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REMARKS
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(TL/be Jituunritm] 11f tin Eflllll’lltrlt'll jfrinrfi

AT GREAT YARBIOUTH .

 

BY

CHARLES JOHN PALMER, ESQ, F.S.A.

3111:111ch

TO DA‘VSON TURNER, ESQ, RR. & A.S.,

VICE-PRESIDENT 01“ THE NOlH‘ULK AND NOIHVICII ARCHJEOLOGICAL SOCIETY.

Great Yarinouth, lst November, 1850.

DEAR SIR,

I am induced by a knowledge of the great

interest which you have, for so long a period, taken in the

elucidation of our local antiquities, to trouble you with a few

observations respecting the l\lonastcry of the Blackfriars at

this place, which occurred to me in the course of some in-

quiries I recently had occasion to make.

Manship, in his “ Foundation and Antiquite of the 'l‘owne

of Greate Yermouthc,” (a book of which I was, by your ad—

vicc, induced to become the editor,) says that, “ It appeareth

by Records that the Friars Preachers were founded in this

'l‘ownc by King Henrye ye thirde g” and, after stating that,

in 1514, “ The Frenche Quecne, and Charles Brandon, Duke

of Sufiolke, her husband, came to this 'l‘ownc of Yerlnouth,

and were there rcccyvcd and cntertcyned by the space of

three daies, whoc tooke grcatc good likinge of this towne
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and of the cituation of the same, promisinge that they would

procure the Kinge’s Maiestie himself to come and see yt,”

proceeds to say that, “about this tyme the Churehe and

Queer-e of the Blackfriars, in this Towne of Yermouthe, was

burnt with fire.”

1\1anship, the younger, in his History, still in MS, says,

“A House of Blackfriars, called Predicants or Preaching

Friars, situate at the Southend of that Town, was in the reign

of King Henry 111. first buildcd ; and by another Henry, the

eighth of that name, by authority of Parliament, in the 2W“

year of his reign, lastly dissolved.”

In 1271, these Friars Preachers, or Black Friars, obtained

possession of an additional piece of land, five hundred feet

square, called “ 1e Straunde,” which was probably the ground

lying between their first possessions and the river, to hold

“in pure and perpetual alms;” and at the same time they

obtained the confirmation of a gift, made to them by WVilliam

Charles, of another piece of land contiguous to “the dwell-

ing-place of the said Friars,” as appears from the following

extract from the Patent Roll, 55 Henry 111., membrane 15,

preserved in the Tower of London.

Pro fratm'bus predicatoribus Rex omnibus, &c. salutem.

(Ze Gernemzzflm. Sciatis nos caritatis intuitu

pro nobis & heeredibus

nostris, quantum in nobis est, dedisse et concessis‘se

dilectis nobis in Christo fratribus praadicatoribus de Ger-

nemutha, quandam placeam terrae Gernemuthze qua: YO-

catur la Straunde, qua: continet in so quingentos pedes

terrm in longitudine, & quingentos pedes terrte in lati—

tudine, ad zedifieandum & inhabitandum, habendam &

tenendam sibi & successoribus suis in purain & perpe—

tuam elemosinam: donationem etiam & concessionem

quas “Villiehnus Charles fecit eisdem fratribus de quada‘m

placea terrae in eadem Villa, qua: contigua est habitationi

 



 

eorumdem fratrum, ratas habentes & gratas eas pro nobis

& heeredibus nostris, quantum in nobis est, coneedimus

& confirmamus ; sicut earta przedicti ‘Villielmi, quam inde

habuit, rationabiliter testatur. In cujus 9" * * * Teste

Rege apud VVestmonasterium sextodecimo die Maij.

William Charles, the benefactor above-named, was also

called “ de Jernemutha,” and was the ancestor of a good

family of that name, who held lands at Loddon, where

there is a manor still called “ Charles’ hianorf’ and in

1336 Sir Edward Charles 4‘ was appointed Admiral of the

North Sea Fleet; many of the ships being supplied by

the Town of Yarmouth.

