	John Venn and J.A. Venn, Alumni Cantabrtgien- 
ses. Part 1, VoL4 (Cambridge 1927) p.209; Acts of 
Parliament, Private (printed), 58 George III, c.39 
(hereafter Act 1818) pp.693-5. The neglect of 
mathematics was probably general In mid-seven-
teenth-century Cambridge, but Taylor's benefac - 
lion to Sidney was one of a number in the century 
from 1650 which extended the teaching of math-
ematics In the University, commencing with the 
establishment of the Lucasian chair In 1662; Sid 

During the 1810s, however, the value of the 
Taylor estates was spectacularly increased 
by the discovery of minerals on the property. 
In November 1813, the College agreed, at an 
Audit, that proposals should be published for 
letting a previously unexploited coal-mine on 
the Dudley estate. 16 Negotiations proceed-ed 
slowly; in the event, the mines were vested in 
trustees by a private Act of Parliament of 
1818; the trustees - one of them, John Chafy, 
presumably a relative of the Master - were 
empowered to let the mines for up to 40 years 
at a peppercorn rent. 17  It is not clear what 
sums accrued to the trustees in consequence 
of the lease; Lord Dudley and Ward had at one 
stage offered £18,250 for the 
though possibly for the freehold rather than 
for the lease. However, Lord Dudley's offer 
may give some idea of the value of the mineral 
property in relation to the College's re-
sources. The College rent roll, of around 
£2800 a year in 1818-20, would imply a 
capital value of the College estates of around 
£90,000 to 9.140,000- 19  These figures are 
probably underestimates, because it appears 
that the rent roll did not include fines taken 
on the renewal of beneficial leases, but they 
may give a sufficient idea of the sums 
involved to show that the opening of the 
mines was a welcome windfall for one of the 
less prosperous Cambridge colleges, which 
was still feeling the financial effects of its 
eighteenth-century building activities. 20  

Taylor's will had anticipated the discovery 
of exploitable minerals on the property, in 
which case the additional income was to be 
devoted to 'the Maintenance and Education of 
such Student or Students, Scholar or Schol-
ars of ... Sidney Sussex College, who should 
principally and in most particular Manner 
addict and apply himself or themselves to the 
Study of the Mathematics'. 2 ' The College 

ney was one of a number of colleges to benefit 
from Lady Sadler's 1710 bequest to found 
mathematical lectureships: Christopher 
Wordsworth, Scholae Academicae (new 
Impression, London 1968) Chapter 7, especially 
pp.64-5,72-3; W.W. Rouse Ball, AHistory of the 
Study of Mathematics at Cambridge (Cambridge 
1889) pp.47,89,91,105: cf. Scott-Giles, op. cit. 
p.52. 

16 	MR  (Minutes of proceedings of College 
Meetings, 1813-54) 1 November 1813. Act 1818, 
p.696  states that the mines 'of Coal and other 
Minerals ... have never been opened'. 

17 	Act 1818, pp. 697-8. 
18 	MR.7:25 March 1816; 16 June 1817. 
19 	MR.66 (College account book, 1818-62) audits for 

1818-20; the rate of return from land appears to 
have been in the region of 2 0/o-3%: F.M.L. Thomp - 
son, English Landed Society in the Nineteenth 
Century (London 1963) pp. 37 '40,55 '254 . 

20 	See below. 
21 	Act 1818, p.695. 
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had already given some effect to this provi-
sion of the will by establishing, in 1792, an 
'Exhibition . . . for the encouragement of the 
study of Mathematics' out of surplus income 
from the Fund, albeit not arising from 
mineral extraction. 22  However, given the 
scale, relative to the College's existing in -
come, of the increase in the value of the 
estates following the opening of the mines, it 
was perhaps only to be expected that the 
College would decide to seek permission to 
apply some of this new wealth elsewhere 
than in the creation of mathematical 
scholarships, despite the terms of Taylor's 
will. The College determined in November 
1817  to seek counsel's opinion on making 
application to Parliament to devote only six 
or seven thousand pounds to the founding of 
six mathematical exhibitions, and to lay out 
'the remainder of the Money . . . in the 
Purchase of Advowsons'. It is not surprising 
that the College should have endeavoured to 
apply its windfall to the purchase of pre-
sentations to ecclesiastical livings, since 
they provided preferment for Fellows who left 
the College (as most did, at a relatively early 
stage in their careers, not least because 
College statutes forbade Fellows to mar-ry). 23  
Indeed, the purchase of advowsons may well 
have seemed a high priority to a College 
which, though small, had fewer livings in its 
patronage in the 1820s than all but three 
colleges, one of which was the newly founded 
Downing . 24  At this stage, therefore, while the 
Master and Fellows hoped to devote some of 
the Taylor windfall to general College 
purposes, building does not appear to have 
been uppermost in their minds. 

In the event, when an Act of Parliament 
was passed in 1818 to regulate the expendi-
ture of the income from the lease of the min-
eral rights on the Dudley estate, it required 
that it be devoted to ends which differed from 
those envisaged in the College order of 
November 1817. In part, the statute did pro-
vide for carrying out Taylor's intentions much 
in the manner that the November 1817 order 
had envisaged: income from the capital ob-
tained from the lease of the mines was to be 
appropriated, in accordance with the will, 
amongst such College members 'as shall ap-
pear . . . to be the best Proficients in Mathe- 

matical Learning '.25 In addition, however, the 
Master and Fellows were authorised to lay 
out up to £100 yearly, 'in the Purchase of ... 
Mathematical Books and Treatises, and 
Mathematical Instruments, for the Use of the 
said Students and Scholars', and to apply up 
to £4000 'in erecting, building, altering or fit-
ting up and preparing a convenient and 
proper Place for the Reception of such Math-
ematical Books and Treatises and Instru-
ments, and to make . . . Provision for their safe 
Custody and Preservation'. 26  A further Act of 
1 823 expanded on this by empowering the 
Master and Fellows to spend an additional 
£4500, partly on the building project sanc-
tioned by the 1818 Act, but also on providing 
rooms for the residence of Mathematical Ex-
hibitioners, since the provision of such 
rooms 'would tend further to promote the 
Views and Intentions of the Testator -, . 27  

The setting aside of the 1817  scheme to 
purchase advowsons in favour of the promo-
tion of mathematical scholarship provided 
for by the two statutes may have been forced 
on the College by a realisation (perhaps in 
the light of counsel's opinion) that Parlia-
ment would not sanction so open a diversion 
of some of the money to general College pur -
poses as would be implied by the purchase of 
advowsons 28  However, the devotion of such 
considerable resources to mathematics not 
only fitted Taylor's intentions to promote the 
subject; it also fitted in with the established 
pattern of studies in the University. 29  Math-
ematics had come, by the opening of the 
nineteenth century, to dominate the Senate 
House examination (which had succeeded 
the 'exercises' as the basis for determining 
the standard of candidates for the B.A. de-
gree); 'the non-mathematical components 
of the . . . examination . . . withered to vesti-
gial The studies pursued in the 

Act 1818, p.700 . 
Ibid. p.701. 
Acts of Parliament, Private (printed), 4 George IV, 
c.25. pp.390-1. 
The purchase of advowsons was not abandoned 
as an aim. Chafy bequeathed £1000 to the College 
in 1843 to form 'The Advowson Fund' and the 
College embarked on a new campaign to purchase 
advowsons In 1847, when the financial implica-
tions of the building works had at last been re - 
solved: Chafy, Gesta, p.327; MR.2, 4 May 1847. 
This and the following paragraphs owe much to 
my reading of Chapters 4-5 of Dr Searby's forth-
coming volume and to references provided there. 
Rouse Ball, Mathematics, pp.92,21 1-12; idem, 
Cambridge Notes (Cambridge 1921) pp.279-
80,293; Gascoigne, Mathematics and meritocra-
cy', pp.548,551-3,574; idem, Cambridge in the 
Enlightenment (Cambridge 1989).p.272; D.A. 
Winstanley, Unreformed Cambridge (Cambridge 
1935) pp.48-53; idem, Early Victorian Cambridge 
(reprinted, Cambridge 1955) pp.150, 155. There 

25 
26 
27 

28 

29 

22 	MR.2 ('Acta Collegii Dominae Franciscae Sidney 	 30 
Sussex', 1637-1863) pp.112-13,149-50. 

23 	MR.7, 11 November 1817; John Gascoigne, 
'Mathematics and meritocracy: the emergence of 
the Cambridge Mathematical Tripos', Social 
Studies of Science 14 (1984) pp. 562-3. 

24 	'A Trinity man [J.M.F. Wright], Alma Mater. V61.2 
(London 1827) pp. 169-202. 
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University were not so narrow as this might 
imply. The part of the Senate House examina -
tion which contemporaries regarded as 
'mathematical' embraced those physical 
sciences to which mathematics had been 
successfully applied, such as mechanics, hy -
drostatics, optics and astronomy - hence the 
College's concern to provide space for 
'Instruments ' . 31 Furthermore, undergradu -
ates' studies were not in practice so heavily 
dominated by Mathematics as was the Sen-
ate House examination, something which is 
reflected in the existence at Sidney, at least 
by 1810, of a College prize for classics, to 
which were added prizes for English and 
Latin 'Declamations' in 1823 and for divinity 
in 1832 - this last was awarded on the basis 
of annual College examinations, as was the 
classics prize from 1823.32  Nonetheless, such 
studies were not recognised by the University 
prior to 1822, and contemporaries generally 
felt that the study of mathematics was 
central. At Trinity, the Classical Lecturer did 
not teach the third-year undergraduates, 
rightly calculating that [students'] time 
thenceforth ought to be wholly occupied in 
preparing for the Schools and for the Senate-
house'; a students' guide of 1807 claimed that 
those who neglected mathematics had little 
hope of persevering in 'any literary pursuit'. 33  
It has been argued that, by 1800, 
'Cambridge's mathematically based curricu-
lum was . . . increasingly removed from the 
interests of both the larger scientific commu-
nity and the offspring of the landed classes 
who . . . were attending the universities in 
growing numbers'; the introduction of the 
'previous examination' in 1822 meant that 
the University required some study of clas-
sics and of the Bible from all undergraduates. 
Nonetheless, mathematics continued to form 
the principal part of the Senate House exam-
ination, which remained the only route to 
honours until the middle of the nineteenth 
century; a number of leading Cambridge men 
would offer, in the 1830s and 1840s, spirited 
defences of the centrality of mathematics in a 
liberal education. 34  

were few candidates for degrees in civil law and 
medicine at this date: Winstanley, Unreformed 
Cambridge, pp. 58-62. 

31 	Rouse Ball, Notes, p.280,283; idem, History, 
p.199; see above. 

32 	Cambridge University Calendar (1810, 1823, 
1 832) (all references to the Calendar are to the 
entries for Sidney); cf. Autobiographic 
Recollections of George Pryme, Esq. M.A. 
(Cambridge 1870) p. 55 . 33 	Wright, op. cit. V61.2, pp.23-4; Gascoigne, Cam- 
bridge in the Enlightenment. pp.270-1. 

34 	Rouse Ball, History, pp.211-12; idem, Notes. 
pp.293-4; Gascoigne. Cambridge in the Enlight- 

However, while the Taylor windfall was de- 
voted in part to the improvement of facilities 
for the Mathematical Lecturer at Sidney, it 
may be questioned how important a contri- 
bution this was to undergraduate education. 
In many colleges, the Lectureships had be- 
come sinecures by the end of the eighteenth 
century; their stipends, fixed by statute, had 
been rendered insignificant by inflation, and 
their lecturing duties had been taken over by 
the Tutors. 35  There is no direct evidence as to 
how assiduous or effective Sidney's Taylor 
Lecturers were thought to be in this period. 
The College apparently regarded the ap- 
pointment as a preferment for its own mem - 
bers: twice during the 1810s and 1820s it was 
decided to leave the Lectureship vacant until 
it could be established whether a Sidney Un- 
dergraduate who was qualified to take it could 
be found; all the Lecturers who served be- 
tween 1810 and 1838 subsequently became 
Fellows, and it appears that the Lectureship 
served as temporary preferment for College 
Wranglers aspiring to the Fellowship, pend- 
ing the appearance of a vacancy . 36  How-ever, 
unlike most statutory College Lectureships, 
the Taylor Lecturer was well paid: his stipend 
was £120 per annum in 1810 and rose twice 
between then and 1850 in line with the 
increasing income of the Taylor es-tates. 37  
Furthermore, during the periods of vacancy, 
the College appointed a Fellow to carry out 
the Lecturer's duties and granted an 
additional stipend in respect of this. 38  This 
may suggest that the Lectureship was more 
than a sinecure. Nonetheless, however assid- 
uous the Lecturer, it is probable that his ac- 
tivities were marginal to the careers of many 
undergraduates. College lectures were seen 
as much more appropriate to undergraduate 
study than such University lectures as were 

39 and J.M.F. Wright claimed to have 

enment, pp.270-2; Winstanley, Early Victorian 
Cambridge, p. 158; 'Academicus', A Letter to the 
Rev. Christopher Wordsworth. D.D. (Cambridge 
1822) pp. 15-16; B.D. Walsh, A Historical Account 
of the University of Cambridge and its Colleges, in 
a Letter to the Earl of Radnor (London 1837) 
pp. 103-6; M. M. Garland, Cambridge Before Dar-
win (Cambridge 1980) pp.41-2,49-51. 

35 	Winstanley, Unreformed Cambridge, pp.269-70. 
36 	•MR2, pp.  199,2 15; Cambridge University Calen- 

dar (1810-41). Because of the statutory require-
ment that Fellows devote themselves to the study 
of divinity, the Lectureship was not tenable with a 
Fellowship: Act 1818, p.695. 

37 	Cambridge University Calendar (1810, 1811,  
1846). 

38 	MR2, pp. 199,215. 
39 	Winstanley, Unreformed Cambridge. pp. 179-81; 

idem, Early Victorian Cambridge, p. 179; Wright, 
op. cit. Vol.2, pp. 34-5; Pryme, op. cit. p. 12 1 ; Walsh, 
op. cit. pp. 57-8,61. 
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'much profited' from the first-year Greek 
lectures at Trinity. 4° Nonetheless, B.D. Walsh, 
a Fellow of Wright's College, described the 
College lectures in his critical account of the 
University as 'in many cases not very su-
perlatively excellent'. This resulted, he 
claimed, partly from the 'very imperfect way 
in which they are not infrequently conducted' 
but also from the insuperable problem of 
lecturing to the wide ability range contained 
in colleges which set no educational re-
quirements as a condition for entrance; in 
smaller colleges, lecture audiences could 
even include undergraduates from differ-
ent Many undergraduates from 
throughout the ability range consequently 
employed private tutors. This was a develop-
ment which did not go unopposed and which 
had yet to reach its height in the 1820s, but 
Wright, who went up to Trinity in 1815, was 
able to neglect College lectures in his final 
year with the connivance of the lecturer, who 
recognised that his treatment of his material 
had to be attuned to 'the slowest capacities', 
and would therefore restrain a bright stu-
dent. 42  

The devotion of the Taylor windfall to the 
improvement of the Taylor Lecturer's facili -
ties may therefore have done relatively little 
to improve mathematical education in Sid-
ney. The decision to use the Taylor moneys in 
this way may instead reflect the way in which 
the improvement of the Lecturer's facilities 
could be made to further the College's other 
needs. For example, it may be suspected that, 
in constructing a new Combination Room at 
a cost of £650 and allocating the old one to 
the storage of the Mathematical Lecturer's 
instruments, the Fellows had the new Com-
bination Room more clearly in their sights 
than the improved facilities for the Lecturer. 
Even the Taylor Library, which was estab-
lished under the first Act, appears to have ac-
quired, in the 1830s and 1840s, works which 
dealt with geology, biology and chemistry, as 
well as ones dealing with mathematics as 
then understood in Cambridge. 44  The 

40 	Wright, op. cit. Vol. 1, pp. 127-8,153. 
41 	Walsh, op. cit. pp.62,70-1; Winstanley, Unre- 

formed Cambridge. p.275. 
42 	Ibid. pp.275,331-3; Pryme, op. cit. p.48; J.W. 

Blakesley, Where Does The Evil Lie? (London 
1845) p. 16; Rouse Ball, Notes, pp. 303-4; Wright, 
op. cit. VoL2, pp.24-5. 

43 	MR.56 (Bursar's General Account, 1829-56) 
p.524. 

44 	Based on a selective survey of works published In 
the 1830s and 1840s contained in a later cata-
logue of the Taylor Library in the College MunI - 
ment Room, uncatalogued. I am grateful to Pro-
fessor Beales and to Dr Searby for prompting this 
line of enquiry. 

specifications for building work which were 
obtained in 1 820 and 1821  indeed suggest 
that, in embarking on such work, the College 
had wider interests than those of mathemati-
cal scholarship in mind. When the College 
decided in October 1822 to undertake a sec -
ond phase of building, and to seek legislation 
permitting the use of further moneys from the 
Taylor property in order to finance it, the 
College minutes record that the measures to 
promote mathematical scholarship which 
would be mentioned in the resultant 1823 Act 
were not the only projects envisaged. It was 
also proposed that at least one of the Col-
lege's courts be refaced - a plan not men-
tioned in the Act . 45  The variety of aspirations 
which the building works of the 1820s and 
1830s were apparently intended to fulfil 
indicates that the College would probably 
have wished to undertake building at about 
this time, even had the Taylor windfall not 
occurred. Were the Master and Fellows in fact 
still diverting - or trying to divert - the Tay -
br money away from the will's provisions for 
the expansion of mathematical education 
and into more general College purposes, al-
beit in a less blatant way than by the pur -
chase of advowsons? This question cannot 
readily be answered since, if the building 
projects in fact served wider purposes than 
the mathematical ones mentioned in the 
Acts, so it seems equally to have been antici-
pated - from the start that building expenses 
might not be covered wholly by the Taylor 
money. As early as April 1820, it was decided 
to hold a Fellowship open in order to finance 
'extraordinary repairs '. 46  The building pro-
gramme was indeed by no means wholly fi-
nanced from the Taylor windfall - the Acts of 
Parliament provided £8500 out of a total ex-
penditure of a little over £14,000. It is im-

possible to say precisely what proportion of 
the expenditure could be deemed to have 
served the purposes laid down in the two 
Acts, but, in practice, a substantial general 
refurbishment of the College (including an 

45 	MR.7, 24 October 1822. 
46 	MR.2, p.205 . 
47 	An account drawn up In May 1833, which ex- 

eludes the work on the Chapel, for which the 
Master paid, gives the figure of £13,063. It must 
be based either on estimates or on contracts 
which excluded certain details, since items such 
as the grate for the Combination Room were 
accounted for separately as late as 1834-5: 
MR.56 , pp.523-4,98. To this must be added the 
additional £430.8s. 1 id paid to Westmacott under 
a court order of 1827 (see below) and Wyatvllle's 
fees which, as listed In the College accounts, 
totalled £798.9s.Od (again, presumably, excluding 
his fees relating to the Chapel): MR.44, p.263; 
MR. 56, p.134. 
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extension of the Master's Lodge) was partly 
financed out of the Taylor funds, even though 
an improved provision for mathematical 
scholarship could be seen as a somewhat 
incidental consequence of much of the work. 
Certainly the extension of facilities for math-
ematical scholarship became intimately in-
volved with the satisfaction of a wider range 
of needs and aspirations, which will be con-
sidered in the next section. 

