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FEW people realise what numbers of houses there are still 
standing in the City which date from the great period of re
building after the Fire of London. I certainly did not realise 
their numbers myself until I went spying them out in 
systematic fashion. The flames of 1666 destroyed 436 acres 
of closely built City property—a big area of ground—and 
the houses that burnt, counting small and great together, 
were as many as 13,200, according to the survey afterward? 
made. Fire insurance was unknown, so there was no ac
cumulated fund out of which to rebuild. The problem con
fronting the responsible authorities must in any 
circumstances have been a stupendous one. 

The resulting poverty first of all made town-planning 
impossible. In the absence of any vote of public funds 
(Parliament gave only the Coal Dues) the plans so quickly 
prepared by Sir Christopher Wren, John Evelyn, and others, 
for laying out a model city could not be accomplished. The 
City Corporation, however, supported by Parliament and 
the Privy Council and the sympathetic interest of King 
Charles II, determined to do all that was in their power to 
improve the City within the limitations that circumstances 
imposed upon them. Houses that stand to-day, many of 
which are here illustrated, afford ocular evidence after two 
and a. half centuries have passed of their good craftsman
ship. 
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The most casual observer, casting his eyes on these old 
City houses, will group them at once into three or four 
types, and from those types they do not vary. In Crane 
Court, Fleet Street, is a house of which we know the actual 
year of its building. It is No. 4, and over its door is the 
date 1671. The stucco about the lowest floor is, of course, 
more recent, but despite this the house is an excellent example 
of those of its period. I return to it later. If you picture 
it shortened in height by one floor, or with an additional 
floor added, still this elevation might stand as a type of the 
majority of houses built after the Great Fire- How closely 
the type is adhered to is seen in other illustrations grouped 
in this paper—of course, with some modifications. 

Any scheme of town-planning after the Fire, I have said, 
was impossible. The City Authorities and Parliament, how
ever, took a remarkable decision. They decided upon a 
scheme of town building. Let me dwell for a moment upon 
its significance. 

Old London before the Fire was a jumble of dwellings, 
nearly all timber built, of all sorts and sizes and heights, 
picturesque no doubt, but with no kind of order. The Act 
for the Rebuilding of the City of London, 1667,' gave order, 
and in so doing it accomplished that which no Building- Act, 
before or since, had attempted. It decreed that the City 
rebuilding should be restricted to four classes of houses— 
"sor ts" is the term used in the Act—and no others. Although 
a new plan was denied to them, the Lord Mayor and Alder
men were charged to allot the City highways and streets 
and lanes in three different orders of importance, and accord
ing to their importance the houses were to be built, in this 
way : — 

The first and least sort of houses should be built in by-
lanes, two storeys high, irrespective (as in all cases) of 

1 Statute 18 and 19, Chas. II, chap. S. 
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cellars and garre ts , the g round floor a lways count ing as one 
s torey, 

The second sort in streets and lanes of note, to be three 
storeys h i g h ; 

The th i rd , f ront ing high and pr incipal streets, of four 
s toreys ; a n d 

T h e fourth type , the merchant ' s mansion houses " o f the 
greatest b i g n e s s , " not bui l t to a street front, a lso not to 
exceed four storeys. 

Fo r each type of house the thickness of brick walls , 
heights from floor to ceiling, dep th of cellars and sufficiency 
of par ty wal l s , scant l ings of t imber , a n d much other deta i l , 

First Sort. Second Sort. Third Sort 
Froa ting By-Streets Fronting Streets and Lanes of Fronting High and 

and Lanes. Note and the River of Thames. Principal 8treets. 

were set out in scheduled tables , to which bui lders were 
required to conform. A d rawing here reproduced in the 
text , for which I am indebted to Mr. W . R. D a v i d g e , shows 
sections of the first three types of houses au thor ised by the 
Act, and will assist in iden t i fy ing bu i ld ings of the per iod, 
though an int imate acquaintance with the clauses and 
schedules of the Act I a d m i t is adv isab le . In appl ica t ion 
it was not found pract icable to a l lo t al l the City streets in 
different qualit ies according to h a r d and fast rule. Six only 
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were determined to be "high and principal streets" upon 
which only four-storey houses should be permitted; the 
others were grouped as "streets and lanes of note," and the 
class of streets of two-storey houses only was quietly 
dropped.1 