Thomas Fastolf, who was deputed in 1295, by Sir John

Botetourt, Admiral of the North Fleet (whose rendezvous

was at Yarmouth), “ to remain in the Towne of Yarmouth

for keeping his Bailiwick and the passage of the said Towne

in the name of the King,” was also a benefactor to this

house.

Manship, the younger, further says, “ I do find that one

Godfrey Pilgrim, a worthy Burgess (for good benefactors

be not to be forgotten), did, in the year of our Lord 1380,

at his own proper costs and charges, erect and build a very

fair Church wherein to say Divine Service. This, standing

upright at the end of one hundred and forty-five years.

which befel Anno 1525, the 17‘“ year of King Henry 8‘“, as

foresecing an utter desolation, was wholly consumed by fire;

thereby easing a labour to those that, within ten years fol-

lowing, demolished the same; the walls whereof, with the

foundations, twenty years past were wholly digged up and

dispersed to other uses.”

* IIis shield of arms—emu. on a chief gu., five lozenges of the first—are

carved on the head of a seat in Billingford church, Norfolk, where he held

lands. This excellent mode of perpetuating family names has lately been

revived in Yarmouth church.
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This Monastery was dedicated to St. Dominic; and the

Precincts enclosed an area of six acres.

The CQIszdarz'mn Inquis. Post flIortem, for the 18th Ed—

ward 1., gives the following return :

“Fratres Przedicatores de Jernemutha de qnadam

placea ibfii cum muro lapidum construenda.”

The conventual seal ’ was oval, representing the front of a

church or monastery, with three figures standing in niches;

the Virgin Mary being in the centre, crowned, and holding

the infant Jesus, and having the Prior on her right hand,

and a Bishop on her left: beneath is an arch over a river,

in which fish are swimming; and above all, a star and a

crescent; the one being the emblem of St. Dominic and a

symbol of the Epiphany, and the other denoting the increase

of the Gospel. The legend is,

S. CONVENTVS FRUM. PREDIC. GERNEMVTE.

The friars, notwithstanding the profession of poverty which

distinguished them alike from the monks and secular clergy,

obtained by degrees very considerable possessions, and were

accustomed to divide each city or town where they resided

into four parts,- the first being assigned to the Dominicans,

the second to the Franciscans, the third to the Carmelites,

and the fourth to the Augustinesrf‘ This order was observed

in Yarmouth; the Dominicans establishing themselves in the

South end of the town, the Franciscans in the central part,

the Carmelites at the North end, and the Augustines in South

Town, with a cell: in Yarmouth; whilst the Benedictine

monks held the “Priory,” in connection with the parish

Church, as a cell to the Convent of the Holy Trinity at

4* This seal is engraved in the Gentleman's Magazine, Vol. LXI, p 513;

and in Ives’ Sif/[ZZu Antigua Neifo/ciensia.

1‘ Moshcizn's Eccles. 111291., Vol. II, p. 513.

," In “Austin Row," corrupted into “ Ostend Row.”
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Norwich. Speed asserts, that every householder paid to

each order of friars one penny per quarter, and they also

derived a considerable revenue from the privilege of con-

fessing, preaching, and begging in their respective districts.

Another source of einolument was the legacies, which were

continually bequeathed to them,- particularly by persons de—

sirous to be buried in the conventual churches, which was

a privilege much coveted.

Thus Simon de Ormesby, by his “Till, made “ on Tuesday

after the conversion of Saint Paul, 1349,” after bequeathing

his soul “ to Almighty God and the Blessed Virgin blary,

and all Saints,” directed his body “to be buried in the

Church of the Order of Friars Predicants in Great Yar—

mouth ,” and after bequeathing to the High Altar of the

Church of St. Nicholas 973., for his tenths forgotten, and 303.

to his Confessor, also gave “ to the Friars Predicant, where,”

he says, “ my body is to be buried, 103.; to Friar Alexander

dc Briston, of the same order, 12“., annually to be received

of my son John while he shall live; and to Friar de Boton,

of the same order, 25.”