The Origins and Aims of the Building 
Project 

Mathematics and Building 

The decision to improve facilities for mathe -
matical study had some direct architectural 
implications. A College order of April 1820 
determined that 'the College Hall [should] be 
thoroughly repaired and fitted up, out of the 
Money given to the College by the late Act of 
Parliament for the Sale of the Dudley Coal 
Mines, to receive Mathematical Books and 
Instruments; and be rendered convenient for 
the Mathematical Lecturer to deliver his Lec-
tures therein. '48  Charles Humfrey's prelim-
inary report and scheme, produced in June 
1820, proposed the erection to the west of the 
Hall of 'rooms for the Reception of Mathemat-
ical Books, and Instruments, and to open a 
Communication with these rooms from the 
Hall (or Lecture room)'. Humfrey's plan was 
essentially to fill in the recess between the 
tower in the northeast angle of Hall Court 
and the Hall porch with a new building, which 
would have presumably accommodated the 
mathematical books and instruments on 
both of its two floors (Fig.4, 'C'); what changes 

49 he envisaged to the Hall itself are not clear. 
Wyatville's executed proposal for a Math-

ematical Library was not dissimilar, but Wy-
atville evidently believed that Humfrey had 
provided insufficient space. Wyatville pointed 
out in one of his drawings that, in his design, 
the Library, although in essentially the same 
location as Humfrey's, 'is made to project 
from the Turrets in the angles, because if the 
outside walls were kept even with them [as in 
Humfrey's plan] , it would not leave the space 
above 9 feet wide' (Fig. i).° Furthermore, at 

48 	MR2, p.205. 49 	WV/G1. 
50 	wv/AA6. Wyatvine's Mathematical Library was 

certainly intended to include part of the upper 
floor of the extension, with access via a staircase 
in the corner tower, which is shown, as though it 
had been constructed, on Wv/L5 (not dated, but 
on paper with the same watermark as Wv/L4, 
dated 24 April 1832). There was not a staircase in 
this position by the early twentieth century, how- 

least one of Wyatville's proposals envisaged 
providing the Fellows with a new Combina-
tion Room so that the old one, at the 
northeast corner of Hall Court, could become 
'a receptacle for the Instruments' . This 
suggestion was ultimately adopted in es-
sence, although an alternative scheme did 
not provide a new Combination Room (in this 
scheme the new building to the west of the 
Hall would have projected even further into 
Hall Court, so that the library could be 
confined to the first floor, and the ground 
floor be devoted to the. 'Instruments') .51 
Despite the reference to 'fitt[ing] up' the Hall 
in the 1820 order, and even though the Act of 
1823 spoke of expenditure having been 
undertaken in this area, Wyatville's schemes 
barely involved changing the interior of the 
Hall. Apart from some proposed measures for 
structural strengthening which were not in 
the event carried out, 52  the only internal 
change proposed was an improvement to the 
ventilation of the Hall stove. According to 
Peter Salway, the eighteenth-century ceiling 
of the Hall incorporated arrangements for 
ventilation through the central rose via a 
chimney pipe linked to an orifice in the roof, 
and it appears that this was the only 
provision. Wyatville noted that an advantage 
of one of his proposed structural changes 
was that it would facilitate 'making a flue for 
the great hall' and his more detailed drawings 
provided for one running under the Hall floor 

ever; pencil annotations to Wv/AA7 show 
'Hackforth's bedroom' on the first floor in this lo-
cation (Hackforth was a Fellow from 1912 and 
moved away from this part of the College In 1924-
5: Sidney Sussex College Annual [19241 p.2; 119251 
p.2; 119571 pp.23,29). The spiral staircase within 
the library which existed In more recent years 

. (shown on the plan published In R.C.H.M. V61.2 
p.205 and In Fig. 1) is not shown In any of wy-
atville's drawings. 

51 	wv/A6; AA1 1. The third scheme survives only In 
the form of two elevations, which are ambiguous 
as to the provision of a new Combination Room. 
The internal arrangements are therefore difficult 
to assess: wv/AA14-15. 

52 	See below. 



Figure 4. Humfrey's proposals, June 1820: east elevation of Hall and Master's Lodge; plan. 
(Wv/G 1; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

to an outlet at the northeast comer. 53  Beyond 
this, some repair work was done: the fairly 
substantial sum of £81.8s was spent on 
cleaning and repairing the walls and ceilings 
of the 'Hall, Library &c' prior to painting in 
1823. 54  

53 	Peter Salway, 'A College hall restored', Country 
Life 127 (25 February 1960) p.382; Wv/AA6; AA7; 
B17. A stove is not shown in Ackermann's view of 
the Hall, published in 1815; nonetheless, the ab-
sence of reference to it amongst Wyatville's 
drawings suggests that it was not designed by 
him. It had presumably been installed shortly be-
fore 1820: R.R. Williamson, Ackermann's Cam-
bridge (London 1951) Plate 18; Willis and Clark, 
op. cit. VoL2, facing p.742. 

54 	MR.44, p.263; MR. 116/2/26. The ironwork of the 
gateway into the Hall was painted in Prussian 
blue, the standard colour for internal ironwork 

The provision of rooms for Mathematical 
Exhibitioners stipulated by the second, 1823, 
Act fell within the second phase of building. 
Although Wyatville had pointed out in March 
1821 that additional accommodation might 
be formed in the Hall roof, 55  in the event the 
additional rooms were provided by extending 
the attics of the three existing east-west 
ranges of the College. On the centre and 
north wings, Wyatville raised the roof line and 

for most of the Georgian period, and the columns 
under the gallery were marbled in imitation of 
porphyry. Cf. Steven Parissien, Paint Colour (The 
Georgian Group Guides, 4, n.d.). 

55 	Wv/AA14. Some drawings have pencil amend- 
ments implying proposals for a full extra floor 
over the Hall, but these may not be contemporary: 
WV/A4; 136; B7. 
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added new windows (some of them, if Log-
gan's print of about 1688 is to be believed, a 
reinstatement of ones which had been re-
moved), so that the third floor of the centre 
building contained four sets and the third 
floor of the north wing six. There is no record 
of the earlier layouts so it is impossible to 
judge exactly how much accommodation was 
added, but the rooms which resulted from 
Wyatville's alterations were undoubtedly 
more spacious and lighter than those which 
had existed before. 56  Wyatville proposed 
minimal internal changes to the south wing. 
It was only at the last minute that it was 
decided to remodel the attic of this wing 
internally; plans do not survive, but it was 
presumably at this stage that the area was 
rearranged in the form which survived until 
1968, with new dormer windows to the south 
further increasing the light in the attic 

57 This improvement of attic accom-
modation echoed eighteenth-century im-
provements in other colleges, for example at 
St John's, where Cole described Essex's work 
of the 1770s as 'giving a new and better Air to 
their Garrets'. 58 

Other College Needs 

Wyatville's modifications thus improved the 
quality, as much as the quantity, of accom-
modation. This is one indication of how the 
refurbishment of the 1820s and 1830s served, 
as has been suggested, wider purposes than 
those mentioned in the two Acts. Indeed, al-
though ostensibly for Mathematical Exhibi -
tioners, the improvements to the attics may 
have been aimed at solving a more general 
accommodation problem. Sidney experi -
enced a rather unsteady increase in the 
numbers of undergraduates matriculating in 
the years between 1800 and 1820. The aver-
age number matriculating each year around 
1840 was about ten, as opposed to the seven 
or so matriculating in each year around 
1801. 59  Sidney's experience was shared by 

56 	Wv/C4-10; D3; D25. On the probable removal of 
original dormer windows in the eighteenth cen-
tury, seebelow, n.133. 

57 	Wv/El. A survey of this wing, made in August 
1968, prior to the internal reconstruction and 
reroofing, Is in the College archives, uncatalogued. 

58 

	

	Cocke, 'James Essex', pp. 101-2; Willis and Clark, 
op. cit. VoL2. p.318. 

59 	The trend has been derived from calculations of 
an average for five years about any given year, 
based on data in MR.31 (Admissions Register, 
1706-1843). I am grateful to Nicholas Rogers for 
help in gathering these data. The unevenness of 
the figures may owe something to the disruption 
caused by building work, although matriculations 
also dipped In the 1810s, reputedly as a 

other colleges: during the 1810s and 1820s, 
numbers of students in the University as a 
whole were expanding, creating difficulties 
with accommodation. In 1818, the University 
agreed to appoint two pro-proctors to assist 
the proctors in the enforcement of discipline, 
on account of the great increase in the num-
ber of students and the necessity of their 
lodging in the town 60  At least nine colleges, 
beside Sidney, constructed additional ac-
commodation in the 1820s. 6 ' Recalling the 
reasons behind Corpus Christi's building 
project, the Master noted that 'the change 
from a state of war to a state of peace had oc - 
casioned an influx of students to the Univer -
sities', while Trinity College accepted 'the 
expediency of making an increase in Cham -
bers in consequence of the great increase of 
admissions and with a further view of 
bringing the Students to reside wholly within 
the Walls of the College'. 62  The additional 
buildings also made it possible to preserve in 
the face of reviving numbers the practice for 
each man to enjoy the privacy of a set of 
rooms to himself, which seems to have 
become the rule during the eighteenth 
century at both Oxford and Cambridge. 63 

The provision of additional accommoda-
tion may, therefore, have served more general 
aims than those stated in the 1818 and 1823 
Acts. It is apparent, furthermore, that some of 
the building work was aimed at resolving an 
even more fundamental problem. Humfrey's 
report of June 1820 makes clear that work on 
the Hall was believed to be necessary, not 
simply in order to render it 'convenient for 
the Mathematical Lecturer to deliver his Lec-
tures', but in order to avert collapse. 'The 
whole of the Eastern part of the College 

consequence of arson attacks in 1812-13. Little 
damage seems to have been done to the buildings 
but, because the attacks were blamed on a student 
of the College, they allegedly cost the College"its 
reputation, and with that, its sons': Scott-Giles, 
op. cit. pp.93-4; Wright, op. cit. Vol. 1 . p.106. 

60 Christopher Brooke and Roger Highfield, Oxford 
and Cambridge (Cambridge 1988) pp.266-7; 
Henry Gunning, Reminiscences of the University, 
Town and County of Cambridge from the Year 
1780. V61.2 (London 1854) p. 316 . 

61 	Eight are listed by R.C.H.M. V61.1, p.bcxxiv, to 
which can be added Trinity Hall (1823): R.C.H.M. 
Vol.2, p.253; building was also considered at 
Gonville and Caius: Christopher Brooke, A 
History ofGonville and Caius College (Woodbridge 
1985) pp. 193,208. 

62 	Willis and Clark, op. cit.: V61.1 , p.302; V61.2, p.651; 
cf. ibicL VoL2,p.178. 

63 	Edward Miller, Portrait of  College: A History of 
the College of St John the Evangelist. Cambridge 
(Cambridge 1961) p.76; Brooke, Caius, p.208; 
H.M. Colvin, 'Architecture' In The History of the 
University ofOxforcL VoL5, ed. by L.S. Sutherland 
and L.G. Mitchell (Oxford 1986) p.843. 
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(towards the Master's Garden) is in a very di-
lapidated Condition', reported Humfrey: 

'it is in Danger, from there having been a very con-
siderable lateral pressure upon the outer walls; 
more especially at that part of the Building which 
separates the Master's Lodge from the College hall; 
for here the east wall has Bulged-  this has been 
caused chiefly by the weight of the Roof; which has 
become defective probably from the decaying of the 
Wall plates, and from the Tye beams having in 
Consequence lost their hold: It has become neces-
sary to apply a remedy for the injury already sus - 
tamed, and to prevent all apprehension of future 
Mischief.' 

Humfrey therefore proposed 'to erect some 
additional building on the East side, project-
ing into the Master's Garden ...  being placed 
exactly against the weakest part of the pre -
sent external wall . . . to resist the lateral pres -
sure. before spoken of;' the elevation which he 
submitted showed this forming the base of a 
veranda for the Master's Lodge (Fig.4, 'A-B'). 
Furthermore, he reported that 'A Complete 
reparation of the outside walls' (involving the 
cutting out and replacing of decayed bricks), 
'new Gutters (to keep the Foundations dry)' 
and new windows were 'absolutely neces-
sary'. The roof was to be stripped and its tim - 
bers repaired, and a new covering was to be 
provided in the then-modish Welsh slate. 64  

Humfrey's proposals were not carried out, 
but Wyatville's more extensive proposals of 
March 1821 show a concern with much the 
same structural problems which it was in-
tended, in part, to solve in the same way. Like 
Humfrey, Wyatville pointed to the decay of the 
roof structure, which he again proposed to 
rectify by repairing the decayed timbers and 
by reslating the roof. Wyatville's proposals 
for dealing with the bulging east wall varied. 
On several drawings he suggested more or 
less complete reconstruction; in the event, 
more restricted works appear to have been 
carried out, as envisaged in the first of Wy-
atville's initial schemes, with a fore-building 
on the east front similar to Humfrey's (and 
likewise supporting a veranda for the Master) 
and brick buttresses supporting the old wall, 

64 	Wv/G1-2: cf. MR2, p.205.  On the spread of Welsh 
slate as a roofing material in the late eighteenth 
and early nineteenth centuries, see Alec Clifton-
Taylor, The Pattern of English Building. 4th ed., 
ed. by Jack Simmons (London 1987) pp. 170-1. 
There Is a reference to 'slating the whole old 
building' in 1679 (MR.29A [Account book 'DI 
pp.24,26), and pre-Wyatville depictions of the 
College appear to show stone slates. If it replaced 
stone slates, then-the new roof would have had 
the virtue, given the buildings structural prob -
lems, of being lighter than its predecessor. Cf. 
Clifton-Taylor, op. cit. pp. 104,170. 

which was rebuilt only upwards from the wall 
plate of the roof (Figs.1, 10-11). At the same 
time, however, Wyatville attacked the struc-
tural problems of the range nearer their root, 
adding to the roof additional tie beams rest-
ing on heightened external walls to east and 
west, in order to reduce the lateral thrust ex-
erted by the roof on the walls. 65  Furthermore, 
Wyatville saw the structural problems of the 
Hall and Lodge range as deriving not only 
from the pressure of the roof, but also from 
the absence of cross walls tying the east and 
west fronts together. He also noted that 
subsequent alterations had not always been 
soundly carried out: 'the Master's Drawing 
room chimney', he observed, 'is on a Timber 
partition'. As with the east wall, Wyatville 
proposed drastic solutions which were not 
fully executed. He suggested building cross-
walls, one of them in the Hall immediately to 
the north of the gallery, 'leaving a large open 
arch to the Hall Gallery 1 . 66  In the event, the 
contract drawings of May 1821  specified 
simply a 'New wall to be built under the 
chimney of the Master's Drawing room', al-
though iron pillars, not mentioned in Wy-
atville's drawings, were added in the College 
kitchen, beneath the Master's Lodge, possibly 
as a supplementary measure decided on after 
work had commenced. 67  Less information 
survives regarding the structural condition of 
the rest of the College, although a contempo-
rary depiction shows one of the oriel windows 
at the end of the east-west ranges, overlook-
ing the street, supported on timber brackets 
- these oriels were later found to be beyond 

68 repair. 
Humfrey's and Wyatville's schemes not 

only provided for essential structural repairs; 
they also improved the quality of the living 
accommodation. Bringing modern domestic 
convenience to historic fabrics was a fre-
quent concern of mid- and late-Georgian 
builders, in Cambridge and elsewhere. As 

65 	Wv/A4; AA4: 137; AA14; AA11; AA3; 1313. I am 
grateful to my father for explaining the 
mechanics of Wyatville's modifications to the 
roof. It is possible that the lateral pressure from 
the roof had been exacerbated by alterations 
made to it when the Hall was celled in 1747-50, 
but Wyatville noted that the Hall walls had then 
been panelled and plastered In such a way as to 
conceal the fact that the walls were already badly 
out of true: Wv/A4. 

66 	Wv/AA7. The drawing room chimney had pre- 
sumably been constructed after November 1813, 
when Chafy was given permission to amalgamate 
two rooms in order to form a drawing room: see 
below. 