These few facts should be lodged in mind if one is 
to attempt to restore the picture of London erected above 
the ruins of the Great Fire from the isolated buildings of 
the time that are spared to us. I have reproduced an old 
print which shows how the larger houses grouped in line 
on an important frontage appeared. It represents Fish 
Street Hill , the one direct road then leading down to Old 
London Bridge, though you may hardly recognise it, know
ing how narrow that way is. The artist has taken un
warranted liberties in drawing Fish Street Hill as wide 
as if it were Parliament Street. I suppose artists, like 
poets, must be allowed to stretch the truth a little, though 
that is mortal sin in an archaeologist. The Monument is 
self-evident; the print shows also St. Magnus Church, and 
the approach of the bridge. Points for attention are the 
flat wall surfaces of brick, the dormer windows, the pro
jecting band of brick, and eaves under the roofs. All 
these features are characteristic of the houses built just 
after the Great Fire, and are noticeable in those that sur
vive. The simple decorative treatment over the window of 
one building is found in a house standing to-day at the 
junction of Knightrider Street and Godliman Street. A 
feature of the new London built after the Fire was, too, 
the number of balconies—seen frequently in the print. 
They were required by the Act to be placed on the house-
fronts facing principal streets, and were a picturesque feature 
when filled with people on occasion of some public cere
mony or show. 

The area of the City destroyed in the Great Fire, 
measuring no less than 436 acres, stretched from All 

'Act of Common Council, 1667, March. 
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Hallows Barking Church fortunately unharmed, though 
the adjoining parsonage house was burnt), by the Tower 
along the River Thames to Inner Temple, almost all of 
which was consumed. Northward the line of rums extended 
from a little past the Custom House to Leadenhall, and 
thence at a lesser angle to the northern City wall, which 
was reached at St. Alphage, London Wall. Thence to 
Cripplegate, Aldersgate, and Newgate, all that stood within 
the wall perished. No damage was done outside Cripple-
gate, and little beyond Aldersgate; but from Newgate the 
flames burnt around the Pie Corner and the Cock Lane end 
of Smithfield and St. Sepulchre's Church, and thence 
travelled at an angle across Shoe Lane to Fetter Lane 
and down to Fleet Street, where the Fire ended a few doors 
cast of Inner Temple Lane. It is in this wide area that 
the surviving houses built after the Fire are to be found. 

Three little shops and houses in Cheapside, at the Wood 
Street corner before the famous plane tree, are familiar 
to all who enter the City, though perhaps few passers-by 
know what ages old they are. King Charles II had but 
recently died, and his most unpopular brother, King James 
II, had been two years on his tottering throne when they 
were built, in the year 1687. A stone tablet on the back 
wall of one of the houses, raised high, which those who 
climb may read, says they were " Erected at ye sole cost 
and charges of the parish of St. Peter's Chepe Ao Dni 1687; 
William Howard, Jeremiah Taverner, Churchwardens." 
They are the tiniest buildings to be found in the City to-day. 
You may wonder how they came to stand on such important 
frontage as Cheapside. 

They owe that distinction to the extreme shallowness 
of the site, only a few feet, which made the creation of 
larger buildings impossible. Originally they numbered 
four, but in a Victorian widening of Wood Street half of 
one was cut off, the end wall being rebuilt. Each house 
consists of two rooms only, now a shop below, but originally 
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the combined kitchen and keeping-room, and one room 
above, reached by a ladder—the solar, or sleeping-room, 
just in the mediaeval style. The site was so occupied as 
long ago as the year 1401, when the parishioners of St. .Peter 
Chepe obtained license to build a certain "Long Shoppe" 
on ground in front of their church. These are the sole 
examples that survive of the "first and least sort of houses," 
two storeys high, authorised by the Rebuilding Act of 1667, 
and if only for that reason London should cherish them. ' 

i have several illustrations of the three and four storey 
types, but first let us give attention to two City buildings 
which are unique, and have puzzled me greatly. This fine 
photograph by Mr. Lionel Gowing is of an old corner 
house that stands in Knightricler Street and Godliman 
Street, by St. Paul's, the cathedral's western towers being 
just visible. Now after the Great Fire of 1666, King 
Charles II by a stroke of the pen changed the whole char
acter of London, when in his Proclamation of September 
13th he directed that no person in future should build of 
wood, but should use only brick and stone; and the sub
sequent Rebuilding Act contained a like provision. This 
house has in part a wooden framework. It is clearly 
brought out in the illustration, and is found in the lower 
structure only. 