No record can be found of “the bodyes buryed in the

Black Fryers of Yermouthe,” except on the authority of a

MS. preserved in the College of Arms (F. 9, I/zlermcnfs),

which says,

“ Thomas, son of Sir Thomas Bowett, Knt. ;”

but,

“——-— questionless here, in these open courts which

now he naked to the injuries of stormy weather, seine men

lie interr’d who lov’d the Church so well and gave so largely

to’t, they thought it would have canopied their bones till

domesday.”

The \Vills of this period contain numerous bequests to

each house of “ Friars l’redicants, Minors, and Carinclites :”

a bequest to one alone seldom occurring.

Anionic,r these benefactors I find the following:
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1257. ‘Valter Calthorpe, Bishop of Norwich, (called de

Suifield,) gave by Will, five marks.

1349. Simon de Hale gave by lVill, 103.

John Yue, 103.

\Villiam Fleming (Burgess), 108.

Jeffery de Stalham (Burgess), 303.

1355. )Villiam Oxney (Burgess), 13s. 41d.

1362 Stephen de Stalham (Burgess) five marks, and to the

Prior of the Order, 408.

137—1. John de Stalham, five marks, “to celebrate for his

soul,” &e.

Jeffery de Drayton, 403.

1379. WVilliam de Stalham, five marks, "' to celebrate for his

soul,” &0.

1385. Nicholas ‘Vildgoose, five marks.

1386. John Rayl, 10s.

1389. Sir John de Plaiz, of ‘Veeting, bequeathed five marks

to this house, as he did “to every house of Friars

Mendicant in Norfolk, Suffolk, Essex, and Cam-

bridgeshire.” Sir John, who was the last heir

male of this ancient family, married Joan, daughter

of Sir Miles Stapleton, and left an only (laughter,

who married Sir John Howard. In 1385, he at—

tended John Dukc of Lancaster in his expedition

into Spain.

1459. Sir John Fastolfe, of Caister, K.G.,'* was a benefactor,

as was also Richard Duke of York, slain at the

Battle of 1Vakefield, in 1160.

* He had a “splendid mansion " at Yarinouth, the site of which, from an

entry on the Rolls lately discovered by our indefatigable secretary, Mr.

Harrod, appears to have been at the “ Foreland.” By his \Vill he bequeathed

one hundred marks to the repair and support of the Haven of Great Yar-

mouth and the maintenance of the Town \Valls; and “for the repose of

his soul” he devoted “ a sufficient sum,” at the discretion of his executors,

to all the religious orders in Yarmouth. (See Turner's History of (”mister

Castle)
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Sir Miles Stapleton, of Ingham, also bequeathed a legacy

to the Friars Preachers of Yarmouth. He probably became

acquainted with the town from having held the office of com-

missioner for the care of the beacons in Norfolk. He died

in 1466 without male issue, and left all his personal estate

for pious uses, and also devised his manors to trustees for

four years, to raise money “ for alms deeds for his soul’s

health.”

In 1481, Margaret Pastonf“ Widow of John Paston, Esq.,

and daughter and heir of John Mauteby, Esq, of Mauteby,

by Margaret, daughter of John Berney, Esq., of ‘Reedham,

gave “ to ich of the iiij houshes of flows in Yermouthe and

at the South Town, to pray for my sowle,” twenty shillings.

Elizabeth (10 Clerc, of Ormesby, by her \Vill, dated 13th

January, 1492, gave to this house, and to every house of

friars in Norfolk, twenty shillings. She was mother of Sir

Robert de Clerc, of Orinesby, who attended King Henry

VIII. to the Field of Cloth of Gold.

John Fastolfe, Doctor in Divinity, was a Friar Preacher of

some eminence, for whose soul the religious votaries in Yar—

month were bound to pray, “ with many more of that ancient

and noble family.” 1'

I have no list of the Priors; but I find that, in 1313,

\Villiam dc Repps was “ Prior of the Order of Predicants in

Great Yarmouth.” i

4* Her curious will is published in extenso, p. 157, by Dawson Turner,

Esq., with annotations and a Pedigree of the now extinct family of Mauteby.