67 	Wv/132; MR44, p.263. 
68 	and H.S. Storer, Illustrations of the University 

of Cambridge. 1st series (Cambridge (18291); 
Wv/D38; E2 (design for replacement oriels). 
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Wyatville's proposed additions to Hall and Master's Lodge range 

] Wya tville 's other proposed new buildings 

A - Proposed new Combination Room 

B - Proposed houses or shops 	 0 	100 	200 
C - Proposed carriage drive 	

Feet 
D - Proposed gateway 

E - Proposed 'public building' 

F - Proposed 'promenade for the use of the Students' 

Figure 5. Wyatville's site plan, showing proposed buildings, March 182 1. 
(Wv/Al; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 
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Dr Cocke has observed, it was difficult in the 
late Georgian period to take a romantic at-
titude towards seventeenth-century and ear-
her accommodation without more effective 
methods of heating and of artificial lighting 
than were then available to counteract the 
ways in which such accommodation fell short 
of contemporary standards of comfort. 69  
Improvement in convenience and in comfort 
was something for which Wyatville was to 
become renowned - he provided corridors in 
his remodelling of Windsor Castle, for ex-
ample. 70  It was Humfrey, however, who first 
proposed balancing the extension accom-
modating the new Mathematical Library with 
a staircase; Humfrey's stated purpose was 'to 
preserve the Uniformity of the principal court 
of the College ', 7 ' but such a stair would have 
presumably served a function similar to that 
of the staircase which Wyatville placed in the 
same location and which, he pointed out, 
provided more private and convenient access 
to the Master's Lodge than had the previous 
arrangements (Fig. 1 , Fig.4 9  'D'). 72  Wyatville's 
scheme also extended the Ma-ster's Lodge 
above the new Mathematical Library and the 
new Hall porch, providing the Master with a 
new library and additional bedrooms. It 
appears that other work went on inside the 
Master's Lodge beside that reflected in the 
surviving drawings, since a document refers 
to the painting of 'New work' in the breakfast 

73 Wyatville also gave consideration to 
the formation of a new carriage drive to the 
Master's Lodge, entered from Jesus Lane 
(Fig.5 9  'E'). This suggestion may have been 
seriously entertained since, when the 
eighteenth -century gateway was removed 
from the front of the College, it was re-erected 
at the point where Wyatville had suggested 
providing 'a College like gateway' into the 
Master's drive. 74  The Fellows and 
undergraduates also gained 'convenience' 
from Wyatville's changes: the Fellows were 
expelled from their existing Combination 
Room in order to make room for mathemati-
cal instruments, but they were to gain 'a new 
and comfortable Combination room' ; the 

69 	Cocke, 'James Essex', pp. 101-2. 
70 	Linstrum, Wyatville, pp.38,181,182 . 
71 	Wv/G1. 
72 	Wv/AA6, AA7. Wyatville speaks, in regard to the 

staircase, of giving access to each floor while obvi-
ating 'the need for going up and down as at pre-
sent'. The meaning of this is not clear, as Wy-
atville's drawings give little clue as to the earlier 
arrangements. Cf Willis and Clark, op. cit. V61.2, 
p.738. 

73 	MR. 116/2/25. 
74 	Wv/AA7; Al. 
75 	Wv/AA6; B17.  

provision of lighter, as well as more numer-
ous, rooms for undergraduates has already 
been discussed. Furthermore, the College as 
a whole, as well as the Mathematical Lecturer 
and his audience, obviously benefited from 
the improved flue of the Hall stove. 

Dignity and Style 

Both Humfrey and Wyatville sought to give to 
the College a dignity and aesthetic appeal 
which, to contemporary eyes, the existing 
structure sadly lacked. This aspect of the 
work may have been of especial concern to 
the Master, Chafy, whose influence over the 
project was, it will be argued, considerable. 

Chafy was Bursar as well as Master, and 
noted that it was his 'Duty' as Bursar 'to su-
perintend all the Repairs and Alterations of 
the College'; indeed, it was alleged, during a 
dispute with the contractor for the first 
phase, that Chafy had given orders to the 
contractor directly, without going through 
Wyatville. 76  However, Chafy had scope to 
influence the conception, as well as the exe-
cution, of the refurbishment. Chafy was 
Master at a time when, according to Winstan-
ley, heads of Cambridge houses were gener -
ally 'at pains to stress the dignity of their of-
fice'. 77  Indeed, çhafy's view of magisterial and 
bursarial authority is probably reflected in 
his opposition to the attempts of the Fellows 
of Christ's to appeal against the conduct of 
their Master and Bursar: Chafy was said to 
have taken the view 'that it was merely a dis-
pute about the Bursar's expenditure; . . . that 
the Bursar was the best judge of expendi-
ture... 178  Chafy had in fact obtained the 
Mastership of Sidney despite, rather than be-
cause of, the desires of the Fellows. When he 
was first a candidate, in 1807, he attracted 
only his own vote. He became Master in 1813, 
when the Visitor 'declared that Mr Chafy 
ought to have been chosen' after the dis-
qualification of the Fellows' choice on the 
ground that he had never been a Fellow 

*
79 

Chafy evidently found little difficulty in ex-
pressing his views forcefully, whatever the 
context. As Vice-Chancellor, Chafy opposed 
a motion by the Chancellor for an address to 
both houses of parliament to promote the 
abolition of the slave trade as 'a censure of 
the Ministry that he [Chafy] supported', and 

76 	MR.116/3/15; MR.116/2/1. Cf. the observation 
that, in a far less important building project, 
Chafy 'gave directions about everything': 
MR. 116/3/17. 

77 	Winstanley, Unreformed Cambridge, pp.276-7. 
78 	Gunning, op. cit. V61.2, pp.257-8, my italics. 
79 	Winstanley, Victorian Cambridge, p.9 and n.; 

Gunning, op. cit. VoL2, pp.286-7. 
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did so (at a meeting in the vestry of Great St 
Mary's) 'so loudly and so vehemently, that the 
parishioners (who had in leaving the church 
to pass the vestry-door) crowded together in 
order to learn the cause of this uproar'- in so 
doing, Chafy put the University at risk of an 
'unseemly contest' between the Chancellor 
and When a boundary 
wall between the College and adjoining prop-
erty was, in Chafy's view, inadequately con-
structed, he was said by one witness to have 
expressed his displeasure by kicking it down 
twice. 81  Such strong expressions of senti-
ment probably derived from a certain self-
righteousness. Chafy may have had himself 
in mind when he lamented in a sermon that 
'the iron dart of persecution, envenomed with 
the poison of malice, ceases not to wound 
and lacerate those amongst us who are most 
eminent for piety and virtue' . 82 It seems 
probable, therefore, that Chafy's conviction 
of his own rectitude ensured that he furthered 
his own projects as Master of Sidney with the 
same determination, and with the same indif-
ference to the opinions of others, as he 
showed in University affairs and, indeed, in 
his pursuit of the Mastership itself. 

The likelihood that Chaiy's influence was 
pivotal in the decision to refurbish the Col-
lege is increased by his sense of his social 
position and his desire to enhance it. Chafy 
was, as he put it in his obituary of his father, 
'descended from an ancient and respectable 
family in the county of Dorset': his father was 
for a while a Fellow of Sidney and was subse-
quently a minor Canon of Canterbury Cathe-
dral. A youngest son and without inherited 
means, the Master's father had married a 
relative who was an heiress, and was able to 
build up some landed income and apparently 
to obtain a grant to bear arms in 1823.83  The 
Master added to his father's lands, leaving at 
his death, according to his obituary in the 
Gentleman's Magazine, 'property far sur-
passing in amount even the expectations of 

80 	 289_90• No doubt Chafy's behaviour 
should be put in the context of his position as a 
royal chaplain; Gloucester's election as Chancel-
lor had been opposed by 'the Court'. Cf. ibid. 
ppZ74,293-4: see below; Dictionary of National 
Biography. Vol.61, ed. by Sidney Lee (London 
1900) p.349 . 

81 	MR. 116/3/16. 
82 	William Chafy, A Sermon Preached at the Parish- 

church of Gillingham ... on ... July the 31st 1803 
on Occasion of the United Exertions ... Called 
Forth by His Majesty Against the Threatened In-
vasion (London 1803) p. 11 . 

83 	Chafy, Gesta, pp.95,80-2,86,88,93; the Chafy 
lineage is traced back to a John Chafy of Sher -
bourne, buried In 1558, in Burke's Genealogical 
and Heraldic History of the Landed Gentry. 17th 
ed., ed. by L.G. Pine (London 1952) p. 403 . 

those most intimately acquainted with his 
affairs'; the Master's son was able to live, from 
his marriage, the life of a gentleman . 84 Chafy 
was occasionally ridiculed for pos-sessing 
social pretensions; 85  according to G.M. 
Edwards, although Chafy had been a sizar as 
an undergraduate, as Master he discouraged 
poor men from entering the College. 86  Indeed, 
with the growth of the Chafy estates went 
increasingly exalted connections: Chafy's 
father had been a domestic chaplain to the 
fourth and fifth Earls Cowper, and Chafy's 
sister married into the peerage; Chafy 
himself married a co-heiress of John 
Westwood of Chatteris, sometime High 
Sheriff of Cambridgeshire and 

87 Such connections were 
no doubt consolidated by the lavish 
entertainment for which Chafy was to gain a 
reputation: according to Gunning, Chafy's 
'covetousness (which in many respects was 
almost inconceivable) did not extend to his 
entertainments, which were always on a 
costly scale; and I believe nothing pleased 
him better than to provide the most choice 
wines that could be procured, and to see 
them freely taken 1.88  Such hospitality may 
help, together with a measure of public 
support for the Court, to explain both 
Chafy's appointment by George III in 1814 
as a Royal Chaplain and the renewal of 
this appointment by three subsequent 

84 	Chafy, Gesta, pp. 182,186,199,295,317-18; The 
Gentleman's Magazine. New series, 20 (1843) 
p.214. 

85 	Gunning, op. cit. V61.2, pp.290-2,352-8. Note es- 
pecially the parodist's putting into Chafy's 
mouth the words that 'the Heads of Colleges ... 
could not of course have mixed themselves up 
with the Corporation [of Cambridge]. They have 
uniformly and pointedly kept themselves aloof 
from that body, not deeming it consistent with 
the dignity of their office, and the character they 
bear in the University, to connect themselves in 
any way with a body like the Corporation.' 

86 Venn, Alumni Cantabrigienses. Part 2, Vol.1 
(Cambridge 1940) p.549; G.M. Edwards, Sidney 
Sussex College (London 1899) p.222. Edwards, 
who became a Fellow of Sidney In 188 1 , quoted no 
source, and may have been drawing on College 
tradition. 

87 	Chafy, Gesta, pp.84,86,87,178-81. 
88 	Gunning, op. cit. Vol.2, pp.369-70. According to 

Chafy, Gesta, pp.292,328, Chafy revived The 
Family', a select dining club, whose members were 
leading figures in the University establishment, 
which Is described (without mentioning Chafy's 
Involvement) by Winstanley, Early Victorian 
Cambridge, pp.398-9. 
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monarchs. 89 

A desire on Chafy's part to provide a set-
ting appropriate to his status may therefore 
have been an important factor shaping the 
project; indeed, it continued a pattern of im-
provements to the Master's Lodge which had 
begun at the start of Chafy's Mastership. He 
had then obtained permission to make a new 
entrance to the Lodge from the Ante-Chapel; 
this was subsequently withdrawn but Chafy 
instead obtained permission to throw two 
rooms together so as to form a drawing room. 
He was permitted to take down the old wain - 
scotting and to replace It with wallpaper, 
probably making the room lighter, as well as 
more fashionable, in the process. 90 

However, Chafy's personal concern with 
the project was not confined to the refur -
bishment of his own apartments: he carried 
the cost of the external refurbishment of the 
Chapel out of his own pocket. 91  To Chafy and 
to his contemporaries, the architectural 
standing of the College probably seemed to 
be an important aspect of its general reputa-
tion. It was said in 1827 that Corpus 'has 
lately claimed a pre-eminence in the Uni-
versity for its new buildings'. 92  By the time 
that the second phase of work at Sidney was 
being considered, in 1824, major building 
projects in the Gothic revival style were under 
way at Trinity, Corpus Christi and King's 
Colleges; while this building boom was 
prompted by accommodation problems 
which have already been discussed, the in-
terest which was taken in the appearance of 

89 	ChafT, Gesta. P.182: Dictionary of National Biog- 
raphy. VoL9, ed. by Leslie Stephen (London 1887) 
p.436. For Chair, the Duke of Gloucester and the 
Court, see above, n.80. It is notable that the only 
publications by Chafy in the Cambridge Univer-
sity Library and British Library catalogues are 
sermons given on occasions of political signifi-
cance: besides A Sermon Preached at Gilltngham, 
he also published A Sermon Preached before the 
University of Cambridge in Great St Mary's 
Church on ... July 15, 1830: Being the Day of the 
Funeral of ... King George the Fourth (Cambridge 
1830). Both works included praise of the 
monarch; the latter opined that George IV 'lived 
beloved and revered by all classes of his people, 
and ... descends into the grave amidst the general 
lamentation of the nation, with scarcely a single 
instance of disaffection to his person or govern-
ment' (p. 15). 

90 	MR2, pp. 180,18 1. Comparison ofwyatville's sur- 
vey (Wv/A2) with Harraden's depiction of 1799 
(Richard Harraden, Picturesque Views of Cam-
bridge [Cambridge 18001 Part II, Plate XVII) and 
with Baldrey's view of 1809 (published on the 
University Almanack for that year) suggests that 
the creation of the drawing room involved altering 
windows at the centre of the west front and 
adding an iron balcony at roughly the point 
where Humfrey and Wyatville later suggested a 
veranda for the Master. See also n.95. 

91 	See below. 
92 	Wright, op. cit. Vol. 1 , p.109. 

these new buildings is shown by their depic-
tion, alongside older work, in the collections 
of engravings of Cambridge architecture then 
in vogue ..93  Indeed, Colvin has suggested that, 
in eighteenth-century Oxford, 'when a 
knowledge of architecture was fashionable 
among the aristocracy and gentry, Colleges 
whose membership was increasingly being 
drawn from those ranks of society would nat-
urally share the tastes of their class' - this 
led a number of colleges to undertake monu-
mental buildings without the support of out-
side benefactors and often in the face of fi - 
nancial difficulties. ' Similar influences may 
have been at work in early nineteenth-
century Sidney. Although Chafy's greatest 
enthusiasm was perhaps for horticulture, 95  
he showed just the kind of 'gentlemanly' in-
terest in scenery and in architecture which 
would help to explain the decision to improve 
the College aesthetically. Chafy undertook 
tours to the Lake District in 1811, to Scotland 
in 1812, and to Wales in 1824 or later, and his 
accounts of the scenery are peppered with 
the vocabulary of fashionable early nine-
teenth-century romantic taste. The scenery 
was frequently deemed to be 'sublime', even 
to be 'sublimely awful' or to show 'awful sub - 
limity'; 'horror and beauty' could be linked .96 

Architecture - often assessed in the early 
nineteenth century, like scenery, for its 
romantic qualities - also fell under Chafy's 
notice. Although he never mention-
ed in his journals the names of architects 
whose buildings he visited or admired, and 
although he could commit the blunder of 
describing pillars supporting Gothic arches 
as 'Corinthian', he nonetheless reported on 
some buildings with great enthusiasm. The 
buildings which he admired suggest no pref -
erence for particular styles or periods - they 
extended from medieval Gothic to early nine - 
teenth-century Gothic revival, from late 
seventeenth- century classicism to early 

93 	R.C.H.M. VoLJ, p.lxxxiv: Willis and Clark, op. cit. 
Vol. 1 , pp.cxvii-cxxlx. 

94 	Colvin, 'Architecture', pp. 842-3. 
95 	Chafy, Gesta, pp. 184,188,209. A plan for remod- 

elling the Master's garden, dating from Chafy's 
Mastership and apparently carried out before 
1820 (cf. Wv/Al), has recently been found in the 
College archives by Mr Rogers. 

96 	Chafy, Gesta, pp. 130,140,160,169,142-3,l44- 
5,124,162,189-92. 
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Figure 6. Wyatville's drawing of the west front of the Hall and Master's Lodge as existing, 1821. 
(Wv/A3; photo: RCHME, Crown Copyright; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

Figure 7. Wyatville's proposal for the west front of the Hall and Master's Lodge, 'Design A', 1821. 
(Wv/AA5; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

	

nineteenth-century neo-classicism. 97  How- 	perhaps no other than typical of the 1820s. 98  

	

ever, in this eclecticism, Chafy's taste was 	Furthermore, communicating with 

97 	Ibid. pp.131 ('Corinthian' pillars), 105,111 

	

(medieval Gothic), 131,145,171 (Gothic revival), 	 uncle, James: a 'superb building ... well deserving a 

	

132,176 (late seventeenth- and early eighteenth - 	 journey of ten times the distance we went to see it' 

	

century classical), 106-7,132 (neo-classical). See 	 (ibid. pp. 106-7; Colvin, Dictionary, p.952). 

	

especially his comments on the Pelham Mau- 	 98 	Cf. J.M. Crook, The Dilemma of Style (London 

	

soleum at Brocklesby, designed by Wyatville's 	 1987) Chapter 1 and especially pp.34-5. 
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Figure 9. Wyatville's proposal for the west front of the Hall and Master's Lodge, 'Design C', 1821. 
(Wv/AA15; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

Chafy regarding details of the Chapel front in 
1833, Wyatville could compliment the Master 
on his knowledge of architecture, sending an 
explanatory drawing and notes, but insisting 
that 'the questions were such that your own 
genius would easily answer'. 99  The contri-
bution of Chafy's aesthetic interests to the 

99 	Wv/L6. 

shaping of the project should not be dis-
counted, therefore. 

How far Chafy's taste was offended by the 
sight of Sidney as it stood in 1820 is un-
recorded, but others, as noted in the intro-
duction, certainly found it aesthetically 
lacking. Yet much survived of the original 
buildings, and architecture of their period - 
no longer purely Gothic but, on the other 
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hand, not fully adapted to classical ideals - 
was viewed with interest and sympathy in the 
early nineteenth century, by Wyatville am-
ongst others, as offering scope for evoking 
historical associations and for creating a 
'picturesque' outline, without sacrificing 
domestic convenience. 100  Indeed, the Duke of 
Devonshire - one of Wyatville's patrons - 
observed that generally Wyatville's aim was 
'to restore in the character of the place he 
improved. The compliment he liked best was, 
that people should point out one of his cre-
ations, and say . . . "that part is old" etc."°' 
There are signs of this self-effacing approach 
at Sidney, at least in the later stages of the 
work. A proposal to introduce an arched 
moulding on the east front of the Chapel was 
described by Wyatville as giving 'a notion that 
an entrance had been once there' - he was 
happy to leave the building looking as if it 
had evolved, and was not concerned that his 
own contribution should be clear. 102  The 
changes at Sidney probably did not, there-
fore, spring from a lack of sympathy for the 
character of the original buildings. Nonethe-
less, it has been suggested that, of Wyatville's 
proposals for the first phase of the work, only 
one - design 'B', which was not executed - 
was primarily intended to restore the puta-
tive original appearance, while the others - 
including that executed - sought to 
'Gothicize' the College. '° Certainly, the work 
carried out in the first phase involves 
features not now regarded as typical of Eliza-
bethan architecture: four-centred arches; a 
groin vault in the portal of the gate tower: 
battlements; octagonal pinnacles; even some 

100 	Christopher Hussey, English Country Houses: 
Late Georgian, 1800-1840 (London 1958) 
pp. 13, 1 8; Linstrum, Wyatuile, p.53. 