How does it come to be there, in defiance of the Act ? 
My own opinion, for whatever it may be worth, is that this 
lower part of the building has gone safely through the fury 
of the Great Fire of London, which burnt all this neighbour
hood, and is of earlier date. The house generally, I may 
say, is unquestionably of the period 1667-1672. When 
London lay in ruins after the flames had passed, there were, 
large numbers of houses, ignited by flying sparks and 
brands, which had caught fire from the top and burnt down
wards, left with roof and upper floors destroyed or fallen, 
but with the substantial lower floor almost intact. They 
stood thus, melancholy wrecks, shortened or truncated. In 



SURVIVING CITY HOUSES 195 

the long panoramic view showing London both before and 
after the Fire, attributed to Hollar, you see plenty of them.1 

1 imagine that this house was so served; that the owner, 
anxious to save all that was substantial, preserved the 
standing lower part and built up above. He did not build 
in wood, and so avoided a prosecution. 

The house is very shallow, with an old, steep stairway. 
It is not particularly noteworthy within. Above one 
window may be seen a simple decorative treatment in rubbed 
brick, just as in the print I have before alluded to. Not 
much could be done in the way of decoration, owing to 
the poverty of the time, but an Order by the Corporation 
of May 8th, 1667, instructed the surveyors to encourage 
all builders, " for ornament's sake," to employ rubbed 
brick in their ornaments and projections on the fronts of 
buildings, and to make their plain surfaces of bricks neatly 
wrought or rubbed at discretion. 

A second house which also contains a timber framework 
is m Ireland Yard, Blackfriars, and is part of the outlying 
rear premises of Apothecaries Hall. Ireland Yard, a mere 
backway, is not to-day a particularly attractive part of the 
City, but is of abiding interest in London's story, for there 
was situated the only house in London that is known to 
have belonged.to Shakespeare—not this one, of course. In 
his will the poet left it to his daughter. Again in this house 
the timber framework is preserved only in the lower part. 
The little building is a complete patchwork, for the original 
small bricks are only found in the centre panels, those at 
the sides are more recent, the side door is Georgian, and 
the whole of the upper floor bricks seem to be not yet a 
century old. 

The first or least sort of houses you have seen in those 
at the Wood Street corner. The second type, three storeys 

1 It has been thought by competent critics that this so-called 
Hollar engraving' is a work by later hands, using Hollar's 
authentic print of London before the Fire as a basis. (See Dr. 
Martin, Trans. T.ovd. and Midd. .ln'li. Soc. New Series. Vol. 3.) 
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in height, is well illustrated in a fine corner house which 
stands in Watling Street. In many respects I think this is 
the best representative London building of the period im
mediately after the Fire. It bears no date so far as I 
know, but is about 1672-4. For one thing, it has been left 
untouched save at the shop fronts, and even there the work 
done since the original building is not offensive. You find 
again the protruding belt of brick—the "string course"— 
which I have mentioned as characteristic of the style of 
the day, and the dormer windows in the old roof. The 
building is known as Ye Old Watling Restaurant. I notice 
that our colleague, Mr. A. Charles Knight, in his useful 
history of Cordwainer Ward, records a tradition that this 
is the first house built after the Great Fire of London—a 
claim that I am aware has been shared by a good mam- others. 

There is a corner house, No. 11, Noble Street, near 
Aldersgate, which is almost identical with the Watling 
Street building, but there the original brick, so well shown 
at Watling Street, is covered over with stucco. 

The third type of house, four storeys in height, fronted 
high and principal streets. There is no better early example 
than " T h e Chained Swan," No. 37, Cheapside, at the 
corner of Friday Street. This is perhaps the best-known 
house in Cheapside. It still keeps on its front, high above 
the modern shop fittings, the carved stone sign of the 
Chained Swan. I should place its date at either 1667 or 
1668, and it is not unlikely that this is the oldest house 
standing in the City of those built after the Great Fire— 
for several reasons. One is the somewhat rugged and 
irregular elevation and arrangement of the windows. In 
later examples, when the style of building had become more 
settled, you will notice there is a greater regularity. Another 
reason is that the merchants of Cheapside were among the 
first to build after the Great Fire. The Rev. Samuel Rolle, 
whose book of discourses, under the title of " The Rebuild
ing of London," was printed in 1668, mentions that many 
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buildings had then been erected in Cheapside, but owners 
refrained from going into them till the neighbourhood be 
increased, fearing thieves as well as unprofitable trade. 