Mr. Turner has also published a Pedigree of the Paston Family, in his

Historical Sketch of Caist‘er Castle.

1- Speed.

I King,r Edward the First granted a Charter to the burgesses of Great

Yarmouth, that “ they should not be irnpleaded without their borough of

any plea, except pleas touching their own tenures.” Therefore, when an

action was commenced in any of the Courts of \Vestminster against any

burgess, he usually produced this Charter, and prayed to have the liberties

of the borough allowed him; and from the fact of its being so constantly
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Upon the authority of a note taken from a volume ol

Norris’s Collections, formerly in the possession of Sir George

Nayler, and now in that of A. \V. “voods, Esq., Lancaster

Herald, 1 find that Edmund Hercock was Prior in 1532, and

was probably the last.

I suppose this Monastery was surrendered; as we have no

account of the Prior having been hanged, which he would

probably have been, had he resisted like the Abbot of Glas-

tonbury, or the Monks of “'alsinghain, fifteen of whom were

“ condemned of treason, whereof five sufl'erec ;” and, in 1537,

1

“' two of the rebelles,’ who had taken part in the insurrec-

tion at “lalsinghanr consequent upon these scveritics, “ were

hanged here at Yarinouth, and drawn and quarterec,” by

way of example}

In a MS. called "' Norfolk Tenures,” being a collection of

extracts from public records, presented to the College of

Arms by Peter Le Neve, in 1729, and still preserved in the

College Library, for copies of which 1 am indebted to T. 1V.

King, Esq, York Herald, there are the following entries:

RiEus Andrews hfiit ex concess: Rs Henr. V111. inter alia

totfi illud scitum vocat. le Blackfriars in Yarniouth, de

che in capite p. servie. lnilit. 34 Hen. VIII, p. 1.

Gilbtus \Valton t. totuni illud inessuagifi voc. lc Blacklriars

in Yarinouth de dfia Regina in capite prinifi pteni ori—

ginal. 5 & G 1’. & M., Rot. 22.

Gilbtus ‘Valton gen. tcn. unfi inessuagifi yocat. 10 Black-

friars, uiiil Coluinbar, sex gardina. et sex aer9 terr eunr

suis ptin. in Villa de Yarniouth, dc dfia Regina in capite

p serViE. military. ,1; prime—1 partein original. de anno X

Eliz. Brie, Rot. XLI.

carried about for this purpose, the Charter acquired the name of the “ Post-

horse.” In the 7th Edward 11., John dc Folshani was attached to answer

the above-named Prior and Simon de \Vaeton, for having detained a book

containing the “1’ost-horse " Charter.

* Manship, p. 22.
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\Vho Richard Andrews was l know not; but, in 1542,

King Henry VIII. granted to him the site of the monastery

of the thite Friars at Norwich, to be held of the King by

knight’s service in capite f" nor can I glean any particulars

of Gilbert lValton, except that, in 1567, he had a license

from the crown to purchase the whole site of the priory,

called the ‘Vhite Friars, in Great Yarmouth.

How these possessions passed from Gilbert lValton I have

not discovered; but, within a few years, I find them in the

hands of “7illiam Goslyn, John Byshop, John Clampe, and

lVilliam Moore, of whom Roger Drury, of Rollesby and of

Great Yarmouth, purchased “ All that the late dissolved

House, Priory, or Blonastery, called or known by the name

of the Black Fryers; and all and every the messuages, edi-

fices, houses, buildings, yard, grounds, land, soyle, emolu-

ments, profits, easements, commodities, and appurtenances

within the circuit 01' precinct of the said late dissolved House,

Priory, or lMonastery, or thereunto anyways belonging or ap-

pertaining,” except a piece of ground at the North~west of

the Precinctsj' “containing in length 41 yards by the King’s

standard, and in breadth 32 yards,” and adjoining Friars’

Lane, which, by an indenture dated the 23rd Blarch, 1592,

and made between John Clamp and Beatrice his wife of the

one part, Robert “’akeman of the second part, and Henry

Manship of the third part, was conveyed to Robert lVakeman.