101 	Linstrum, Wyatvtlle. p.38. Wyatville was deemed 
to have succeeded in this aim at Windsor Castle: 
ibid. p.182. 

102 	Chafy, Gesta, p.240. The drawing mentioned by 
Wyatvffle in this letter cannot now be located and 
this façade has been heavily altered, but a nine-
teenth-century painting (reproduced ibid. facing 
p.181) suggests that this proposal was carried 
out. A similar desire to create the effect of a build-
ing which had evolved may explain Wyatville's 
readiness to use the same hybrid porch in con-
nection with widely differing styles of window In 
his early proposals for the Chapel: Wv/AA5; AA10; 
AA15 (Figs 7-9). It is also striking that the eigh-
teenth-century classical gateway, having been 
removed from the Sidney Street front, was not de-
stroyed, but was re-erected in the Fellows' Gar -
den. There Is, however, no evidence to show 
whether this was done on Wyatvllle's suggestion; 
it may (for example) have been suggested by 
Chafy, whose catholic architectural tastes have 
already been noticed. 

103 	Scott-Giles, 	op. cit. p.92; 	Pevsner, 
Cambridgeshire, pp.159-60; cf. Linstrum, 
Wyatuille, p.233. 

small lancet windows; above all, perhaps, the 
manner in which, in consequence of the 
creation of the new gateway in the second 
phase, the courts were entered from one cor-
ner, a piece of 'picturesque' planning out of 
sympathy with the usual Elizabethan con-
cern for symmetry (Figs. 1, 7,  10 and 13). 
Equally, design 'B' lacks most of these 
anachronistic features, although even it in -
cludes small lancet windows on the west 
front (Fig. 8). 104  However, Wyatville seems, in 
fact, to have regarded himself as keeping 
within the bounds of the College's original 
style in all of his proposals. He apparently 
regarded features of the designs for Sidney 
which now seem un-Elizabethan as appro -
priate to a building of the 1590s. The intro-
duction into design 'C' of a tall clock tower 
capped by an octagonal lantern and spire 
(hardly, to modern eyes, in the spirit of Eliza-
bethan architecture) did not prevent him 
claiming that 'the whole [is] in the Character 
of Building at the date of the College 1596' 
(Fig.9). 105 

Thus, if at some points Wyatville intro-
duced features which seem anachronistic to 
modern eyes, this probably reflects less a 
desire to change the College's style than a 
confusion as to what constituted the vocabu - 
lary of Elizabethan architecture. Wyatville's 
design for Nonsuch Park, in Surrey, made in 
1802-3, was described as 'Elizabethan', even 
though it featured the battlements, octagonal 
pinnacles and four-centred arches which he 
also introduced at Sidney and which, to mod - 
em eyes, seem more 'late Gothic' or 'early Tu-
dor' than 'Elizabethan'; furthermore, one ele-
vation of Nonsuch was asymmetrically 
'picturesque'. 106  This acceptance as Eliza-
bethan of features now associated with ear-
her Tudor architecture may seem surprising, 
since Wyatville had himself worked on major 
Elizabethan houses (including Longleat and 
Wollaton, strictly symmetrical buildings 
whose ornament was drawn from a largely 
classical vocabulary), and had shown himself 
capable of imitating their style. Two drawings 
by Wyatville 'for Lodges in the style prevailing 
about the end of Queen Elizabeths Reign' in-
corporate a classical order and other classi-
cal or mannerist features such as strapwork 
and a round-headed arch. 107  However, the 
classical features of Longleat and of Wollaton 
represent only one aspect of Elizabethan 

104 	Wv/AA9-10. 
105 	Wv/AA14; AA15. Cf. AA9; AA10. 
106 	Linstrum, Wyatville, p.73, Plates 34-5. 
107 	Ibid. Plates 17,20; British Museum Print Room, 

198.C15, fo.31, Fig. 175. 
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architectural fashion. A number of later 
Elizabethan buildings, labelled 'heroic' by 
Mark Girouard, were probably consciously 
inspired by the architecture of the fifteenth 
century and of the first decades of the 
sixteenth century, showing a relative sparse- 
ness of classical detail linked to a varied 
skyline and an emphasis on height. 108.  Such 
features promoted the common - if not 
universal - Georgian classification of Eliz- 
abethan architecture as 'Gothic'. Repton 
referred to buildings of 'that peculiar kind 
called Queen Elizabeth's Gothic, in which 
turrets prevailed, though battlements were 
discarded, and Grecian columns occasionally 

109 Elizabethan buildings of this type 
were readily assimilated into a portmanteau 
style described in the early nineteenth cen- 
tury as 'Old English' or 'mixed', embracing 
features of English architecture from the end 
of the fifteenth century to the beginning of the 
seventeenth. ' 10  Furthermore, the 1590s 
buildings at Sidney showed a blend of fea- 
tures similar to that found in Girouard's 
'heroic' Elizabethan buildings, which may 
have resulted, as Girouard claims was the 
case elsewhere, from a deliberate anti quari- 
anism rather than from an uninformed con- 
servatism." There were few classical details, 

108 	Mark Girouard, Robert Smythson and the Eliza- 
bethan Country House (New Haven 1983) pp.32- 
7; see further, idem, 'Burghley House, Lin-
colnshire', Country Life (23 April 1992) pp. 58-61 
and (30 April 1992) pp.56-9. 

109 	Nikolaus Pevsner, 'Good King James's Gothic', in 
idem, Studies in Art, Architecture and Design. 
VoL1 (London 1968) pp. 160-1 . 

110 	Hussey, op. cit. pp.17-18,25. For further 
examples of the range of treatment which 
Wyatville could describe as Elizabethan, see 
Linstrum, Wyatville, p.58, Plate 21. Cf. Pugin's 
dismissal of the fashion for the Elizabethan style 
as a cover for 'anachronisms and anomalies': ibid. 
p.263 n.18. 

1 1 1 	On the conservatism of Elizabethan and early 
Stuart collegiate architecture, see John Summer - 
son, Architecture in Britain. 1530-1830.  paper-
back ed. (Harmondsworth 1970) pp. 174-8, but cf. 
Pevsner, Cambridgeshire. p. 148, for a case in 
which this conservatism was more self-conscious 
than Summerson seems to allow. That Sidney's 
architect, Ralph Symons, was not unacquainted 
with the architectural currents of the 1590s Is 
suggested by his use of the then-fashionable 
semi-circular form for the bows on the east front: 
Pevsner, Cambridgeshire, p.160. The curved gable 
(with concave curves flanking the apex) over the 
Hall porch (Fig.6) would also have been a very ad-
vanced feature in the 15905. Similar gables do fea-
ture at Moreton Corbet, Shropshire, dating from 
1579, but it has been suggested on stylistic 
grounds that they are a later alteration. Such 
gables are more commonly found on seventeenth - 
century buildings, occurring in work of after 1620 
at a number of Oxford colleges, as well as in the 
'Brick Building' of Emmanuel College, Cambridge 
(1633-4): O.J. Weaver, 'Moreton Corbet Castle', 
Archaeological Journal 138 (1981) pp.44-6: A.F. 
Kersting and John Ashdown, The Buildings of 

except in the Hall porch and in the gateway, 
which had both been destroyed by Wyatville's 
time; the gabled skyline, the bows on the east 
front, and the vertical emphasis (created by 
the tall narrow bay over the Hall porch and 
by the flanking towers in the corners of Hall 
Court) were all features common to the 
'heroic' style (Fig.2). In addition, there were 
four-centred arches over some minor 
doorways (there had also been one in the de-
stroyed gatehouse). 112 Given that a dis-
tinction between early Tudor and Eliza-
bethan styles was not always drawn in the 
early nineteenth century, and given the extent 
to which the character of Sidney reflects the 
close links between Elizabethan and late 
Gothic architecture, Wyatville's introduction 
of certain anachronisms, despite his stated 
intention to keep to the original style of the 
building, may become comprehensible. 

Wyatville's Elizabethanism was certainly 
no more than skin-deep. He employed mod-
em constructional methods, the battlements 
of his proposed new Combination Room be-
ing intended to conceal a low-pitched roof of 
the type made possible by the widespread 
use of slate in the early nineteenth century. 
Such devices were, however, general amongst 
architects working in historical styles at the 

13 Even if Wyatville did introduce 

Oxford (London 1980) pp. 109,135,160; Tim 
Rawle, Cambridge Architecture (London 1985) 
Fig.92. The oval windows which also appear in 
Loggan's depiction (and also on the east front in 
Wyatville's drawings of the College prior to 
remodelling) likewise came into general fashion 
only in the 1630s, but similar windows appear in 
the gateways of Trinity College, also dated c.1600, 
so that this appears to have been a local fashion 
around this date: R.C.H.M. V61.2, pp.222,231; cf. 
Howard Colvin, The Canterbury Quadrangle, St 
John's College Oxford (Oxford 1988) p.55 and 
n.47. Nonetheless, since the College accounts for 
the seventeenth century are incomplete, the 
possibility of a seventeenth-century repair 
programme, accounting for some of the more 
'advanced' features of the buildings, cannot be 
ruled out. 

112 	The details of the porch and gateway appear in 
Loggan's engraving, which Wyatville could, of 
course, have consulted, though there is no evi-
dence that he did so. According to Wyatville's 
drawings of the existing structure, there were 
four-centred doorways on the south front of the 
central range, but not on the north, where there 
is some reason to think that changes took place 
in the eighteenth century: Wv/C6; C8; see below, 
n. 133. The use of four-centred arches may again 
be a piece of sell-conscious conservatism; cf. their 
employment by John Smythson in fireplace de-
signs for Bolsover Castle, otherwise largely in-
spired by Serb: Girouard, Smythson, pp.239-45. 
Cf. the rather earlier combination of classical de-
tail with a four-centred arch In the Gate of 
Honour at Gonville and Calus College, dating to 
1573-5: R.C.H.M. VoLJ , Plate 133. 

113 	For the Combination Room: Wv/B19; cf. J.M. 
Smith and E.M. Yates, 'On the dating of English 
houses from external evidence', Field Studies 2 
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anachronistic details, in other aspects of his 
work he showed sympathy with the character 
of the existing buildings. The emphasis on 
the vertical which Wyatville created at many 
points in Sidney (most conspicuously in the 
gate tower and in the new lantern over the 
Hall) was not alien to the original design, 
whose vertical emphasis has already been 
noted (Figs. 2 and 12). In balancing the verti-
cality of his design with horizontal string 
courses, Wyatville was using a device com-
mon enough in late sixteenth-century build-
ing, if one absent from Sidney. Other features 
which Wyatville introduced into Sidney had 
precedents in other Elizabethan buildings in 
Cambridge. Though Sidney possessed no 
battlements, the stepped gables which Wy-
atville applied to the College appear in the 
Library wing at Trinity Hall; equally, in the 
second phase, Wyatville introduced individ-
ual drip-moulds over windows, a feature 
seemingly absent from Elizabethan Sidney 
but present, for example, in the second court 
at St John's College, like Sidney the work of 
Ralph Symons. 114  On the other hand, Wy-
atville avoided the introduction of details 
which might have been authentically Eliza-
bethan, but which were alien to the 'heroic' 
manner of the buildings, such as the applied 
orders and open-work cresting which he 
used, in imitation of the existing house, at 

115 

Indeed, the extent of Wyatville's efforts to 
preserve 'the style of the building at the date 

(1968) p.562.  Cast iron supporting beams were 
used at several points: Wv/D12: D2 1; E2. Cf. the 
use of cast iron window tracery at Trinity: Pevs 
ner, Cambridgeshire, p. 176 n. 

114 	R.C.I-LM. V61.2, pp. 187,252-3, Plate 234. Stepped 
gables are, of course, a common enough feature in 
'provincial' Elizabethan architecture, especially in 
East Anglia and the East Midlands, and were 
used in some early nineteenth-century re-
storation projects by Nash (at Helmingham, 
1800), by J.A. Repton (at Barningham, 1805-7) 
and by Blore (at Chediston, 1830s): Hussey, op. 
cit. p.19; Burke's and SavllLs Guide to Country 
Houses. V61.3: East An glia, by John Kennworthy-
Browne et at. (London 1981) pp. 86,222 . 

115 	Linstrum, Wyatville, Plates 17, 20. An unsigned 
pencil sketch (Wv/H5) for a porch with a room 
above, evidently to be added to the east front of 
the Master's Lodge, with Gothic arches at ground 
level and a strapwork cresting forming a parapet, 
has been found associated with some Wyatville 
letters (Wv/Li and L3-6). Comparison of the 
style of drawing with Wyatville's sketches in 
British Museum Print Room, 198.C15, and in the 
library of the Royal Institute of British Architects, 
suggests that this scheme is not by him. The ar -
rangement echoes that adopted on the west front 
to enlarge the Master's Library beyond that pro-
vided in Wyatville's original designs (see below); 
Wv/H5 is perhaps an alternative proposal for ex-
tending the Lodge further than in Wyatville's 
original designs, rejected in favour of the Library 
extension. 

of the College' becomes more clear when his 
work is compared with the proposals of 
Humfrey. On the east front of the Hall and 
Master's Lodge, Humfrey's proposed changes 
would have altered the character of the 
building much more than Wyatville's (Figs.4 
and 10). Humfrey proposed topping the fore-
building (introduced for structural reasons 
and essentially copied by Wyatville) with a 
pedimented superstructure which gave a 
classical central emphasis lacking in the 
original façade. Wyatville also gave a little 
more emphasis to the centre of the façade 
than the original design had possessed, 116 

but his readiness to leave the end bows and 
the gables above them as the strongest ele-
ments in the east façade contrasts with the 
weight which Humfrey planned to place at 
the centre, and may reflect Wyatville's knowl-
edge of Longleat and Wollaton, Elizabethan 
houses with elevations in which the ends 
were much more strongly emphasised than 
the centre. 1 17  Furthermore, in Humfrey's 
scheme the kitchen bow was to be modified 
by 'the Introduction of new Stone work, and 
false lights', so as to be 'precisely uniform' 
with that of the Hall, destroying the slight 
asymmetry of the original façade - Wyatville 
originally proposed doing this as well, it is 
true, but he later relented, preserving the 
original asymmetry (uncharacteristic though 
it is of the more fashionable architecture of 
its 18 On the west front, Humfrey's 
proposals would have given the Hall and 
Master's Lodge a straight façade, destroying 
the pattern of recession and advance typical 
of later Elizabethan architecture. Wyatville's 
proposals, on the other hand, retained the 
device - albeit with the new façade stepping 
forward where the Elizabethan one had 
stepped back, in order to create more inter-
nal space. Humfrey was not, of course, so 

116 	The Elizabethan east façade had no windows at 
the centre (Harraden, Picturesque Views, Part II, 
Plate XVII), but Wyatville added a central window 
at second-floor level and incorporated the first -
floor french windows formed earlier in Chafy's 
Mastership (see above, n.90) into two partly 
dummy mullion and transom windows, the more 
northerly of which appears to be in the centre of 
the façade and to be wider than its neighbours. 
The use of a four-light rather than a three-light 
window here seems, however, to have been a last-
minute decision: cf. Wv/B12. 

117 	For the façades of Longleat and Wollaton, see 
Girouard, Srnythson, Plates I,V. 

118 	Wv/Gl; AA3; AA14; B13. Wyatville did, however, 
place his new lantern on the Hall range in a sym-
metrical position, rather than In the off-set loca -
tion of the Elizabethan lantern. Cf. the reluctance 
with which William Wilkins abandoned 
symmetry in his Gothic New Court at Trinity: 
David Watkin, The Triumph of the Classical 
(Cambridge 1977) p.7. 
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distinguished an architect as Wyatville. Yet it 
is notable that even the archaeologically 
minded Pickman, together with his assistant 
Hutchinson, produced New Court at St 
John's, with its pointed-arched cloister, in 
response to a brief which asked the archi -
tects 'to follow as nearly as may be the style' 
of Ralph Symons' second court of 1598-1602, 
'with such improvements as the Architect 
may suggest ' 9  Wyatville's 'improve-ments' 
to the style of Sidney were not extravagant or 
out of character by the standards of their day. 

The extent of Wyatville's efforts to preserve 
the Elizabethan character of the buildings 
in.Hall Court is also emphasised by com-
parison with the much more varied treat-
ments which he suggested for the Chapel and 
Library range, whose 'original character' he 
regarded as having been 'quite destroyed' 
when the range was rebuilt in 1776-82 
(F'ig.3). 120  Wyatville's first designs for the 
Chapel and Library, made in 1821, showed, 
alternatively, pointed Gothic windows with Y -
tracery, straight-headed cusped lights of the 
type used up to the mid-sixteenth century, or 
cross-framed straight-headed windows of a 
mid-seventeenth-century style. In 1824 Wy-
atville favoured pointed windows; in 1832 he 
was offering a choice between these and the 
cheaper straight-headed cusped lights which 
were ultimately provided, along with a porch 
with a Gothic arch and pinnacles (Figs.7, 9 
and 12).121  One contemporary, at least, re-
garded the Chapel as having been 'goth-
icized A desire on the part of the Col-lege 
to give the Chapel a more ecclesiastical 
appearance may have lain behind the choice 
of this treatment, although any feeling that 
Essex's work was unecclesiastical did not 
extend so far as to prompt alterations to the 
interior. Wyatville may even have regarded 
his various designs as all in some sense 
Elizabethan. His expressed concern was to 
give the Chapel and Library 'a Character 
belonging to [their] 123 None-
theless, he still allowed himself a much 
broader interpretation of the style in the 
context of the Chapel, where he deemed the 
existing structure unworthy of respect, than 
in Hall Court. 

More radically, for a suggested free-
standing 'public building' in the northeast 
quarter of the Fellows' Garden, which he pro - 

119 	Willis and Clark, op. cit Vol-2, p278. For Rickman, 
see Colvin, Dictionary, pp.688-9. 

120 	Wv/A2. 
121 	Wv/AM; AA9; AA10; C5; D37; [A. 
122 	Storer, Cantabrigta Illustrata p.27. 
123 	wv/AA9; my italics.  

posed might be 'a Museum', Wyatville evi-
dently envisaged a classical treatment, with a 
portico or colonnade to Jesus Lane (Fig.5). 124 

Wyatville may here have been influenced by 
the general feeling that seems to have existed 
in Cambridge in the 1820s that the classical 
style, while not appropriate for properly 
collegiate buildings, might be in order for 
more 'public' or university structures. '25  

However, Wyatville seems gener-ally to have 
lacked much sense that function should 
determine style, to judge by his observation 
on a plan for an unidentified house that the 
kitchen was 'to look like a 126 Again, it 
seems most likely that Wyatville felt free to 
propose a classical treatment for the 'public 
building' because it was visually, as well as 
physically, detached from the rest of the 
College. 