The "Chained Swan" bears also a modern tablet, which 
informs passers-by that this is the only house in Cheapside 
that escaped the Great Fire. I do not believe that it is a 
pre-Fire house, and my disbelief is entirely unshaken by an 
assurance I have had that during recent internal reconstruc
tion old beams were taken out that bore marks as if of 
charring by flame. If this house was actually built before 
the Great Fire, then the builder showed remarkable powers 
m forecasting the clauses of the Building Act passed after 
the Fire. As a matter of fact, a famous tavern, the Nag's 
Head, of which there are engravings, stood before the Fire 
on this site at the corner of Friday Street and Cheapside, 
and this house now standing is not a bit like the Nag's Head. 
A French print of old Cheapside, reproduced by Wilkinson 
in "Londina Illustrata," shows the procession of Catherine 
de Medici passing through in the year 1632. The corner 
building there shown is the Nag's Head; the signboard is 
exhibited, and the conventional "bush" of the tavern or 
ale-house hangs out. It is of brick on the lowest floor, and 
timber-built above, with the floors projecting one beyond 
another in the usual manner, as in the numerous houses on 
the opposite side of the way. How unlike that is to the 
brick building of to-day is obvious on comparison. 

While in Cheapside, let me deal wjth one or two other 
houses there. A pair that stand in Bow Churchyard, close 
by the church, the windows looking out upon Cheapside's 
passing traffic, will be familiar. A photograph is diffi
cult to take, owing to the enclosing buildings which darken 
the little spot. There are two attractive doorways, one of 
which is now blocked, the lower part is in commercial use, 
and a private resident occupies the floors above as a flat. 
I rather envy him his attractive residence in the heart of 
the City. He at least can say that he lives within sound 
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of Bow Bells. The buildings are contemporary with St. 
Mary-le~Bow Church. 

A somewhat plain but quite characteristic building of 
the after-Fire period helps to make quite a picturesque 
corner of Milk Street, Cheapside. The regular arrange
ment of windows and again the protruding band of brick 
are seen. The house leans a little with age. 

In Cheapside, by the Poultry end, stands an historic 
house, No. 73 (Elkington's), which it is difficult to recog
nise as one erected just after the Great Fire. I possess a 
photograph, taken by my enthusiastic friend, Mr. Lionel 
Gowing, some twenty years ago, when the house front was 
much whiter than it appears to-day, after a darkening 
accumulation upon it of twenty years' City grime. The 
ornamentation with which the house front has been entirely 
overlaid conceals all brickwork, and is not, of course, 
contemporary with the building; an eighteenth-century 
print shows it much the same as it is to-day. The 
house has the tradition that it was built for Sir William 
Turner, who was Lord Mayor in 1668-9, when the rebuild
ing of the City after the Fire was beginning to make rapid 
progress. In that great task Turner gave such valuable aid 
that the citizens desired to pay him the unusual honour of 
electing him Lord Mayor for a second successive term, but 
this he declined. 

An official residence for the Lord Mayor, the Mansion 
House, was not built till the year 1753, when it was first 
occupied by Sir Crisp Gascoyne. Before that time this old 
house in Cheapside is said to have been used by several 
Mayors for keeping their Mayoralty, and it thus obtained 
the name of "The Old Mansion House," which was 
borne on the tablet over the door. There is a very fine 
staircase within, with the twisted rails and baluster, going 
right to the top of the house. The various floors have been 
much remodelled for office use by a number of different 
tenants, and the staircase apart, there is little that is notable 
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will:]]]. Early last century this was the shop of Tegg, the 
bookseller, a young Scot who came south and made a 
fortune. In Cheapside he published Hone's "Year Book," 
and also his "Every-day Book" in weekly parts, in which 
form it enjoyed a great sale. But Tegg's chief claim to 
remembrance is that he was a pioneer in cheap reprints of 
standard books. He was a Common Councilman and might 
have been Sheriff, but preferred to pay £400 fine rather 
than accept the burdensome office. 

The fourth type of house authorised by the Rebuilding 
Act of 1667, the merchant's mansion-house, "of the greatest 
bigness," has yet to be shown. Happily, there is a fine 
example of it left with us in No. 34, Great Tower Street, 
near the Tower and the river. Few probably know this 
house, as it is not seen from the street, but is approached 
through a low archway and over a small paved courtyard. 
1 his, too, is a house of about 1670, among those built 
immediately after the Fire, ft had until a few years ago 
the i. id warehouse still standing at its side, which I found 
< 1 remarkable interest; for remember that till well into last 
century the wealthy City merchant dwelt on his premises; 
and a house of this kind was designed as business offices 
below and dwelling above, where resided the merchant and 
his wife and children, his apprentices, and his staff of 
servants, male and female. 

fiie lower floor is occupied as offices by Messrs. Dent, 
I.Twick and Yeatman, an old-established firm of wine im
porters. I recall meeting a little time before the war Mr! 
W. H. Urwick, who recently died in his ninetieth year, 
and learnt with interest that his parents lived in this house, 
and he was born there. It was curious to find among the 
firm's letters a complaint of the noise made on the cobbled 
street by carriages arriving and returning with guests attend-, 
ing the merchant's dinner-parties. A vast deal of social 
life and entertainment has taken place in these old City 
houses. The ground floor offices to this day retain all the 
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characteristics of an early Georgian merchant's busmess-
house.1 Such picturesque offices you will not find elsewhere 
in the City. I doubt if they have been at all altered this 
past century and a half. 