The Drurys, a wealthy and powerful family, who traced

their descent from the Coriqilest,;t but who are now quite

extinct, were seated at Riddlesworth and Besthorpe in for—

3" Pat. 34 Henry VIII., p. 4.

T \Vhere the Britannia public-house and adjoining houses, as far as Garden

Lane, now stand.

f; “Drue,” a noble gentleman of “Normandy,” who came into England

with \Villiam the Conqueror, “ as appears by the Roll of Battle Abbey,”

was the founder of this family.——Dale's 318., Vol. VII., Coll. Arms. The

Tau, in their armorial bearings, is supposed to be derived from their having

purchased the manor of Talmaches or Taumaehes, in Hawstead, in Suffolk.
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folk. Sir Druc Drury, who built Riddlesworth Hall (new

demolished) was Gentleman Usher of the Privy Chamber to

Queen Elizabeth, and died 011 the 99th April, 1617, aged

99 years. He was one of the keepers of Mary Queen of

Scots, and some time Governor of the Tower.

In 1577, he was one of the Commissioners appointed to

determine certain disputes which had arisen respecting the

right of poor fishermen to set nets in the river Yare, without

the consent of the adjacent land-owners, and in respect of

which, there was a suit in Chancery between the Corpora-

tion of Yarmouth and the Paston family; and in 1593, he

was one of the Justices of the Peace for the County of

Norfolk, who signed a letter to His Majesty’s Privy Council,

“ in the furtherance of the suit before-made about some relief

for the Town of Yarmouth and the Haven thereof.” *

Roger Drury, who became possessed of this monastery,

was the second son of \Villiam Drury, of Besthorpc, by Do~

rothy, daughter of William Brampton, of Letton, and also

held the manor of Berking, in Rollesby, by knight’s service,

and not in capitc. He married Katherine, daughter of John

Lovell, Esquire, and relict of ‘Villiam Lyster. He was a

“free Burgess” of Great Yarmouth, and was, I presume,

the same Roger Drury who served the oflice of Bailifl? in

1583 and 1593,‘f‘ and represented the town in Parliament in

1588. His eldest son and heir, Drue Drury, was knighted

7th August, 1603, being then under age ,i and (whilst still

"" Blanship, p. 109.

f In 1560, in consequence of the choking of the old channel, it was deter—

mined to cut a new one, “ with the advise of Mr. Drury of Aylsham."

I The wardship of this Sir Drue Drury was granted by Queen Elizabeth

to his relative Sir Drue Drury, and it was held in the Court of \Vards (5th

James I.) that the making him a knight in his infancy did not discharge his

wardship; and that, having refused a tender of marriage made to him by

his guardian, he was liable to pay the value of his marriage; and that

although a “ free burgess,” as his father had been, the Charter of the borough

did not discharge him. In this cause Sir Francis Bacon was of counsel for

the plaintiff.
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within age) married Anne, daughter and coheiress of Thomas

Lord Burgh, K.G., grandson of the Lord Burgh, who was

sent to Yarmouth in 1546, as one of the Royal Commis-

sioners, to “make a finall end between Sir William Paston,

Knight, Lord of Caister, and the Towne of Yermouth, touch-

inge the comon and liberties claymed by both parties.” *

Roger Drury died in 1599, and by his lVill (to which

Henry Blanship, the younger, the author of the DIS. History

of Yarmouth, and some time Town-Clerk, was a subscribing

witness), devised the site of the Blaekfriars, which he had

purchased as before—mentioned, to his second son, Roger

Drury, to whom also he devised his manor of Eccles in

Norfolkyt and houses and lands in Rushmere, Mutford, and

Bradwell,i in Suffolk. His “7ill is along and curious one,

and worthy of being printed in extenso. He desired to be

buried in Rollesby church, and bequeathed towards the re-

paration of the parish Church of Great Yarmouth, 40$. ; to

the reparation of the Haven of Great Yarmouth, £10.; and

gave numerous legacies, one being to “my friend Henry

Manship.” '

* By this marriage, and in right of his wife, Sir Drue Drury claimed the

fourth part of Starborough Castle and the manor of Starborough, and other

estates in Sussex, Surrey, and Kent, which occasioned a suit in Chancery

between him and the other daughters and eoheirs of Lord Burgh. Sir Drue

died in 1625, having appointed his brother, Roger Drury, sole executor.