Wyatville's efforts to retain Sidney's Eliza-
bethan character are the more interesting in 
view of the rarity with which the 'Old English' 
style was applied to institutional buildings in 
the 1820s. The remainder of the non-classi-
cal new buildings in Cambridge during that 
decade was in a late Gothic manner, making 
prominent use of pointed arches, cusped 
lights and window tracery, features which 
Wyatville largely eschewed in his 'Eliza-
bethan' refurbishment of Sidney. 127  The 
competition for designs for the new Palace of 
Westminster, in which entries were invited in. 
the Elizabethan style, as well as the Gothic, 
took place a decade after the basic designs 
for Sidney had been completed. 128 

If Wyatville generally sought to preserve 
the existing style of the College, and even to 
be self-effacing, why were so many changes 
deemed necessary? In contemporary eyes, 
the College suffered from the dual disability 
of having lost much of its original detail and 
of being faced in unfashionable red brick. 
Wyatville commented on the east front of 
the Hall and Master's Lodge that 'many 
alterations have been made, . . . some of the 

124 	WV/Al. 
125 	Watkin, Triumph of the Classical, p.6. 
126 	Derek Linstrum. Catalogue of the Drawings Col- 

lection of the Royal Institute of British Architects: 
The Wyatt Family (London 1974) p.65. 

127 	An exception to this pattern was a design for 
Gonville and Caius College, possibly made by 
William Wilkins in 1815, where the intention was 
certainly more Tudor than Gothic - all windows 
were straight-headed. However, the style, which 
incorporated window tracery and crocketed cor-
ner turrets, was richer than either that of the 
original buildings at Sidney. or that adopted by 
Wyatvllle there; furthermore, the design was not 
executed. R.W. Liscombe, William Wilkins, 1778- 
1839  (CambrIdge 1980) pp. 118-19, Plates 49-50. 

128 	Hussey, op. cit. p.26; cf. Pevsner, 'King James's 
Gothic', p. 162. 
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windows have had their character changed'. 
'The Ornaments at the angles of the Gables', 
he observed, 'have been nearly all omitted at 
the various repairs' -  this was a reasonable 
deduction from the pinnacles surviving at the 
time of his survey of the College, although 
comparison of one of his schemes with Log-
gan's engraving suggests that Wyatville may 
have had an exaggerated view of how much 
had been lost (Figs. 2 and 11).129   Wyatville 
also complained of the 'Barn-like appear-
ance' of the north gable of the Hall. 130  He 
offered no comments on the west elevation of 
the Hall and Lodge, 131  though comparison 
with Loggan's view suggests the loss of con -
siderable detail. The rusticated round-arched 
entrance of the Hall porch, shown by Wy-
atville, matched in style the eighteenth-cen-
tury front gateway and probably dated from 
1 750; it replaced the 'jacobethan-classical' 
porch shown by Loggan. Loggan showed 
other carved detail above the doorway which 
had also disappeared by Wyatville's time 
(Figs. 2 and 6).132  Wyatville's survey also 
shows that the south side of Hall Court was 
by 1821 devoid of the gabled dormers shown 
by Loggan (Fig.2), and topped by a severe 
straight parapet. The same had apparently 
happened on the north side of the north 
range - the dormers had perhaps been re-
moved in order to obviate maintenance costs 
on accommodation which was redundant as 
student numbers declined in Cambridge from 
the middle of the seventeenth century. 133  
Finally, Wyatville regarded Essex's Chapel 
and Library range, as has been seen, as out of 
character with the College. The Master and 
Fellows were probably anxious to change 
this range for aesthetic reasons; the 'in-
tended Repair of the Chapel' was mentioned 
as early as 1820, but the work was delayed 
while other projects were carried out until, in 

129 	Wv/A2;AA9. 
130 	Wv/AA4. 
131 	Wv/A3. 
132 	See MR.35 (Master's account book, 1728-54), 

p.410  (cited in a manuscript note on p. 180 of the 
College Muniment Room copy of Edwards, op. cit.) 
for expenditure on 'Repairs in the Hall & Porch 
before if (my italics). 

133 	Wv/C6; Willis and Clark, op. cit. V61.2, p.737 n.2; 
R.C.H.M. Vol. 1 , graph facing p.lxxxiii. It has been 
suggested (by Saiway, op. cit. p.381) that 
Loggan's view is not entirely dependable as to 
details, since he also shows more gables on the 
front of the Hall and Master's Lodge than does 
Wyatville's survey. However, the existence of these 
other discrepancies suggests that simplifications 
carried out in the eighteenth century may be a 
better explanation. It is unlikely that the regular 
row of gables shown by Loggan on the south side 
of the court was a figment of his imagination, and 
the straight parapet shown by Wyatville seems 
improbable for the 1590s. 

the 1830s, Chafy offered to pay for it, sug -
gesting that there was no urgent need for 
structural repairs. 134  The changes to the 
original fabric prior to 1 820 therefore help to 
explain why Wyatville could be sympathetic 
to the style of the original buildings, and yet 
feel the need for extensive remodelling in the 
interest of aesthetic improvement. 

Chafy's monument in the College Chapel 
emphasises that he found a building of brick 
and left one of stone. 135  By the early nine-
teenth century, red brick had long been an 
unfashionable building material. A commen-
tator had written in 1 766 that 'no public edi-
fice ought to be built with brick unless it is af -
terwards stucco'd, for a mere brick face in 
such buildings always makes a mean ap-
pearance'. Where brick was still used, from 
the mid-eighteenth century onward archi-
tects preferred grey or white brick to red - 
Isaac Ware pointed out that grey brick would 
blend better with stone detailing, so that Sid-
ney's combination of stone with red brick 
may have seemed particularly uncouth. 136 

The prejudice against red brick continued 
into the nineteenth century: stone or imita-
tion stone was widely used for college build-
ing projects in Cambridge in the 1820s, with 
white brick being used where brickwork was 
left exposed. In 1815 Gonville and Caius 
College decided to plaster 'the buildings in 
Tree Court . . . with Roman cement' , one of a 
number of very widely-used stucco mixtures 
intended to imitate stone which had been in-
troduced in the late eighteenth century.' 37  In 
about 1810 Harraden denounced Sidney's red 
brick as 'so gloomy, that no correctness of 
form or distribution of parts can counteract 
its impression'. Wright observed that Sidney 
faced the street in the same manner as 
Christ's, 'but not with the same effect, its 
front being of 138 Humfrey's proposal to 
cover the east face of the Master's Lodge and 
Hall with Roman cement would therefore 
have fulfilled a double purpose: not only 

134 	MR2, p.205: see below. 
135 	Reproduced in Chafy, Gesta, facing p328. 
136 	Dan Cruickshank and Peter Wyld, London: The 

Art of Georgian Building (London 1975) 
pp.192,178; cf. Clifton-Taylor, op. cit. pp.37-
8,237. 

137 	R,C.H.M.: VoLJ , pp.Ixxxiv,51,98; V61.2, p.165; Willis 
and Clark, op. cit. VoL1, p.189. On Roman cement: 
Cruickshank and Wyld, op. cit. p.192: Clifton-
Taylor, op. cit. pp.367-8. See also ibid. pp.237-8, 
for similar efforts to conceal red brick frontages in 
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth cen-
turies. 

138 	Richard Harraden and R.B. Harraden, 
Cantabrigia Depicta (Cambridge 1 809) p.161;  
Wright, op. cit. V61.1, p.106 (my Italics). Cf. 
Wright's comments on St John's, ibid. p.107. 



Wyatville at Sidney 	 139 

would the Roman cement have concealed 
repairs and additions to the badly decayed 
brickwork, it would also have added to the 
dignity of the building. Indeed, it is perhaps 
surprising that Humfrey wanted to face his 
new buildings to the west of the Master's 
Lodge and Hall with brick to match that of the 
rest of Hall Court, even in their alternative 
'Gothic' version, rather than to give them a 
Roman cement facing as well. 139  There is 
however, a parallel to this in the original pro-
posals for New Court at St John's: here, where 
the College was anxious to match the style of 
the brick Second Court, a decision was made 
in 1827 to face the work in red brick. 
Nonetheless, stone facing was substituted at 
a late stage, 140  and similarly, at Sidney, 
Humfrey's proposal to match the existing 
brickwork was not followed up. Wyatville 
wanted to use stone or stucco for the west 
face of his equivalent buildings, and also sug-
gested in 1821  that the rest of the inside of 
Hall Court - and ideally other areas as well - 
should be stuccoed to match; these further 
aspirations were satisfied in the second 
phase of building, with the new gate tower ul-
timately being faced in stone. 14 ' 

Indeed, Wyatville's desire to give the 
building more prestige went beyond a mere 
refacing. His earliest proposals included a 
number of ideas intended to improve the 
grandeur of the College, notably the clock-
tower, already mentioned, in one of his plans 
for remodelling the Hall and Master's Lodge 
range (Fig.9).' 42  Wyatville's most ambi-tious 
ideas occurred in a site plan dated March 
1821 (Fig.5). This suggested an in-ternal 
arcade along the Sidney Street fronts of Hall 
and Chapel Courts - about 180 feet long, it 
would have formed 'a promenade for the use 
of the Students'. A similar idea was later 
carried out by Rickman and Hutchinson in 
New Court at St John's College - arcaded 
courts indeed had precedents in Cambridge 
at Queens', Trinity and Emmanuel. 143 More 
remarkable was Wyatville's suggested 'public 
building' in the northeast quarter of the Fel-
lows' Garden, which he envisaged might be 'a 
Museum, thl centre room being 150 feet long  

by 35 feet wide', with a portico or colonnade 
to Jesus Lane. The proposal remained noth-
ing more than an outline ground plan, but it 
nonetheless echoes other architects' aspira-
tions to provide Cambridge with major neo-
classical buildings in the early decades of the 
nineteenth century. ' 44  There is nothing to 
show whether these proposals (along with 
the incomplete indications of possible re-
furbishments of the Chapel included in Wy-
atville's more detailed proposals of the same 
date) derived from instructions from the Mas-
ter and Fellows or from a desire on Wyatville's 
part to show the potential for further work 
and possibly to win further business for 
himself in consequence. 

While nothing more was heard of the 
'public building', the proposal for an arcade 
along the Sidney Street front, involving the 
removal from the central wing of the ground 
floor rooms closest to the street, may have 
been the origin of the entrance porch which 
was constructed at this point during the sec-
ond phase, replacing the gateway in the cen-
tre of the west side of Hall Court. This new 
porch, and the tower above it, were the most 
radical contributions which Wyatville made 
to the By moving the entrance to 
the west end of the central wing, Wyatville 
rendered the two courts of more equal status, 
and made the full extent of the College obvi-
ous to those entering. The tower which Wy-
atville placed above the entrance increased 
the visual impact of the College, which was 
necessarily seen obliquely thanks to the nar-
rowness of Sidney Street; the tower is espe-
cially telling when approached from the 
south, on account of the slight curve of the 
street. Wyatville's sensitivity to the College's 
relationship to the curving street is suggested 
by the ultimate decision to omit the oriel 
window on the north side of the gate tower 
(shown in his first proposal for the second 
phase), but to retain its twin on the south 
side; where the curve of the street gives it ad-
ditional impact (Fig. 15). 146  The replacement 
of one of the three roughly equal gables which 
the College had formerly presented to the 
street with a tower of greater height also 
accorded with picturesque ideas about the 

139 	Wv/G1-2. 
140 	Willis and Clark, op. ciL VoL2, p.278. 
141 	Wv/AA4; B5. See below. 
142 	Wv/AA15. 
143 	Wv/Al; R.C.H.M. V61.2, Plate 241. The particular 	

144 	Wv/Al; Watkln, Triumph of the Classical, passim. 
arrangement in Wyatville's plan, an internally ar- 	 The idea of a museum was perhaps inspired by 
caded entrance wall with a central gatehouse, had 	 Viscount Fitzwilliam's bequest of his collections to 
a precedent in a collegiate context at The Queen's 	 the University in 1816; they had yet to be housed, 
College at Oxford; the idea derived from well- 	 although a site had been identified in 1821: ibid. 

known French sources: Jennifer Sherwood and 	 P 11. 
Nikolaus Pevsner, The Buildings of England: Ox- 	 145 	Cf. Linstrum, WyaLville, p.233. 
fordshire (Harmondsworth 1974) p.187. 	 146 	Cf. Wv/C5. 
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Figure 10. Wyatville's proposal for the east front of the Hall and Master's Lodge, 'Design A', 1821. 
(Wv/AA3; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

Figure 11. Wyatville's proposal for the east front of the Hall and Master's Lodge, 'Design B', 1821. 
(Wv/AA9; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

introduction of variety into architectural out-
lines (Fig. 12). 

Grandiloquent though the gate tower may 
be, none of Wyatville's work at Sidney can be 
described as richly detailed, in comparison 
with such works of the next decades as Har-
laxton Manor (by Salvin and Burn) or Stoke 

Rochford Hall (by Burn). 147  These works 
exploited with vigour the potential for en-
richment in the form of strap-work, elaborate 
finials, ogee-capped turrets and fanci-
fully-shaped bow windows offered by late 

147 	For Harlaxton: Hussey, op. cit. pp.239-48; Stoke 
Rochford: Mark Girouard, The Victorian Country 
House (Oxford 1971) Plate 27. 
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Elizabethan and Jacobean prototypes. Wy-
atville showed some leanings towards a more 
elaborate treatment for Sidney: one of his 
three 1821 proposals used the single sur-
viving original open-work pinnacle on the 
east front as a prototype for new pinnacles 
on the end gables of the Hall and Master's 
Lodge range, and enriched all of the gables of 
the east front with pinnacles of one type or 
another (thus multiplying them beyond the 
number shown in Loggan's engraving) (Figs 2 
and 11).  On the other unexecuted design, one 
pinnacle was to be topped by a heraldic. 

148 In the event, however, a relative 
austerity of external decoration prevailed: the 
surviving open-work pinnacle was removed 
and such new pinnacles as were added were 
to .a simpler design (Fig. 10). This austerity 
was reflected internally: the galleried Math-
ematical Library may have had some drama, 
but the drawings indicate that the detailing of 
the book-cases was simple, and lacked any 
features obviously intended to be 'Eliz-
abethan' . The same was true of Wyat-ville's 
designs for the Master's new Library (Fig. 14) 
and of the Master's new principal 
staircase. 150  Nothing was done to reinstate 
the Elizabethan character of the Hall, which 
had been remodelled in the eighteenth cen -
tury, although Wyatville had pointed out in 
1821 that 'if thought desirable there would be 
no difficulty in restoring the Roof to its 
original open 151 

Financial limitations may explain the 
austerity of style, both inside and out, al-
though it is still interesting to note that, while 
money was found to face the new gate tower 
in stone, relatively little was spent on deco-
rative detail or on interior enrichment, in 
contrast to the rich decorative work carried 
out in the Hall, Combination Room and Mas-
ter's Lodge in the eighteenth century. Wy-
atville seems in fact to have regarded the 
plain style of his interiors as being 'in the 
manner of the days of Queen Elizabeth'. 152 

Indeed, austerity was adopted by Wyatville 
even where economy almost certainly did not 
impose it: C.R. Cockerell found a lack of 

148 	wv/A; AA 14. 
149 	Wv/B35-6. The interior of the Mathematical Li- 

brary was destroyed, apparently without record, 
C. 1969. 

150 	For the Library: Wv/B27-37. For-the staircase, no 
detailed drawings survive, but the existing stair is 
consistent with that shown in the plans (Wv/AA6; 
B1-4) and with an early nineteenth-century date, 
although it is described as 'modern' in R.C.H.M. 
VoL2, p.206. 

151 	Wv/A4. 
152 	The phrase occurs on designs for Longleat: Lin- 

strum, Wyatville, p.245.  

splendour even in Wyatville's work at Wind-
sor Castle. In the 1820s Wyatville designed 
two country houses, Golden Grove and Lille-
shall, which share exterior details, as well as 
a general ambience, with his work at Sidney. 
They exhibit, suggests Linstrum, an austerity 
'difficult to reconcile . . . with the wealth of 
their owners'. Linstrum suggests that the 
austerity of external treatment which 
Wyatville adopted in these houses may have 
been inspired by the experience of working 
on Sidney's relatively unadorned fabric, 
although, as he points out, a part may also 
have been played by Wyatville's employment 
in about 1824 at Somerhill, a severe 
Jacobean house in Kent. Whatever its origin, 
this manner was not, in fact, peculiar to 
Wyatville. The exterior austerity of Sidney, 
Golden Grove and Lilleshall (if not the 
interior treatment) was echoed in some other 
'Old English' houses of the 1820s and 1830s 
by other architects, such as G.S. Repton's 
Kitley (c.1820-5) and Salvin's Mamhead 
(1827-33) and Scotney (1835-43). 153 These 
buildings, together with Sidney, can perhaps 
be seen as reflecting, in an 'Old English' 

- manner, the restraint which also marked not 
only neo-classical buildings in the 1810s and 
1820s, but also the contemporary Gothic 
work of Wilkins. ' 54  Wyatville's work at Sidney 
may, therefore, have been severely detailed, 
but it probably seemed none the less 
fashionable and dignified for that. 

Architects, Contractors and Craftsmen 

Greater dignity may, indeed, have been some-
thing which the Master and Fellows hoped 
that Wyatville might bring to the College 
when they decided to employ him. Wyatville, a 
leading architect who enjoyed royal patron-
age from 1824, was certainly an architect of 
different character and standing from those 
previously employed by the College, who were 
local men. The College's eighteenth-century 
improvements had been designed by Sir 
James Burrough, Master of Caius and an am-
ateur (albeit a distinguished one), and by his 
pupil, James Humfrey, to whom the 
College had at first turned in 1820, was also a 
Cambridge architect. From 1815 he was 
engaged in developing houses on Maids' 

153 	David Watkin, The Life  and Work of C.R. Cockerell 
(London 1974) pp.81-2: Linstrum, WyatviUe, 
p. 137. Linstrum draws attention to Scotney; all 
three non-wyatville houses are illustrated in 
Hussey, op. cit. pp. 16&-74,193-205,220-9. 