Above, on the first floor, the whole front is occupied by 
what was originally the merchant's dining-room, a fine 
and spacious apartment, and ante-rooms. They have 
panelled walls, browned with age, and carved cornices, and 
exquisite framework to the doors. Great chimney breasts 
bring the fireplaces well out, and the mantelpieces are orna
mented with bold carvings, deeply cut, of flowers and fruit 
and other decorations. Altogether this is a veritable City 
treasure-house, and I hope that it may long be spared. 

Few people perhaps are familiar with Quality Court, 
Chancery Lane. A glance through the arched entrance 
suggests nothing of interest. But sheltered on the south 
side is a complete row of four brick buildings in excellent 
preservation, which I should have attributed without 
question to the last years of King Charles II, or at the 
latest to the closing decade of the seventeenth century', but 
for a doubt cast over them by a passage in Strype. In his 
enlarged edition of Stow's "Survey," Strype says Rook 3, 
page 253): — 

"Betwixt Cursitor Alley and Southampton Buildings is a 
very handsome, large, and airy Court lately built, with very 
handsome brick houses, called New Court : and for the goodness 
of the houses, and the inhabitants, is by some called Quality 
Court. It hath a very good Freestone Pavement neatly kept. 
The houses that are on the south side have a prospect into 
Serjeant Rawlinson's garden." 

These "very handsome" brick houses are standing to-day 
on the south side, and the good freestone pavement still is 
neatly kept. Strype published his substantial volumes in 
the year 1720; the work must have been over a long period 
in preparation; and what does he intend to convey by 

1 I have described this house in detail in "Unknown I,ori'1'>n." 
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"lately buil t"? The Great Fire of London did not rage 
so far west as Quality Court, and it is possible that he used 
the term to distinguish these houses from the mass of others 
then standing which were newly built after the Great Fire. 
The facade of these Quality Court houses is closely allied 
to that of the house in Crane Court, Fleet Street, which bears 
the date 1671, and of others in the Temple built about 1679. 
In one of the Quality Court houses is the oaken staircase, 
complete from ground floor to garrets, which has the heavy-
baluster and rail of the late seventeenth century; others 
have fragments of it. All the rooms are panelled, and in 
the last house of the court one room has a decorative plaster 
frieze about the ceiling which is contemporary with the 
building. I still think these houses are late seventeenth 
century. They are in any case upwards of 200 years old, 
on Strype's admission. 

This very picturesque row of buildings stood in grave 
peril of demolition only a year or two back. A syndicate 
had been formed which contemplated raising on the site a 
large block of modern office buildings. Happily the 
property fell, in competition, to Mr. Philip Allan, the 
publisher, who has established his business there. Ffe has 
earned out renovations where necessary in admirable keeping 
with the old style, and in his hands their preservation 
is safe for, I trust, many years to come. 

Two buildings of a public nature, both of which I 
believe are Sir Christopher Wren's, still stand in the City, 
and may be dealt with before I pass over in rapid succes
sion the less notable houses of the after-Fire period that 
survive with us. The Deanery of St. Paul 's , near the cathe
dral's south-west corner, is so cooped in that I have despaired 
of ever getting a really satisfactory photograph. Dean 
Sancroft built the house, and it was finished in 1670, when 
he was relieved of certain liabilities for it that he had under
taken. He was pledged to spend not less than £2,500 upon 
the structure—equivalent to about ^6,000 in modern money 
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values. It is a much larger house than the frontage would 
lead you to suspect, having a southern wing, and L met 
with several agreeable surprises when Dean Inge kindly per
mitted me to go over it. 

It is just such a work as Wren, that great churchman, 
would have loved to do. The plan is striking. At the 
top of the few steps, the doorway is in the centre of the 
building, and you enter to find yourself in a large hall which 
fills nearly the whole of the right-hand front on that floor. 
It is often used for diocesan meetings. The rest is a small 
ante-roosa and the staircase well. To the left is another 
large room. A lateral passage-way, somewhat dark, runs 
behind, and there is another suite of rooms looking out on 
the small garden at the back. The wide staircase has beau
tiful oak twisted baluster rails and panels, highly polished, 
and is a notable feature of the house. Above are many 
rooms, both in the main structure and the wing. 