T Roger Drury had purchased, in 1591, a moiety of this manor of Thomas

\Voodhouse, Esq., of \Vaxham; and, in 1594, he purchased the other moiety

of the Brampton family. Roger Drnry, his son and devisee, sold the whole

in 1611 to Sir Thomas Corbet, Knight, of Sprowston, father of Miles Corbet,

afterwards Recorder and M.P. for Great Yarmouth, and one of the regicides.

The liberties and customs of the manor of Eeeles were ascertained by an

Inquisition before the Sheriff in 1292, when the lord was found to be entitled

to all wreck of the sea, resting-geld, free bull and boar, weyfs and strays,

liberty of a gallows and tumbrill, stolen goods of felons, bed«geld, and other

curious privileges.

I Purchased by him, in 1590, of John \Velles and John \Villiams, grantees

of the Crown, “being part of the lands of John Throgmorton, of high

treason attainted and convicted."
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Roger Drury, the son, was a minor at his father’s death,

but I find that in 1016, 1617, and 1618, he granted successive

leases of the site and precinct of the Blackfriars to Iliamon

Claxton, of Gray’s Inn, Esquire, for the several terms of

“two and twenty years,” “ four score and nineteen years,”

ant “ one thousand years,” at a pepper-corn rent, under sub-

sequent assignment of which terms the property has been

held down to the present time, but very much subdivided.

‘Vhat was the precise relationship between Hamon Claxton

and Roger Drury, I have not as yet been able to discover,

but the families were closely connected.

On the North side of the chancel of Rollesby church,

there is an altar-tomb of freestone, with the efligics of a

woman resting her head on her right hand, being the tomb

of Rose Claxton, the wife of Francis Claxton, who died 30th

March, 1601, in the 23rd year of her age, “leaving to the

world no living testi1nony——but her virtue; was here in—

terred with excessive tears of her friends, especially of her

sorrowful husband, who hath made his heart a treasury of

her excellent virtue, and this sepulchre one part of his per-

petual love.”

She was the daughter and heir of XVilliam Lyster, the first

husband of Roger Drury’s wife, and in his \Vill he makes

several bequests to her and her husband, especially of “a

cup, which Sir Drue Drury gave me on my marriage.”

In 1625, Hamon Claxton was presented to the Rectory of

Rollesby, by Henry Claxton, assignee of Sir Drue Drury.*

It appears also that the Drurys and Claxtons became pos—

sessed of other monastic property; for 1 find that, in 157$),

‘Villiam Drury, of Melton, purchased the site of the White—

friars, at Norwich, and granted certain portions of it to

Hamond Claxton, for the term of 1000 years; and in 1639,

3“ In 155?), Hammond Claxton, of Chediston in Suffolk, was much in favour

with Thomas Duke of Norfolk; and I find that a Hammond Claxton was

Sheriff of Norwich, and Mayor 01' that city in 1185.
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Sir \Villiam Drury, of Besthorpe, Knight, died, seized.* He

was the grandson of Anthony Drury, of Besthorpe, the eldest

brother of Roger Drury, the testator above-mentioned.

There are now no remains whatever to mark the site of

the Monastery and Church of the Blackfriars in Great Yar-

mouth; but the local position and extent of the Precincts

can be defined with considerable accuracy, and are shown

upon the annexed plan. I can find no evidence that any

property on the North side of Friars’ Lane belonged to the

monastery. It abutted Westward upon the Haven of Great

Yarmouth, as all the houses along the Quay are described

in ancient deeds to do; and the possessors of the monastery

and their immediate successors had no more right to inclose

any part of the Quay, than had the owners of the houses

to the North of Friars’ Lane; and it is deeply to be re-

gretted that an encroachment has been permitted which has

diminished the fair proportions of one of the finest quays

in the world.