154 	am grateful to Dr Cocke for making this point. 
155 	Colvin, Dictionary, pp. 168-70,297-300; Cocke, 

Ingenious Mr Essex; tdem, 'James Essex. 
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Causeway, close to the College, and his de-
signs for similar houses on College property 
in Sidney and Sussex Streets were accepted 
by the College - his later works included the 
west tower of St Clement's church and some 
University buildings in Cambridge, as well as 
the Shire Hall and Gaol at Ely. 156  Other 
colleges employed the much more presti-
gious William Wilkins in the early 1820s, but 
he had close links with Cambrid ge. ' 57  

Wyatville, by contrast, had no obvious 
links with Cambridge before his employment 
at Sidney. Why did Sidney turn to such a 
quarter for the design of the improvements? 
Humfrey, the unsuccessful architect, may 
have been acquainted with Wyatville: Hum-
frey became a pupil of Wyatville's uncle, 
James Wyatt, in 1789, while Wyatville worked 
in his uncle's office from 1 792 to 1799. How-
ever, it seems unlikely, on the face of it, that 
Humfrey would have introduced the College 
to an architect likely to supplant him. 158 It  
has been suggested that Wyatville's ap-
pointment is to be explained by the rOle of 
the Master, Chafy. Edwards pointed out that 
'Wyatville . . . was the architect employed at 
Windsor Castle' and suggested that he 'would 
on that account commend himself to Dr 
Chafy, Chaplain to the Ki 159  Unfortu-
nately, the chronology of the situation does 
not entirely support Edwards' suggestion, 
since the invitation to Wyatville to work for 
the king, which came as a surprise to the ar-
chitect, was not made until 1823-4, three 
years after he had made his earliest drawings 
for Sidney. However, attendance at Court as a 
royal chaplain presumably did bring ChaIy 
into contact with some of Wyatville's aristo-
cratic patrons, one of whom, the Duke of De-
vonshire, recommended Wyatville to the king. 
A similar recommendation to Chafy may well 
account for Wyatville being considered as a 
potential architect at Sidney. ' 6° When Wy-
atville came to be considered, some aspects -
of his prior experience would presumably 
have counted in his favour: although his work 
had been on houses rather than on educa- 

1 56 	Colvin, Dict ionary, pp-438-9 . Evidence relating to 
the Sidney and Sussex Street houses has been 
only recently brought to light; see MR. 116/3/18. 

157 	Colvin, Dictionary, pp.893-6; Liscombe, op. cit. 
158 	Colvin, Dictionary, pp.438,959. This connection 

was also seen by Lambert, op. cit. p.4; Professor 
Brooke is responsible for the suggestion that it is 
unlikely to be significant here. 

159 	Edwards, op. cit. p.220. 
160 	Linstrum, WyatvWe, pp.39, 163. Cf. the reference 

in one of Wyatville's letters to Chafy's intention 
to be in London 'to attend the Drawing Room': 
MR. 116/1/12.  The chronological difficulties with 
Edwards' suggestion were, again, first noticed by 
Lambert, op.ctL pp.2,4. 

tional institutions, it had included the adap-
tation to nineteenth-century requirements of 
two buildings of similar date to the College, 
Longleat and Wollaton. 161 

The nature of Wyatville's relationship with 
his patrons can be traced with the help of the 
recently discovered letters between Wyatville 
and Chafy. 162  No initial brief to the architect 
has been found. Wyatville's first surviving 
submission to the College in March 1821 
consisted of a survey of the site and of the 
existing buildings, accompanied by three 
detailed proposals for remodelling the Hall 
and Master's Lodge range together with less 
detailed indications of other projects; the less 
detailed proposals may have been, as already 
suggested, speculative suggestions by Wy-
atville himself. The proposals for the first 
phase were assembled into a presentation 
volume, as was Wyatville's usual manner; 
should the designs not meet with approval, 
he begged that they might at least be added 
'to the inferior class of your Library shelves. 
It was my intent to have sent a set of draw-
ings that might have been admired for the 
beauty of execution if not of design, but 
(however anxious on this point) I have only in 
part accomplished this.' Wyatville's letter ac-
companying the drawings was, indeed, full of 
self-deprecation. He feared that 'a kind of ex-
pectation may have been raised that my de -
signs will not satisfy. Now should this prove 
to be the case and that all my Ideas are use-
less I consider myself in no manner entitled 
to waste the time of the Gentlemen of the 
College and their property also. '163  However, 
such self-deprecation may have been 
calculated. Wyatville's presentation of his 
ideas suggests some subtlety in his handling 
of his clients, similar to that which he subse-
quently used to show his designs for the re -
modelling of Windsor Castle in, as Dr Lin-
strum has put it, 'their most flattering light'. 
Some of the drawings for the second phase 
show Wyatville's proposals illuminated by 
sunlight from a direction from which it can, in 
practice, have rarely (if ever) shone, in order 
to enliven the proposed north façade of the 
south range with the shadow of the proposed 
new chapel 164 One of the three 

161 	Ibid p.4, and see above. 
162 	See above, n. 13. 
163 	MR. 116/ 1 / 10. The presentation volume, which 

probably originally contained the drawings now 
numbered Wv/AA2-15, was seen by Dr Linstrum 
in 1968, but has since been dismantled. Cf. Lin-
strum, Wyatville, pp.25,170.  Dr Cocke has 
pointed out to me the parallel with Repton's 'Red 
Books'. 

164 	Linstrum, Wyatville, p.170; Lambert, op. cit. p.6. 
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original proposals (design 'A', essentially 
that adopted, and not the least expensive of 
the three) was presented more attractively 
than the others, being surrounded by depic-
tions of. verdure and of coloured skies, but 
this inconsistency of presentation may have 
been simply a product of the haste in which 
the drawings were prepared, rather than an 
attempt to make design 'A' seem more at-
tractive than the others. Wyatville reported to 
Chafy that those who had seen the drawings 
were equally divided in their preference for 
design 'A' or for the cheaper design 'B'; Wy-
atville proclaimed himself 165 

However subtle Wyatville may have been 
about the presentation of his designs, he was 
flexible regarding their implementation. The 
detailed drawings for the first phase sug-
gested several minor alternatives, especially 
with regard to interior details. ' 66  The only 
change significantly affecting the exterior, 
however, was the decision to extend the Mas-
ter's Library westwards over the new Hall 
porch (Fig. 12; cf. Fig. 7). It is not certain that 
Wyatville himself authorised this change, 
which features in the surviving drawings for 
the first phase only on an unsigned overlay to 
Wyatville's drawing for the west elevation. 167 

During the second phase, some modifications 
do appear to have been made without 
obtaining amended drawings from Wyatville 
- the decision to face the gate tower in stone 
rather than in stucco is recorded by an 
amendment to the relevant drawings which 
seems to be in the hand of Lapidge, one of the 
contractors. 168  As was not uncommon at this 
date, Lapidge was not only a contractor but 
also practised independently as an architect, 
and the survival of a drawing relating to the 
second phase which appears not to have 
come from Wyatville's office suggests that 
Lapidge may himself have designed revised 
elevations for the street façades of the north 
and south wings, apparently following the 
discovery that the Elizabethan oriel windows 
on these façades, which Wyatville had 
intended to retain, were beyond repair. 169  

165 	Wv/AA2-15; MR116/1/1O. On the relative cost of 
Wyatville's initial projects, see below. 

166 	Wv/B27-8. 
167 	Wv/B5a. Wyatville showed the modification in his 

general elevation for the projected second phase 
(Wv/C5), but the clumsy interior treatment of the 
Master's Library that results from the modifica-
tion contrasts with Wyatville's original plans for a 
unified room, and may suggest another hand 
than his. 

168 	Wv/D1-2. 
169 	Colvin, Dictionary, pp.32,39,506; Wv/D38a 

seems not to be a drawing from Wyatville's office, 
since the presentation differs from other 
drawings (for example, the scale Is stated, rather 

Although Wyatville himself provided yet 
another drawing superseding this non-
Wyatville drawing, the builders seem in the 
event to have followed some aspects of the 
non-Wyatville drawing, rather than of the 
Wyatville drawing which superseded it, in 
order to achieve consistency in the treatment 
of the west front gables. 170  This may suggest 
that Wyatville was unable to supervise the 
project very closely - this would not be 
surprising since he was in-creasingly 
absorbed in the work at Windsor Castle, 
where, he claimed, he spent two-thirds of his 
active time on site. In 1833 he admitted that 
an answer of his to a letter from the Master 
might have become 'buried at Windsor 
Castle 171  Even before Wyatville embarked 
on the Windsor project his exten-sive 
practice and occasional ill-health had meant 
that the drawings for Sidney were repeatedly 
delayed. In February 1821 Wyat-ville sent, as 
an earnest of his good intent, a certificate of 
the 'Clerks' (or rather pupils, some of whom 
would have architectural careers in their own 
right) who were engaged on the drawings, 172 

and the haste in which they were finally 
prepared is evoked by Wyatville's plea to 
Chafy on 19 March to tolerate a few more 
hours' delay: 'I am fully engaged with all my 
assistants in pasting your drawings into a 
book . . . with full confidence of dispatching 
them by this night's mail, but as it is now six 
o'clock it will be a hard run race, for I have 
difficulty in getting the paste to dry. 1173  Yet if 
the extent of Wyatville's commitments placed 
a strain on his involvement at Sidney, there 
can be no doubt of his continued interest in 
the work at the College - it appears that he. 

than being shown by a scale bar). Trouble with the 
oriels seems to be anticipated by a comment on 
one ofWyatville's drawings: WV/D38. 

170 	Wyatville's further drawing is Wv/E2. The non- 
Wyatville drawing (Wv/D38a) had shown a revised 
profile for the peak of the gable, matching a re - 
vised profile which Wyatville had introduced when 
he produced detailed drawings for the elevation of 
the gate tower; Wyatville did not incorporate this 
revision in Wv/E2, but It was incorporated in the 
execution of the building. 

171 	Linstrum, Wyatuile, pp.  131,173; Wv/L6. 
172 	MR. 116/1/8.  The draftsmen who certified that 

they were engaged on the project were John Arm-
strong (perhaps a relative of Wyatville's former 
partner, another John Armstrong, who died in 
1803: Linstrum, Wyatvilte, p. 19), John Davies (cf. 
Colvin, Dictionary, pp.252-4 for a John Davies, 
albeit not there identified as Wyatville's pupil and 
described as abroad in '1820-1'), W.J. Donthorn 
(ibid. pp.270-1), Michael Gandy (ibid. p.329) and 
Charles Parker (ibid. p.620). This document en-
ables Armstrong and Davies to be added to the list 
of Wyatville's employees and pupils given by Lin - 
strum, Wyatvtlle, p.260. 

173 	MR. 116/1/9-, cf. ibid. 6-8,10,15. 
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worked out the final details of the Chapel in a 
protracted correspondence with Chafy. ' 74  

Relations between Wyatville and Chafy did 
go through periods of difficulty. The efforts to 
which Wyatville went to demonstrate his at-
tention to the preparation of the drawings for 
the first phase may suggest that he was con-
scious of impatience on Chafy's part. When, 
in January 1823, a dispute erupted with 
Westmacott, the contractor for the first 
phase, Wyatville evidently felt some initial 
sympathy for Westmacott. The architect 
signed a certificate entitling the contractor to 
an interim payment against Chafy's wishes 
and informed Chafy that it was 'perhaps 
proper to state that whenever the contractor 
calls for any explanation respecting the 
works I am under the necessity of hearing his 
complaints against you'. 'I fear', Wyatville 
concluded, 'that you [Chafy] have made up 
your mind to quarrel with me, or is all . . . to be 
attributed to your "being much out of Temper" 
as your letter states[?] 1175  Nonetheless, even 
this letter is marked by a straightfor -
wardness on Wyatville's part which perhaps 
rested on a close acquaintance. Wyatville's 
son had been admitted to the College at the 
end of 182 1 ,176   and Wyatville felt able in 1822 
to ask that a pupil of his who was unable to 
continue in the architectural profession, but 
who had 'a fair expectation of a small living', 
might be admitted to the College as a 
pensioner. 177  The tension evident in early 
1823 was certainly resolved by October of 
that year, when Wyatville wrote to Chafy to 
thank him for 'so readily liquidating my ac -
count' and for 'the gratifying expressions re-
specting my conduct and the effect of the 
works performed'. In the same letter Wy-
atville thanked Chafy for remembering his 
children, and recent enjoyment of either the 
College's or the Master's hospitality is im-
plied by Wyatville's comment, in connection 
with a discussion of the best treatment for 
oak stair treads, that 'you cannot oblige all 
persons to keep to the centre, especially after 
your good 178 When the dispute 

174 	Wv/L6;Chafy, Gestap.24O. 
175 	MR. 116/1/21-2. 
176 	Wyatville wrote to Chafy in January 1822 that 'so 

many of my friends . . . have so reprobated me' for 
entering his son 'as a Fellow Commoner that I am 
under the necessity of requesting you to place 
him a degree lower. He also joins in this wish ... 

being very steadily inclined': MR. 116/1 / 17.  Cf. the 
entry in the admissions register of his admission 
as a major pensioner (i.e. Fellow Commoner) on 
27 November 1821: MR.31, p.427; cf. Venn, 
Alumni Carttabrtgienses. Part 2, Vo I . 6 
(Cambridge 1954) p. 601 . 

177 	MR. 116/1/20. 
178 	IbicL 26. 

with Westmacott became an argument over 
the sum due, Wyatville supported the 
College's position. 179  Chafy's relationship 
with Wyatville had indeed become cordial by 
the 1830s - Wyatville was a guest in the 
Master's Lodge for a week at the time of the 
installation of the Marquess Camden as 
Chancellor of the University, when Chafy 
hosted a breakfast of almost notorious 

180 No doubt Wyatville's inti-
macy with both George IV and William IV did 
something to compensate in Chafy's eyes for 
the architect's broad accent and tendency to 
dwell on financial matters in his conver-
sation. 181 

Despite the dispute over the contract, Wy-
atville's work on the first phase evidently 
gave satisfaction and there was apparently 
never any question of employing a different 
architect for the second phase. That the Mas-
ter and Fellows were ultimately pleased with 
their choice of architect may be inferred also 
from the College's decision in 1840-1 to pur-
chase a copy of the published edition of Wy-
atville's designs for Windsor Castle. 182  In 
their initial choice of contractor, however, the 
Master and Fellows were much less happy, as 
should already be clear. Henry Westmacott, 
the contractor for the first phase of the work, 
has been identified by Dr Linstrum as a son 
of Richard Westmacott the elder, sculptor, 
and a younger brother of the more distin-
guished Sir Richard.; the identification is 
confirmed by the contractor being styled in 
the draft contract 'Statuary and Mason', since 
Richard Westmacott's son was a sculptor in 
his own right, as well as acting at times as a 
mason or contractor. 183  There is no record of 
his having worked at Cambridge, aside from 
his work at Sidney, and Wyatville believed 
that he wished 'to execute the works for the 
chances of gaining connections at Cam-
bridge'. 184  Despite the fact that Sir Richard 
and his son were employed, both before and 
after 1822, on projects with which Wyatville 
was involved, it was an apparently chance 
encounter in London with one of the Fellows 
who was 'in [his] way' to his 'new curacy in 
Rutland-shire' which led to Henry Westmacott 

179 	MR. 116/2/29, 1. 
180 	Chafy, Gesta, pp.239-40; Gunning, op. cit. Vol-2, 

p.370. 
181 	Linstrum, Wyatville, pp.49,42-5. 
182 	MR. 56, pp. 194,198. 
183 	Linstrum, Wyatvtile. p.233; MR.1 16/1/6 (this 

document has come to light since the preparation 
of Dr Linstrum's account of the project In his Wy-
atvWe); Rupert Gunnis, Dictionary of British 
Sculptors, 1660-1851. Revised ed. (London nd.) 
pp.421-2. 

184 	MR. 116/1/18. 
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making an estimate for the College. 185 

Westmacott gained the contract by putting in 
the lowest estimate, in competition with at 
least one other. 186  Chafy was evidently 
discontented with the progress of the works 
by January 1823, when he wished not to 
make an interim payment to the contractor 
which Wyatville held to be due. 187  Wyatville 
remarked that 'the direct cause for complaint 
as to delay has arisen from the first error of 
the Contractor in stating his notion of finish-
ing the work in half the time that it would re-
quire to do it well', although the contractor 
later claimed to have lost time because he 
had been unable to work by candle-light, 
perhaps reflecting a fear of fire on the part of 
the College, which had been the object of ar -
son attacks in 1812-13. 188  It was, however, 
ostensibly over the sums due to Westmacott 
that major difficulties arose, Westmacott 
claiming that works carried out over and 
above those contracted for entitled him to a 
payment of £3683. 17s. lOd., in addition to the 
£5000 due to him under the contract. 
Amongst the matters involved were not only 
additional repairs, but a decision to use stone 
ashlar, rather than Roman cement, on the 
back wall of the new Hall porch - according 
to Westmacott, the additional work included 
items carried out on Chafy's direct instruc-
tions, as well as matters ordered by or 
through Wyatville. Reporting to Chafy the 
sum of £8084. lOs.Od. which Westmacott 
claimed to have spent, the College's solicitor, 
Robert Gee, resorted to triple exclamation 
marks. 189  The College, supported by Wy-
atville, argued that all the work carried out 
had been covered by agreements between 
Wyatville and Westmacott and that, since a 
number of items specified in the original con-
tract had been omitted by mutual agreement, 
the additional sum due was only £269. 11  At 
issue seem to have been not only the cost of 
the work carried out, but also whether some 
work had been done at all: respecting the 
contractor's claim regarding 'Braces for 
Buttresses' , the College's solicitor made a 

185 	Linstrum, WyatvWe, pp. 102,155,227,240,262 
n.50; MR 116/1/28. 

186 	MR. 116/2/13. 
187 	MR. 116/1/21. 
188 	1bcL 22; MR. 116/2/6; see above, n.59. 
189 	MR. 116/2/1,  6. Gee was presumably the attorney 

of Bene't Street, Cambridge, who was father of 
Walter Gee, sometime Fellow of the College: 
MR. 1 16/2/5, 12; Venn, Alumni Cantabrtgtenses. 
Part 2, V61.3 (Cambridge 1947) p30. 