The second Wren building is the College of Arms in 
Queen Victoria Street, certainly not the least noteworthy 
of the City's public buildings. Derby House, which stood 
here, and which Queen Mary had given to the Heralds for 
their College, was totally destroyed in the Fire, the records 
being happily saved. The Heralds as a corporation had no 
money for rebuilding. They obtained a Royal brief author
ising them to go round begging of the nobility and gentry. 
It happened that the nobility and gentry of that time were 
not generous, for they subscribed in all only ^700. Happily 
the Heralds themselves were more public-spirited. They 
gave liberally of their fees and their little wealth, and as 
a result this admirable building arose. The College part, 
occupying the centre, was completed in 1682 and the wings 
were built, but it does not seem that the rooms in the wings 
were just then ready for occupation. Sir Edward Walker, 
Garter, built the part about the Garter stairway, Sir Henry 
St. George, Clarenceux, found the money for a pirf of 
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the east wing, and Elias Ashmole, Windsor, contributed 
liberally to the College. 

I come back to the simple houses. In Crane Court, 
Fleet Street, is a typical three-storey house which, as I have 
already said, bears the date 1671. All the houses on the 
same side of the court up to the modern building of the 
Scottish Corporation are of the Fire period, and the}- end 
in a noteworthy house which has its frontage and chief 
entrance in Red Lion Court—the premises of Messrs. Taylor 
and Francis, printers. That house has remains of a magni
ficent oak staircase built into the corner, with the twisted 
rails and balusters. It was illustrated in one of our news
papers as a Wren house—the writer had made the discovery 
—though on grounds that do not seem to me to be sufficient-. 
Of course, it may be one of Wren's buildings, or may not. 
As many houses have been attributed to Wren as have 
carvings to Grinling Gibbons, and with as little authority. 

In another court off Fleet Street, Racquet Court, by 
Ludgate Circus, is a second group of houses built soon after 
the Great Fire. The best one of them is here illustrated. 
It is of the three-storey type, and its character and good 
preservation are at once evident. There is a good carved 
oak pediment over the door, which unfortunately in this 
view the very up-to-date electric lamp-post cuts into. Oppo
site, in the same court, are three other houses of like char
acter and date, from which recently the stucco covering has 
been cleared away and the honest brick exposed, greatly 
to their advantage. Altogether Racquet Court, one of the 
most picturesque bye-ways of Fleet Street, is well worth 
a visit. 

The most picturesque bit of Restoration London as re
built after the Fire that is left to us is Wardrobe Place, 
Doctors Commons. This dainty enclosure is planted with 
trees, which show a wealth of green leaves in the summer, 
though in the heart of the City. It was originally the 
garden court of the King's Wardrobe, then occupied by 



2 0 4 SURVIVING CITY HOUSES 

Montague, Earl of Sandwich, Samuel Pepys's superior and 
the "My Lord" whom he mentions with reverence so fre
quently in the immortal "Dia ry . " The photograph might 
stand for Wardrobe Court to-day, though it was taken 
several years ago, and the buildings shown have mostly been 
demolished. There is an attractive house built after 
the Fire, with trees in tubs in front of it, which to-day is 
the residence of a doctor, and houses of like character and 
age stand on each side, making a row of three. Together 
they give as good an idea of what the City was like when 
rebuilt after the Great Fire as anything we have surviving 
to-day, though themselves somewhat late in date—probably 
the last years of the seventeenth century. 

The houses of the Canons of St. Paul's stand in a quiet 
and secluded court at Amen Corner, shut in by a gate. 
Iron extinguishers that were used to put out the torches, 
or flares, of arriving guests are still left at the doors. The 
houses, which are of great interest, are small, but have been 
enlarged at a subsequent date by outbuilding at the rear. 
Originally the old College of Physicians occupied this site. 
It was totally destroyed in the Fire of London, and in 1670 
the Physicians moved to Warwick Lane, where Wren built 
for them a more magnificent home. This they occupied 
into last century. The site in Amen Court remained derelict 
for some years, and the Canons' houses are said to have 
been built in 1680. They have all the character of the brick 
house of the after-Fire period. 