The principal mansion erected within the Precinct is that

now occupied by John Preston, Esquire, which was built early

in the seventeenth century, and probably by the Drury family.

It is depicted in Corbridgc’s Map, published in 1725, with a

double row of trees in front reaching to the river, and was

then possessed by Richard Ferrier, Esquire. 1‘

The gardens mentioned as appertaining to this monastery

continued to be gardens to some extent until the present

century. About forty years since a large portion of them

was purchased and divided; and one division, adjoining the

town wall, became my property some years since, under my

late father’s will; and in consequence of this ground having

been lately applied to building purposes, a discovery was

made, which I will proceed to narrate.

The “other uses” to which Manship, as we have seen,

says that the ruins of the church were appropriated, appear

Kirkpatrick. 'l‘ Turner's Sepqu/n‘al Reminiscences.

[VOL UL] a r:
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to have been principally the reparation of the town wall,

which, as may be seen by the plan, bounded the Precincts of

the monastery towards the South and East, embracing two

towers, called the “ First Tower ” and the “ Friars’ Tower.”

King Henry 111., by his Charter in 1262, first “granted

leave and license unto the Burgesses of Yarmouth to enclose

the same Burgh with a wall.” The Friars’ Tower was com-

pleted in 13412, as appears by the Murager’s accounts pub-

lished by Swinden. In 1515 (1 again quote Manship, p. 535),

“by the King’s commands and oversyght of the Duke of

Norfolk the walls of the Town of Yarmouth were rampared

up to the top, for the better suretyc and defence of the said

Town, against any enemye that might assalt yt,” and in 1557,

"a piece of the Towne walle from Blackfriars lane towards

the next Tower estwarde, being fallen downc, was buylded

upp at the costs and charges of the Towne.”

In the town wall surrounding the Precincts of the Black-

friars, as far as the South-east Tower, many wrought stones

are still to be seen, which had evidently formed part of

some ecclesiastical structure, and doubtless once adorned the

church and monastery of the Blackfriarsfi a plain surface

is shown on the exterior wall, but on taking them out, as I

have done in several instances, and particularly in making

a new entrance through the town wall into these gardens,

tracings of mouldings have been found upon them, and in

the South-east Tower may be seen several corbel heads,

evidently insertions from another building.1'

* In like manner, the materials of the old charnel-house and chantry were

used in erecting the wall round the chapel-mound in 1588, and the remains

of the church of St. Mary ultra pontem, demolished in 1548, were used in

the repairs of the haven and piers.

1- In a cellar of a house in Friars' Lane, now the property of Mr. Jeremiah

Barnes, there is still to be seen, built into the wall, a carved stone gnrgoyle,

which doubtless once adorned the church or monastery of the Blackfriars.

A few years since, as some workmen were sinking a well at the back of this

house, they came upon a skeleton in a very perfect state; but no remains of

a coffin could be seen.
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It is stated by Manship, that the Duke of Norfolk “dis-