190 	MR. 116/2/33. It Is not made clear what the omis- 
sions were; conceivably they included the new 
Combination Room, although this may never 
have formed part of the contract: see below. 

note that the clerk of works was to be called 
upon 'to prove that there are When, 
in October 1823, Westmacott refused to 
accept the payment of the £5000 due under 
the contract, with the addition of £269, as a 
final settlement, the College determined 'that 
any Demand, which he has on the College, 
may be sent to Mr Wyatt, who is named in the 
. . . Contract, Arbitrator between the Par-
ties'. 192  At more or less the same time, 
however, Westmacott commenced an action 
against Chafy in King's Bench; this suit was 
referred by the court to arbitration in March 
1824. 193 The award was issued only in May 
1827, after further heated disputes; Gee's 
letters refer to 'a stormy sitting' and to 'a 
rather warm altercation' between counsel for 
the two parties. 194  The College was obliged to 
pay £430.8s.11d. over and above the £5269 
which Wyatville had initially argued was due, 
and costs were divided between the parties - 
the expenditure detailed in the Bursar's ac-
count, including lawyers' fees and expenses 
of witnesses, amounted to t666.15s.2d. 195  

Over-spending was perhaps inevitable in a 
restoration project where the extent of the 
repairs necessary could not always be ascer-
tained until work had begun. Disputed items 
included the escalating cost of repairing the 
windows on the south end of the Master's 
Lodge, and the additional depth to which 
foundations had been dug. 196  It seems 
possible, indeed, that Westmacott had se-
cured the contract by under-estimating the 
amount of repair necessary in some areas. 
Wyatville had written to Chafy in February 
1822 that he supposed that the Master would 
expect Westmacott to carry out all the work 
listed in a rival estimate which had been 
higher, and that it would be Wyatville's duty 
to ensure 'that all may be done that ought to 
be in the carpenters work, because . . . that 
branch is a matter of such uncertainty in re-
gard to the Roof, that a most considerable 
variation may have occurred in the manner 
of valuing it, as well as the timbers under 
the pantry '97  It is also evident, however, that 
the College, through Wyatville, placed 
pressure on Westmacott to reduce his 

191 	MR. 116/2/3. 	 -- 
192 	MR.7, 29 October 1823. 
193 	MR. 116/2/33. 
194 	ThicL7,11. 
195 	Ibid. 2; MR.44, pp.281,320' [in fact p.3 21 1, 

327,329. 
196 	MR. 116/2/33, 7, 8, 1. Cf. the unexpected neces- 

sity, in the second phase, completely to replace 
the oriel windows at the west ends of the wings: 
see above. 

197 	Ibid. 13. 
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Figure 13. Hall Court seen from the entrance gateway. 

estimate. 198  Indeed, it can be suggested that 
the protracted and bitter nature of the 
dispute with Westmacott owed something to 
Chafy's inability to negotiate. To the convic-
tion of his own rectitude apparent in his be-
haviour in College and in the University may 
be added the 'notorious covetousness' men-
tioned by Gunning; 199  the result appears to 
have been repeated collisions with those 
employed by the College. In the course of the 
dispute over Westmacott's contract, Chafy 
criticised not only Westmacott, but also 
(briefly) Wyatville, 20° Gee (the College's 
solicitor), one Charles Muss (the glass 
painter), and James Parke (the arbitrator ap-
pointed by the King's Bench). Parke felt hurt 
by Chafy's suggestion that he was to blame 
for delays in the arbitration and told the Mas-
ter that 'I have no power of being more expe - 
ditious than the parties choose that I shall 
be, and if they omit to bring forward their own 

198 	MR. 116/1/18. 
199 	See above. 
200 	See above. 

case, or to urge on that of their opponents, 
the blame is with them, and not with me'. 
These protests did not, however, prevent 
Chafy from forwarding a further letter from 
the College 'earnestly' soliciting Parke 'to 
bring the Business to as speedy a Termina-
tion, as his own pressing Engagements will 
permit'. 20 ' Indeed, the refurbishment of the 
College itself was not the only College 
building project of the 1820s to lead to litiga-
tion: Chafy's refusal to agree to the claims of 
a contractor building new houses on College 
land led to the latter taking Chafy to court. 
The proceedings in Cambridge Assizes were 
interrupted by a 'display of popular feeling' 
against Chafy, although the implication of 
one observer, that the principal plaintiff was 

201 	Gee: MR. 116/2/5; Muss: ibid. 14-15; Parke: ibid. 
16-17. Their inferior position meant that Gee and 
Muss had to respond with apologies, rather than 
with the defiant tone adopted by Wyatville and by 
Parke. For Parke, a barrister who had been a Fel-
low of Trinity and who was raised to the King's 
Bench in 1828, see Edward Foss, A Biographical 
Dictionary of the Judges of England (London 
1870) pp.497-8. 
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'savage' by nature as well as by name, sug -
gests that this dispute was not wholly of 
Chafy's making. 202  

It comes as no surprise to find different 
contractors employed on the second phase of 
the work. The College agreed to proceed with 
the central wing and gate tower on 28 April 
1831, giving the contract to Edward Lapidge. 
The contract for the north wing went in 1832 
to Lapidge once again, but that for the south 
wing went to William Quinser and that for the 
Combination Room to one 203 La-pidge 
had - unlike Westmacott •- practised as an 
architect in the Cambridge area and was, 
indeed, already known to Chafy, who had 
recommended him as a possible architect for 
certain University buildings in 1830. 204  
Quinser and Peck were probably minor 
figures. Quinser is called a 'carpenter' in the 
accounts, although at one stage he was also 
paid for bricklaying - he did other minor 
work about the College in the 1830s, includ-
ing the construction of a 'Bottle Rack'; Peck 
was also a carpenter. 205  The employment of 
men who were either already known to Chafy, 
or who lacked Westmacott's status as an 
artist as well as an artisan, and the division 
of the last stage of work amongst several 
contractors, probably reflect a desire for in-
creased control resulting from the experience 
of the dispute with Westmacott. 

Finance and Construction 

It has been seen that the College was pre-
pared from the start to spend, on building, 
money additional to that provided by the Acts 
of 1818 and 1823, relating to the Taylor prop-
erty, and that, in the event, less than two - 
thirds of the expenditure was met by money 

202 	Huntingdon, Bedford and Peterborough Gazette... 
497 (22 March 1 823) (copy in Sidney archives at 
MR. 116/3/19). MR. 116/3-4 are papers relating to 
the case; see especially MR 116/3/8. 

203 	MR.2, pp.219,221; MR.56, p.524. Although the 
contracts themselves have not been located, the 
Bursar's Accounts show payments of fees for 
sealing contracts, firstly in April 1831  with 
Lapidge, and secondly in 1832 with Lapidge, Peck 
and Quinser; they also suggest that a foundation 
stone was laid in April 1831: MR.56 , pp.40,56. 
However, detailed specifications for foundations 
(presumably for the gate tower) were not settled
until 18 July 1831, and Lapidge signed drawings 
only on 20 July, including some for the north 
range: wv/L2; D1-33. Drawings for the south 
wing were made, and signed by Quinser (and also 
by Lapidge where they related also to the north 
wing), in July 1832: Wv/E1-17; E19. No drawing 
relating to Peck's contract survives in the collec-
tion. 

204 	Colvin, Dictionary, p.506; Chafy, Gesta, p.209. 
205 	MR.56, pp.68,86,98 .  

deriving from the two Acts. 206  Several 
questions deserve investigation. What were 
the implications for the College's finances of 
the expenditure over and above the sums 
provided by the Taylor property; how far was 
the project shaped, in conception and pro-
gress, by financial considerations; what is 
revealed of the priorities of the Master and 
Fellows by the measures which they took in 
order to finance the building? 

The College's readiness to undertake ex-
penditure in excess of that provided for by the 
two Acts might be thought to have reflected 
the general air of prosperity which was felt in 
the College at the time, and which contrasted 
with quite recent financial difficulties. In 
1814, the Master and Fellows had determined 
to sacrifice part of their dividends in the hope 
of putting the College's finances on an even 
footing, following earlier building activities. It 
was decided that 'during the present embar -
rassed state of the Finances of the College, 
occasioned by the late extraordinary Repairs 
&c, one third only of the lately increased re-
served Rents of the Estates be appropriated 
to the Dividends of the Master and Fellows, 
and that the remaining two thirds be set 
apart for the Treasury 1.207 In 1820, however, 
this arrangement was partly rescinded. The 
Master and Fellows determined 'that the 
Abatement to the Treasury from the present 
half yearly Rental be only £300 in future', 
rather than the £341 . 16s.8d. at which it then 
stood, 'and that for every future Increase of 
Rent, where no Fine is taken, one third only of 
such Income shall go to the Treasury [rather 
than the two-thirds paid to the Treasury un -
der the order of 18141, and that the Deduction, 
made from the divisible Rents, under the 
Head of "other Expences" , be in future omit-
ted - the State of the Treasury being now 
such, as no longer to require a greater Addi-
tion'. 208  As these orders imply, the prosperity 
which was felt by 1820 was a result not only 

206 	See above 
207 	MR.2, p.  185. Fellows' dividends, the result of 

dividing amongst the Fellowship the College's 
income surplus to its statutory duties and 
necessary expenses, had developed at Sidney, 
presumably, as elsewhere, as a means of 
compensating for the impact of Inflation on 
Fellows' statutory stipends. Dividends were not 
statutory at Sidney, but were made as early as 
1604; an eighteenth-century Master referred to 
their being 'passively' increased in ways which he 
did not think entirely legitimate. Edwards, op. cit. 
pp.66. 144; cf. H.F. Howard, An Account of the 
Finances of the College of St John the Evangelist 
in the University of Cambridge (Cambridge 1935) 
P.131; C.L. Shadwell, The Universities and 
Colleges Estates Acts, 1858 to 1880 (Oxford 
1898) pp. 10-12 . 

208 	MR-2, p.205; MR.66, audits for 1820. 
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of the Taylor windfall, but also of rising rents. 
The College accounts refer in 1818 to 
substantial recent increases. Such increases 
in the period of growing agricultural incomes 
- and also of rising prices - which accom- 
panied the Napoleonic wars are not surpris-
ing. Furthermore, during the early 1820s, 
when rents generally dropped, the College's 
rental income did sink somewhat. At Trinity, 
the general distress of the country and the 
consequent diminution of College revenue 
were arguments used by those who wished to 
oppose new building in 182 1. At Sidney, how-
ever, the arrangements of 1814  and 1820 
linked the payments made into the College 
Treasury to the nominal rent roll, rather than 
to actual receipts. Thus, when actual receipts 
did not match the theoretical rent roll be-
cause rents were unpaid or had been remit - 
ted, it was the dividends of individual Fellows, 
rather than the spending power of the Col-
lege as a whole, which suffered - transfers to 
the Treasury were undiminished', and even 
increased, during the slump in rents. Fur-
thermore, the upward tendency in receipts 
resumed, if at a slower rate, from 1826, so that 
the half-yearly rental income of £1407 in 
1818 had become £1681 by 1828, despite a 
continuing fall in prices. 209  

College rentals therefore appear to have 
recovered earlier than many from the drop in 
agrarian rental incomes during the early 
1820s, perhaps because long leases expired 
at this time and made it possible to increase 
rents in line with the long-term economic sit-
uation, rather than with the short-term one, 
or perhaps because of the timing of enclo-
sures. 210  Increased income probably came 
not only from agricultural rents, but also from 
the development of property close to the 
College itself. Wyatville himself had sug-
gested, on his plan of the College site dated 
March 1821, the construction of houses or 
shops along the Jesus Lane boundary which 

209 	MR.66, audits for 1818-34; MR.2, pp. 185,205; 
Thompson, op. cit. pp.212-13,230-5; The A grar-
ian History of England and Wales. V61.6, ed. by 
G.E. Mingay (Cambridge 1989) pp.621-3; Peter 
Mathias, The First Industrial Nation, 2nd ed. 
(London 1983) Fig.20; Howard, op. cit. p.168 and 
graph facing p. 113.  For Trinity, see Willis and 
Clark, op. cit. VoL2, pp.653-4; cf. ibid., p.655. 

210  An example of the kind of increase involved is 
provided by the rental income from Saleby, which 
was £278. lOs.8d. in the half-year to Lady Day 
1826 but was £539.8s.2d. in the following half-
year; it had been decided In 1 802 to seek permis-
sion to enclose here , P. 157. The history of 
the College estates has yet to be investigated, al - 
though there is further evidence of the College's 
involvement in the early nineteenth century in 
the enclosure process which did so much to in-
crease rents generally: ibid., 26 April 1842. 

'would add to the Income of the College' 
(Fig.5). 21 ' This plan was not carried out, but 
the College had already decided to undertake 
redevelopment of immediately sur-rounding 
property, agreeing in April 1819  that 'the 
Master and resident Fellows [might] ...  make 
such arrangements as they may deem expe-
dient for the Improvement of their Houses 
and other Property in Sidney and Kings 
Street'. Redevelopment was certainly carried 
out in both Sidney and Sussex Streets during 
the 1820s, by means of building leases. This 
must have resulted in an increased income 
from these properties, although the increase 
appears to have been taken in fines rather 
than in annual rents. 212  

Yet, although the Master and Fellows were 
conscious of the College's prosperity, they 
chose to finance the building programme in a 
way which ensured that a large proportion of 
this prosperity was reflected in their individ-
ual dividends, even though this involved a re-
duction in the size of the Fellowship, the sale 
of stock, and the entertainment of the 
prospect (at least) of borrowing. The imme 
diate effect of the 1820 order to reduce the 
proportion of rent increases to be paid into 
the treasury was to increase the total rent 

211 	WV/Al. 
212 	MR.2, p.201; MR. 116/3/18, MR. 116/4/9, referring 

to an agreement of 29 November 1820 between 
the College and Messrs Harris and Savage, by 
which Harris and Savage received a lease of 
College land for three years and covenanted to 
take down certain buildings and to erect 13 
houses in Sidney and Sussex Streets, while the 
College covenanted to grant a 40 year lease of the 
houses to them. Construction was in fact 
protracted by disputes between the College and 
the contractors and by the financial failure of the 
latter; payments to a Mr Swan for 
'superintending' the building of houses in Sidney 
and Sussex Streets feature in the Bursar's 
accounts as late as 1827 and 1828: MR.44, 
pp.'320' [in fact p.3211,338. While the total rents 
from the houses (known in the accounts as 
'Robson's tenements') were actually slightly 
lower in the 1840s than in 1820, fines of up to 
£200 were taken for the renewal of leases on 
individual properties in 1839-41: MR.66, audits 
for 1818-43; MR.56, pp.  175, 19 1 . The houses in 
question were designed by Humfrey (see above), 
and evidently included those on the north side of 
Sussex Street, demolished in the 1930s, but 
shown by uncatalogued photographs In the 
College archives to have been of an early 
nineteenth-century character. Some of the 
houses of a similar character which survive (in 
commercial use) in Sidney Street are evidently 
those built In the 1820s, although the Royal 
Commission on Historical Monuments did not 
record them in its survey of buildings in 
Cambridge City dating from before 1850: R.C.H.M. 
Vol.2, map at p.305. For contemporary use of 
building leases by Jesus College in the develop-
ment of New Square, and for some suggestion of 
the Increased income following development on 
such leases, see RCJ-I.M.: V61.2, p362; Vol. I, p.xcvl. 
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Figure 14. Wyatville's drawing for the interior of the Master's Library, west wall, January 1822. 
(Wv/B28; reproduced with permission of Sidney Sussex College) 

available for division amongst the Fel lows  .213 

At the same meeting as they effectively voted 
this increase in their dividends, the Master 
and Fellows decided not to fill a vacant 
Fellowship, in order to finance the planned 
'extraordinary repairs'. The number of vacant 
Fellowships had risen to three (out of a total 
establishment of 12 Fellows) by the Lady Day 
Audit in 1823, and the Fellowship was 
restored to strength only under an order of 
October 1825.214  Meanwhile, in October 1821, 
when it was finally decided to proceed with 
Wyatville's scheme, the Master and Fellows 
had been empowered to borrow in order to 
make up the deficiency between the money 
from the Taylor property and the actual cost 
of building. 215  The second phase of building 
was not initially marked by similar re-
ductions in the number of Fellows; rather the 
College decided, in October 1832, 'to sell 
£5000, the Amount of their Stock in the three 
per Cent Consols, for the Discharge of the 
Expenses (in part) of the Alterations and Im-
provements'. 216  In May 1835, however, it was 

213 	MR.66, audits for 1820. Dividends soon suffered 
from the drop in rents of the 1820s, but the Fel-
lows cannot have foreseen this at this stage. 

214 	MR.66, 	audits 	for 	1820-6; 	MR.2, 
pp.205,207,209,2 12,213. 215 	MR2, p.209. 

216 	MR.2, p.223. £4156.5s. from this source were in 
fact applied to the building projects: MR.56, p.523. 

again decided to hold a Fellowship vacant, 
although the expenses to be defrayed 
included not only the 'Expenses, as yet Un-
settled, connected with the late extraordinary 
Repairs of the College', but also 'the expenses 
still to be defrayed by the Fire, which hap-
pened at the [College's] Wotton Pillinge Es-
tate' in Bedfordshire, around the start of 
1831,  and which necessitated substantial re -
building there . 217  Having once embarked on 
the course of holding Fellowships open, the 
College did not succeed in restoring the 
Fellowship to strength until the end of 1841; 
for brief periods, three Fellowships were 
again vacant . 218  The financial implications of 
the building works were not fully resolved 
until 1847. 219  

Despite these difficulties, the Master and 
Fellows seem on the whole to have been fairly 
ambitious in their building plans from the 
time of Wyatville's appointment onwards. 
Plans seem to have been curtailed only when 
necessity demanded. Humfrey costed his 
proposals, involving the general repair of the 
Hall and improvements to the Master's Lodge, 

217 	MR.2, p.230. A labourer was reimbursed for 'his 
exactions at the fire at Wotton Pillinge in 
January 1831: MR.56, p.34; subsequent building 
works are recorded ibid. pp.40,42,62.70. 