A house at the corner of St. Swithin's Lane and George 
Street, close to the great financial house of Rothschild, is 
easily identified as a building of the period early after the 
Great Fire, though the front has since been covered with 
stucco and some simple decoration. The garret floor as 
now seen has been added, and in the process the character
istic eaves and the steep tiled roof have gone. 

A corner house of the same period, seen under much 
better conditions, is "The Crooked Billet" in King Street, 
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just off the Minories. The Great Fire did not spread as far 
as the Minories, but soon after that calamity there must have 
been some buildings on this site which had to come down, 
and the builder of "The Crooked Billet" raised his house 
under the limitations imposed by the Rebuilding Act, and 
naturally followed the then prevalent style of architecture. 
I cannot tell the date of this house, but do not suppose it 
is later than 1685. Three or four houses adjoining in the 
narrow street are of the same style and date, but these are 
already threatened with demolition. 

"The Crooked Billet" is not quite so picturesque as it 
was a few years ago, but still it is a very good example 
of its class; the steep pitched roof, the dormer windows, 
the eaves under the roof, and again the characteristic brick 
band—all are seen. New roof boards along the gutter have 
somewhat diminished the grace of the roof and the eaves, 
and there is some obvious patching on the brick walls. It 
stands in a rather bedraggled neighbourhood, but this is 
a corner of old London which I should like long to be spared 
to us. 

A house left in the corner of Savage Gardens, Crutched 
Friars, is perhaps somewhat late for my purpose—I imagine 
of about the time of William and Mary. It is very plain, 
and seems mostly windows. It is one of the few houses 
which the Port of London Authority have spared when 
making their great clearance near the Tower. 

A fine group at St. Laurence Pouftney is worth visiting, 
and illustrates the persistence.of the style of brick architec
ture which came in after the Fire. The elaborately carved 
portico I assume to be contemporary with the building of 
the house, and it bears the date 1703—William and Mary. 
Accordingly this house comes years after the Fire. We 
seem here to be more closely assimilating to the richer archi
tecture of Queen Anne. Another distinguished City build
ing that should not be omitted—though actually it is out
side my period—is No. 33, Mincing Lane, approached by 
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a very narrow passage through a screen of modern houses, 
and for that reason less known than it deserves to be. The 
elevation is most striking, and there is a magnificent 
mahogany staircase and heads of William and Mary that 
fix the date. 

There is one house I should like particularly to nave 
shown, the one built where had stood the baker's shop and 
house in Pudding Lane, near London Bridge, wherein the 
Great Fire of London began; but that is impossible. It 
came down long ago. The house was distinguished from 
others by a memorial stone, now kept in the Guildhall 
Museum. Its violent message attributes the Fire to "the 
malicious hearts of barbarous Papists ." It may be 
read without trouble. The tablet stood on the house front 
for many years, till eventually it was taken down and hidden 
in the garden or cellar; it is said that so many people stopped 
to read it that obstruction was caused in the narrow street. 
After being lost to sight, the stone was brought up in 
i8;6. 

A number of houses of the after-Fire period are found 
in the Temple, forming together much the largest groups 
that survive. Many of these are dated, notably the fine 
large houses in King's. Bench Walk, around the doorways 
of which is some characteristic rubbed brick, and the houses 
in Pump Court and the Cloisters, built after the disastrous 
fire in the Temple in the year 1679. Others are in Essex 
Court, New Court, Brick Court, Lamb Buildings, and 
elsewhere. There was very considerable rebuilding in brick 
within the Temple between the date of the Great Fire of 
London and the close of the seventeenth century. These 
buildings, however, were all designed for a special purpose, 
that of separate sets of chambers for the barristers opening 
out of a central staircase, and accordingly their plan is not 
typical of that of the citizens' houses, though the charac
teristic facade and eaves under the roofs are mostly the same. 
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In Clifford's Inn, P leet Street (threatened once more 
with sale and demolition), are a number of houses that were 
built before the Great Fire. The row facing what was the 
little green, Nos. 15 to 17, dates from 1663; parts of No. 12, 
the oldest house in the Inn, from 1624; and Nos. 8 and 10, 
at the east end of the Hall, are of considerable antiquity,1 

These are of great interest for the purpose of comparison 
with houses built after the Great Fire. 

There are other after-Fire houses in the City than those 
which have been picked out for illustration or description, 
possessing no particular features special to themselves, but 
worth placing in a list while they still stand, lest we should 
wake one morning to find that they have disappeared. They 
are to be found in the following places, and after what has 
been said and shown no difficulty should be experienced 
in distinguishing them:—• 

Aldermanbury, two houses together, one bearing- on 
its front the carved stone sign of the Pelican. They are 
of somewhat late period. 