gardening such gardens as were all along within the wall of

Yarmouth builded, he caused them to be rampared; for the

performance whereof those hills without the gates, which the

easterly winds had in long continuance of time blown there,

were taken and brought in.” “Yet,” continues Manship,

“ were not these walls sufficiently rampared till in the year

of our Lord 1587, (which was in the year before the Spanish

intended invasion, in the 99th year of our late good Queen

Elizabeth,) at which time, they were from the Blackfriars to

the Market Gates very fully and formally finished to the top,

with earth and manure, more than forty feet in breadth, re—

sistable, by God’s help, against any battery whatsoever. Then

also were all the gates arched over with brick, so that many

men may walk side by side together, all along the walls afore-

said, passing pleasantly in such comely sort, that it is a great

pleasure to all that come there to behold it 3 and in the year

following, the Blackfriars were rampared in like manner, and

a raveling on the East side thereof, by the direction of Sir

Thomas Leighton (the Spanish Armada approaching the

Coast) was then also builder .”*

As the workmen were lately employed in levelling the

rampart or mound of earth at the back of the town wall,

within the above—mentioned garden, about seventy yards to

the South of the Friars’ Tower they came upon ten skeletons,

lying about fifteen feet from the wall, and about two feet

above the original level of the garden. On removing the

soil, the workmen in some places came to fine sand, which,

no doubt, had been removed from the Denes, as described

by Manship, mixed in other places with soil and rubbish, ram‘

med hard down. The skeletons first discovered were lying

9* I am indebted to the accurate and pleasing burin of Mrs. Bowyer Vaux,

for the annexed View of the South-west Tower, taken from within the walls

and showing a portion of the series of arches supporting the walk above

mentioned.
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in the space of about six yards, in two tiers,- each body being

surrounded by the mouldering remains of an oak coflin. The

wood was about two inches thick, and a number of large and

rude iron nails, much oxidized, were found; and between

the coffins the space appears to have been filled with rubbish,

in which were many fragments of tiles: two Nuremberg

counters were also found near the coffins. The wood of the

coffins was much decayed, and upon being exposed crumbled

to pieces. The bones also were brittle: portions of the skulls

only remained; and the smaller bones were mostly in dust.

The bones were apparently in greater disorder than the

breaking in of the incumbent earth would have accounted

for. At a few feet to the South of the spot where the first

bones were discovered, the workmen met with two skeletons

lying together,- but no trace of a coflin could be discovered.

These were the bones of men who must have exceeded six

feet in height. These first discovered were not quite so

large; indicating persons of the height of about five feet

eight inches. In the wall opposite this spot there was a

piece of stone inserted, about three feet from the top, 011

which was carved a small shield in a square frame, but so

defaced that no bearings were discernible. I caused this

stone to be removed; and on the other side there were traces

of mouldings, which convinced me that it was a fragment

brought from the ruins of the church or monastery,- but

whether its position was accidental, or whether it was in-

tended to mark the site of these strange burials, remains to

be determined.*

WVhen or how these relics of the dead were first placed

where they were found, I have been unable to determine to

my own satisfaction. They must have been interred sub—

scquently to 1546, and could, therefore, have had no con-

nection with the monastery, which had then been dissolved;

unless they were bodies which had been previously buried

* This stone is now in the possession of Lady King, Telegraph House.
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by the friars, disinterred, and reburied in this spot as a place

where their bones might rest without fear of further dis--

turbance. I cannot admit this supposition to be probable,

as there is nothing to denote that they were persons of any

consideration ; and I am inclined to think, that the remains in

question are those of persons, who, from some cause or other,

were not admitted to Christian burial.

Had only one skeleton been discovered, it might be con-

jectured to have been the remains of some defender of the

walls who had found a soldier’s grave, or of some malefactor

who had met with a violent death, or perhaps of some pri-

soner of war ,- as we know that the adjacent towers were

sometimes used as military prisons. And it so happens, that,

in the year succeeding that in which these walls were first

rampared, the men of Yarmouth captured two French ves-

sels in the roads, killed sixteen Frenchmen, and took one

hundred and twenty prisoners.

The number of skeletons buried close together render all

these conjectures improbable ; and as we know from Manship

that, “Aboute the ende of the reign of Queene Marye, A° Dfii

1558, there was a great plague and mortalitye in this towne,

and also another plague followed in 1578,” I am inclined to

believe that these are the bones of persons who perished in

one or other of those fearful pestilences, and obtained a rough

burial ; although I am aware that, at the latter period, when

£3000 persons are computed to have died in this town of the

plague between May and Michaelmas, a special burial-place,

on the East side of the town wall, near the Eighth (or

Pudding) Gate, was appointed for their reception.

I am, my dear Sir,

Yours faithfully,

CnAaLns JOHN PALMER.

 

 

  

  

 