218 	MR.66, audits for 1836-41; orders regarding va - 
cant Fellowships in MR.2, pp.232,237,239,240. 

219 	MR2, 4May 1847. 
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as well as the provision of a Mathematical Li-
brary, at less than £3000, 220  well within the 
£4000 provided from the Taylor estate by the 
first (and, at that stage, only) Act. The 
College's response was to turn to a more 
prestigious architect and to commission 
from him a more ambitious scheme. If Wy-
atville was asked to design within financial 
limits, no statement of these has survived, al-
though the character of the three schemes 
which he provided in 1821 may suggest that 
he was designing proposals to fit different fi-
nancial targets: his first scheme (design 'A') 
envisaged finishing the west front in stone, 
his second (design 'B') in stucco; design 'A' 
included a new Combination Room, design 'B' 
did not . 221  The second scheme would 
therefore have been cheaper, so the possibil-
ity of a need for economy was perhaps enter-
tamed. However, it was the first and more ex-
pensive scheme which was ultimately im-
plemented. It seems that it was only in the 
autumn of 182 1, when the College finally 
agreed to proceed with Wyatville's plans for 
the first phase, that certain economies were 
decided upon - the west front was to be faced 
in stucco rather than in stone and the new 
Combination Room was dropped; after esti-
mates had been obtained, attempts were 
made to whittle them down 222  The start of 
the work had already been delayed 223  and 
work which the College had apparently in-
tended to carry out on the Chapel was also 
omitted from the first phase altogether; re-
pair work on the Chapel had been envisaged 
as early. as 1820, and Wyatville's drawings of 
1821 show incompletely a variety of propos-
als for refacing it, but nothing was done in the 
first phase of the work. 224  The sum stipulated 
in the contract with Westmacott for the 
completion of the first phase was nonethe-
less £5000; 225  this exceeded the sum provided 
by the first of the Acts relating to the Taylor 

220 	Wv/G2. 
221 	Wv/AA3-6; AA9-1 1. The third design, for which 

no ground plan survives, shows a new Combina-
tion Room in the eastern elevation, but not in the 
western: Wv/AA14-1 5. 

222 	Wv/B5. The drawings for the Combination Room, 
Wv/B1 7-2 1 , dated May 1821,  are not signed by 
Chafy or by the contractor, and no interior 
details were drawn in January 1 822 when the 
interiors of the Master's Library and of the 
Mathematical Library were drawn out: cL 
Wv/B27-37. For attempts to get Westmacott's 
estimate reduced, see MR. 116/1/18. 

223 	This can be inferred from the letters to Chafy 
from a would-be clerk of works to the project, rec - 
ommended by Wyatville in July 1821: 
MR. 116/1/30-1. 

224 	MR2, p.205; Wv/AA3-15. 
225 	MR. 116/1/6; MR 116/2/33.  

legacy. In practice, as has been seen, the cost 
of the work was higher still. 

Despite this, however, and despite the fact 
that it had proved necessary to postpone 
some of the College's initial aspirations, the 
Master and Fellows expanded their plans 
when, in October 1822, they decided to seek 
further funds from the Taylor estate. Not only 
did they decide to resume the plan to provide 
a new Combination Room, and to construct 
the additional rooms for exhibitioners which 
would be mentioned in the 1823 Act; they also 
determined 'to finish . . . [Hall] court in a man-
ner similar to the New 226 The 
scheme which Wyatville produced in October 
1824 went further still, proposing also the 
complete refacing of both the courts, includ-
ing the Chapel, and the provision of the new 
gate tower. 227  Furthermore, this second 
phase seems to have been entertained with 
considerable confidence; detailed drawings 
for the new gate tower were produced in Oc-
tober, at the same time as the general draw-
ings . 228 Nonetheless, although drawing work 
continued, construction of the entire second 
phase was in the event considerably delayed, 
and the idea of a new Combination Room was 
evidently dropped again for a time. 229  
Amongst the factors which occasioned this 
delay was, no doubt, the prolonged dispute 
with Westmacott, which created for a while 
considerable uncertainty about the extent of 
the College's obligations. The College 
decided, in April 1825, to keep a Fellowship 
open 'in Consequence of the uncertain 
Termination of the Law Suit, with Mr 
Westmacot', and, urging the arbitrator to has-
ten the hearings in October 1826, Chafy 
wrote that 'the embarrassment . . . that the 
Delay occasions is . . . severely felt by every 
member of the Society .230 

Work on the second phase of building did 
not begin until after 1830 and was imple-
mented in stages. The College decided to seek 
estimates for proceeding with the second 
phase and with the Combination Room (on 
a slightly different site from that first 
intended) in October 1830, and to enter into 
contracts for two successive stages of work 
in April 1831 and in June 1832. 2 3 1  Work 
on the living accommodation was nearing 

226 	MR.7, 24 October 1822. 
227 	Wv/Cl-il. 
228 	Wv/Dl-19. 
229 	Wv/D28, signed by Wyatville in October 1 826 and 

counter-signed by Lapidge in July 1831,  shows 
the north elevation of the north wing without 'a 
new Combination Room. 

230 	See above; MR2, p.212; MR. 116/2/16. 
231 	MR.7, 28 October 1830; MR.2, pp.219,221. 
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completion by the end of 1833, when 
payment was made for plastering new rooms 
in Hall 232 furnishings for the new 
Combination Room were paid for as late as 
1834_5.233 As to the Chapel, detailed draw-
ings were not prepared until October 1832, 
and it seems that no further action was taken 
until, in October 1833, the Fellows could 
thank the Master for having 'most liberally 
defrayed the entire Expence of repairing and 
beautifying the Chapel of the College , .234 

Wyatville was still working out designs for the 
Chapel, significantly intended 'to give effect 
at the least expense', as late as 1835, and he 
did not receive his fee for the second phase 
until 1837.235 

Yet, despite these delays, the story of the 
final stages of the building project is not one 
simply of setbacks and economies. Strik-
ingly, it was decided at a late stage to face the 
gate tower in stone rather than the stucco 
which Wyatville had envisaged. 236  Some of 
the new decorative work was done, in a man-
ner typical of the period, with more attention 
to visual effect than to structural solidity, 237 

but the gate tower, the focal point of the 
remodelled College (and the part first seen by 
visitors), was to be finished to a higher 
standard. Virtually the only sign of attention 
to economy in the execution of the second 
phase is a simplification of some of the 
detailing on the side fronts of Hall Court - 
grotesque rainwater spouts proposed in 1824 
were not executed. 238  Wyatville's most 
fanciful proposals - his arcade along the 
Sidney Street front and his suggested 'public 
building - were probably never entertained 
seriously, and the Master and Fellows were 
obliged to accept considerable delays in the 

232 	Wv/L7; MR.56, p.78. 
233 MR. 56, pp. 86,98. 
234 	MR.2, p.227 . 235 	Chafy, Gesta, p.240; MR.56, p.134. 
236 	wv/D1-2. Some idea of the cost of the gate tower 

can be obtained by comparing the contract for the 
centre wing, Including the tower, priced at £3600, 
with that for the north wing, priced at £2144 
(MR.56, p.524). On this basis, the tower 
accounted for around a tenth of the total 
expenditure - not, perhaps, excessive in relation 
to the visual impact which it makes. 

237 	Photographs taken in 1969 (in College archives, 
uncatalogued) show that the 'cap-stones' of the 
chimneys of the Master's Lodge range were built 
up in Roman cement on the basis of projecting 
slates inserted horizontally between the brick 
courses. Even James Wyatt's work at the Palace 
of Westminster included 'composition mullions 
and cement pinnacles and battlements': J.M. 
Crook, op. cit. p.42. 

238 	Wv/C7 for the initial proposals. Comparison with 
the nineteenth-century photograph published by 
Edwards, op. cit. (facing p.112) suggests that 
these details have not merely been lost in recent 
restorations, but were never executed. 

execution of their plans. Beyond this, 
however, they showed relatively little inch-
nation to cut their coat according to their 
cloth. 

Thus, in embarking on the far from modest 
building programme of the 1820s and 1830s, 
the College soon found itself obliged to sell 
investments and to consider (at least) the 
prospect of borrowing. It also became em-
broiled in the practice of suppressing Fel-
lowships which had marked the eighteenth-
century campaigns for the remodelling of the 
Hall and for the rebuilding of the Chapel and 
Library. Indeed, the effects on the Fellowship 
of this last campaign had been felt as late as 
1818, when a Fellowship held open in 1816 in 
order 'to defray the Expences of extraordi 
nary Repairs' was filled, restoring the Fellow-
ship to strength. 239  Chafy and the Fellows of 
the 1820s might appear to have been irre-
sponsible in reverting so soon to the sup-
pression of Fellowships in order to finance a 
building project, especially as they at the 
same time partially dismantled the arrange -
ment of 1814 by which the Master and Fe!-
lows had sacrificed part of their dividend to 
the defraying of past building expenses. 240  In 
addition, the second phase of building was 
commenced despite the further financial dif-
ficulties created by the fire at Wotton Pihlinge. 
These could not have been foreseen, and the 
relationship between the fire and the build -
ing project was not entirely unfortunate (the 
accounts record that the 'Old Roof of the 
College, presumably that of the central wing, 
was taken to Wotton Pihlinge by water, where 
its materials apparently formed part of a new 
barn erected shortly afterwards) . 24 ' None-
theless, the College in fact committed itself to 
proceeding with the second phase and to the 
additional expense of stone facing on the 
tower possibly as late as July 1831, 242   af-ter 
the need to restore the damage at Wotton had 
become apparent. 

Yet this behaviour was not, perhaps, as 
reckless as it seems. For one thing, the Mas-
ter and Fellows may well have been unable to 
foresee one of the circumstances which oc-
casioned the financial problems of the 1820s 
and 1830s: the slowness with which money 
from the Dudley lease became available, ne-
cessitating the borrowing of money from the 

239 	Small, op. cit. p.493; Cocke, 'James Essex', pp.98-. 
9; MR2 , p. 187; MR.66, audits for 1818. 

240 	See above. 
241 	MR. 56,p.42. 
242 	See above. Instructions to face the tower in stone, 

rather than Roman cement, appear to be In the 
hand of Lapidge, who signed the relevant drawing 
on 20 July 1831: WV/D1-2. 
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Figure 15. Sidney Street looking north, 1870. (Cambridgeshire Collection, Cambs. Libraries, 
reproduced with permission) 

College Treasury which was not repaid until 
1847. 243 Furthermore, the behaviour of the 
Master and Fellows in the 1820s and 1830s 
must be placed in a contemporary context. 
The order of 1820, reducing the proportion of 
new rents paid into the Treasury, was a par-
tial undoing of a temporary arrangement by 
which Fellows had sacrificed part of their 
dividends in order to pay off earlier building 

243 	MR2, 4 May 1847. It is suggestive that no elec- 
tions were made to the Taylor exhibitions, pro-
vided for by the 1823 Act, until 1835: MR.69 
(Taylor Foundation: printed Acts of parliament 
and awards) unfoliated. 

costs. No doubt the Fellows responsible for 
the 1820 o'der saw themselves as doing 
something to restore normality. 244  St John's 
College did reduce Fellows' dividends 
substantially during the period; however, 
when the Master and Fellows of that College 
agreed to do this in 1830, it seems to have 

244 	Indeed, in 1819 expenses had been such that the 
abatement to the Treasury under the 1814 order 
had been reduced In order that each Fellow's divi-
dend should not sink below £60, which seems to 
have been thought of as the acceptable minimum. 
Despite the 1820 order, the dividend was to sink 
lower than this during the early 1820s: MR.66, 
audits for Lady Day 1819 and Michaelmas 1823. 
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been a response to necessity created by 
mounting arrears of rent rather than to a de-
sire to redirect income towards the funding of 
building, towards which no steps were taken 
for another two years, according to the histo-
rian of the College's finances - and, at St 
John's, a Fellow's dividend was more than 
twice a Sidney Fellow's during the 1820s. 245  
Dividends after all formed a major part of 
Fellows' income, thanks to the decline in the 
real value of statutory stipends. 246 

Borrowing was therefore very commonly 
resorted to (in preference to a cut in divi-
dends) in order to finance college building 
campaigns in the 1820s (as had also been the 
case in the eighteenth century) ; 247  indeed, the 
widespread necessity for it was recognised in 
the Act of 1824 which permitted colleges to 
borrow from the Public Works 
Commissioners in order to erect new build - 
ings for the accommodation of students. 248  
Even where building funds did exist, they 
were inadequate to meeting the needs and 
aspirations of the colleges. Corpus Christi 
College - whose architectural problems were 
acute by the end -of the eighteenth century - 
was sufficiently fortunate to have been given 
funds for building, and also sufficiently 
provident to have established a building fund 
by setting aside the money given, nominally 
for the purchase of plate, by Fellow Com-
moners. However, this fund had been accru-
ing for over 60 years before the College was 
able to commence building, and money still 
had to be borrowed to meet a small deficit at 
the end of the 249 At St John's, a 
building fund was in existence by 1794, but 
borrowing was nonetheless necessary to fi-
nance the building works of the 1820s, as was 
also the case at Trinity, although the College 
promoted a 'Subscription . . . among the pre-
sent and former Members of the Society and 
the Public in general' to help to finance its 
new 250 The borrowing in which St 
John's indulged in order to finance the con-
struction of New Court has been criticised by 
a modern historian as tending 'to throw the 

245 	Howard, op. cit. pp. 137-8,168. 
246 	See above, n.207. 
247 	•• A.C. Crook, From the Foundation to Gilbert 

Scott: A History of the Buildings of St John's Col-
lege, Cambridge (Cambridge 1980) p.67. I am very 
grateful to Professor Brooke for his comments on 
the general nature of College finances in this pe-
riod. 

248 	Shadwell, op. cit. p. 14. For the use of this source of 
loans by Trinity and St John's, see Willis and 
Clark, op. cit. VoL2, p.654; Howard, op. cit. p.166. 

249 	Willis and Clark, op. cit. VoL2, p.301. 
250 	A.C. Crook, op. cit. pp.73,83; Miller, op. cit. p.76; 

Willis and Clark, op. cit.. VoL2, pp.654-5,660.  

main burden not on the initiators of the ar-
rangements but on their successors', and this 
view may not be wholly anachronistic: the 
opponents of building at Trinity regarded fu-
ture room rents from the new building as an 
inadequate security for borrowing. 251  To 
many, however, borrowing probably did not 
seem to be a sign of financial mismanage-
ment at a time when interest rates were low. 
Jesus College was able to finance its building 
in the 1820s by borrowing at 4 1 / 2% (from its 
own Bursar), while the building committee at 
Corpus used the low rates of interest prevail - 
ing in the 1820s as an argument for proceed-
ing with building work. 252  Furthermore, there 
were other powerful arguments in favour of 
building in the 1820s, apart from the 
pressure on accommodation felt by many 
colleges. The Master of Corpus recalled a 
number of circumstances which had made 
the 1820s a propitious decade for building: 
'The stocks were remarkably high. Building 
materials of all descriptions were fallen in 
price. Labourers were to be had in abundance 
at a moderate rate. 1253 

Sidney seems to have been the only Col-
lege to decide in the 1820s to hold Fellow-
ships vacant, in order to uphold its prestige 
through somewhat grandiose building. How-
ever, it has to be borne in mind that the sus - 
pension of Fellowships did not involve de-
pleting the teaching strength of the College in 
this period, when normally the only Fellows 
formally involved in undergraduate instruc-
tion were the two or three who served as Tu-
tors and Lecturers, and when even their rOle 
was not always large, as much teaching was 
in the hands of private tutors who were not 
necessarily Fellows. Indeed, the suspension 
of Fellowships would have involved little 
harm to scholarship either, since non-resi-
dence by Fellows was common at this pe-
nod. 254  In giving priority to building over 

251 	Howard, op. cit. pp. 172-3; Willis and Clark, op. cit. 
V61.2, pp.653-4. 

252 	B.D. T[ill], 'James Webster, builder', Charittclere 
146 (May Term 1948) pp.7-8; Liscombe, op. cit. 
pp. 122-3,125,129. 

253 	Willis and Clark, op. cit. VoL2, p.302. 
254 	Sidney added to its complement of one Tutor and 

one Lecturer (in addition to the Taylor Lecturer, 
who was not a Fellow) by appointing a second Tu-
tor in 1824 and either a second Tutor or a second 
Lecturer regularly from 1829. In practice, how-
ever, during the 1830s one Fellow often filled two 
of the three posts that resulted. See Cambridge 
University Calendar (1824-40). Furthermore, in 
Cambridge at large, while some Tutors were ad-
mired, others evidently  contributed little to un-
dergraduate education. Venn was contemptuous 
of his Tutor's contribution to his education: John 
Venn, Early Collegiate Life (Cambridge 1913) 
pp.258-9; but cf. the comments of George Pryme, 
a Trinity man, in Pryme, op. cit. p.37. J.M.F. 
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maintaining the size of the Fellowship in the 
1820s and 1830s, while at the same time pre -
serving the incomes of the individual Fellows, 
the College was not sacrificing teaching or 
scholarship to bricks and mortar - or even to 
stone and stucco. Rather the decision reflects 
the looseness of the links between the Fel-
lowship and the educational process, which 
probably helped Chaiy and the Fellows to see 
their reputation as resting, like that of a 
landed family, in splendid building, rather 
than in the scholarly achievements of either 
themselves or their pupils. This detachment 
between the senior members, on the one 
hand, and scholarship, on the other hand, 
was associated with a proprietorial attitude 
towards Fellowships (which could, of course, 
be held for life) - an attitude which also 
meant that Fellows felt it legitimate to think 
more about their entitlement to their individ-
ual dividends than about a duty to maintain 
the size of the Fellowship. 

Conclusion 

None of the above can vindicate the remod-
elling of Sidney from Pevsner's aesthetic 
criticisms, nor Is it intended to do so. Aes-
thetic judgments must always be highly sub - 
jective, and the refurbished College divided 
opinions even when new. While the Storers 
described the College as having been re-
modelled 'not without considerable ingenuity 
and success' , the freshly stuccoed College 
was dismissed by one critic as 'a very whited 
sepulchre' in 1844. 255  What an historical 
account can hope to do, however, is to provide 
some insight into the intentions of those in-
volved • and into the context in which they 
laboured. It has been seen that Wyatville's 
understanding of architectural history was 
not that of the late twentieth century; equally, 

the educational rOles of the College and its 
Fellows were not those of the present-day 
College and Fellowship. Even the social com -
position of the University can be seen as con-
tributing to the desire to show an awareness 
of fashionable taste. Seen in this way, the re-
modelling of Sidney can, perhaps, be viewed 
more sympathetically. Christopher Hussey 
wrote that the restorations of ancient man-
sions undertaken in the 1820s and 1830s, 'in 
which romantic imagination and newly ac-
quired knowledge [of historical styles] were 
given free rein, often falsified or obliterated 
the original', but were nonetheless 'labours of 
love' for that. 256  The same might perhaps be 
said of the refurbishment of Sidney during 
the same decades. 
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