Williamson's Hotel, in New Court, Bow Lane, is a group 
of houses over two centuries old, which I attribute to the 
late seventeenth century, not knowing their actual date. The 
south house has a good staircase of the period, with some
what massive balusters. Together, they form a very 
picturesque corner, within a stone's throw of Cheapside. 

Row in Little Britain. Backs well seen from the passage 
between Great St. Bartholomew's and Bartholomew Close. 

House m College Hill, behind the old carved portals 
and doorways, through passage. Late period, probably 
William and Mary, possibly Anne. 

Large corner-house at Little Britain and Aldersgate 
Street. Much defaced, and date uncertain. 

Lower Thames Street, tavern opposite Custom House. 

1 Dr. Philip Norman, Burlington Magazine, i, 264. 
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There remains also "The Great House" in NeviJJ's 
Court, Fetter Lane, with its long associations with the 
Moravian Mission, whose chapel is sheltered in this quiet 
corner of the City's Liberties. It is now let out in tenements, 
but in its day has been a building of some importance. I 
have read somewhere that it was built in the year 1673, but 
cannot give authority for this statement. It is typical of 
the merchant's mansion house " of the greatest bigness " 
raised after the Great Fire of London, and in walls, roof 
and eaves contains all the character that one would look 
for. The early date ascribed to it is likely to be right. 

It was not my intention when preparing this paper merely 
to try to create interest for a passing hour. A society like 
the London and Middlesex Archaeological Society has a 
public duty to fulfil. We have suffered terribly in the 
European War, and this effect it has had. For four or five 
years it has stopped all building in the City, and where 
building ceases demolition also stops. The day is at hand 
when building will again commence, and I fear for the fate 
of some of these old City houses of which I have made a 
list, perhaps only just in time. We cannot expect that all 
of them should be preserved. I think, however, we have 
a very strong case for impressing upon the City authorities 
that some of them—the best of them—should be preserved. 

The City's record is not a good one. Till the war came 
and compelled the destroyers of buildings to stay their 
hands, the remains of old London within the City were 
being swept away each year with ruthless speed. The de
stroyer's hand will again be busy. I want to say this. 
We shall be having this year, and for many years to come, 
a larger influx of visitors to London—Home, Colonial, and 
American—than ever London has known before, goin«: on 
their way to visit the battlefields and those miles of sad 
graveyards in France and Flanders. Those from our 
Dominions and from America will come to England as to 
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the Motherland, and to London as its capital, the central 
place of its history for a thousand years. 

They will come in thousands, in hundreds of thousands. 
They will expect to find in London something to remind 
them that it is a city with a great historical past—not a 
brand-new Chicago. Cannot the City authorities see that 
there is in the historical places in their keeping something 
of priceless value, of magnetic attraction; something more 
considerable than the extra couple or three hundred pounds 
in ground rent for which one historical building after 
another has been sacrificed, in order that a taller block of 
offices may rise ? That in the past has been the one and only 
test. I am told that the new building of the Bank of New 
Zealand in Great St. Helen's has merit; but I am sure that 
to all our overseas visitors it will be a poor substitute for 
Crosby Hall, which was the last relic left in the City of a 
mediaeval merchant prince's mansion house. A row of small 
houses and shops may soon arise about St. Rartholomcw-the-
Great, but they will poorly replace the picturesqueness of 
Cloth Fair as we remember it, which the City authorities them
selves have made a waste. There is hardly an area in the 
City that does not bear these scars. If it be true that nothing 
tells in the City except money, it is equally true that visitors 
bring money, and even from this wholly sordid and mate
rialistic point of view the progressive destruction of his
torical London that for so long has been going on is a 
fault. 

I should like to see, before it is too late, some of the 
City's representative buildings, like "The Chained Swan" 
in Cheapside, and some others I have here illustrated, the 
old timber-built houses beyond Aldgate in Whitechapel 
High Street and others that spring to mind, scheduled as 
buildings of national interest which should not be destroyed. 
In my not very long life I have seen more of the old City 
destroyed than now survives. In a few years' time, if the 
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rate of demolition practised before 1914 continues, there 
v.'ill be little left except the Tower of London. 

The Society is under great debt in illustrating this paper 
to Mr. John Lane, the publisher, himself a devout lover of 
the old City, who has lent for the purpose eight of the 
blocks from my "The Great Fire of London in 1666." I 
wish cordially to acknowledge my own obligation to my 
old friend, Mr. Lionel Gowing, who has specially taken the 
photographs of the surviving houses here pictured. 


