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ST. NICHOLAS’ CHURCH, GLOUCESTER.
By M. H. MEDLAND, F.RLBA.

THERE appears to be very little recorded of the early history
of this church. I glean the following information from the
Furney and Prinn MSS,, extracts from which are given by
Fosbrooke and Rudge in their Histories of Gloucester.

Fosbrooke quotes thus:—¢ The advowson of the church
was granted to Nicholas Rangell, 4th John, and William
Coxwell, incumbent of it 5th Henry III., for the repairing
of the West Bridge. Eleanor, his Queen, gave it to St.
Bartholomew’s Hospital, and Pope Gregory (perhaps the
-eleventh of that name, though not expressed) by his Bull
confirmed the same to the Hospital ; but says, 'twas given by
a Bishop of Worcester with the consent of the Chapter.”
““By an ordinance of Parliament, 1648, for uniting the Holy
Trinity to it, an annuity of £8o was annexed to this curacy,
with one of the prebendal houses, and the incumbent was to
pay, for first fruits and tenths, at the rate of £8 per annum.”
*+This is reckoned as a chapel of St. Bartholomew's
Hospital,” 1

Again: “’Tis an impropriation, annexed, united and
belonging to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, granted therewith
‘to. the Mayor and Burgesses by Queen Elizabeth, and by
them leased out at the rent of £1 6s. 8d. to the Hospital, at
13s. 4d. to the Dean and Chapter (as part of the revenues of
.St. Peter's Abbey) to be paid by the Curate.” 2

Again: “The chantries in this church were St. Mary’s,
‘benefactioned by Alderman John Cook, 1528, this of Thomas
-of Gloucester, another dedicated to St. Thomas, founded or
.benefactioned by William Sandford, temp. Henry III. In
1491 Agnes Francomb instituted an obit, of which, since the
-dissolution, 6s, 8d. has been paid by the grantee to the
-.churchwardens.,”

1 Fésbrooke's History of Gloucester, 4to, p. 360, .
2 Idid. $ Fosbrooke's History of Gloucsster, p. 36x.
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Rudge says: ¢ The bells, seats, and other things belonging
to the interior of Holy Trinity Church were removed to
St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, to Taynton, St. Nicholas, and
other places.”t! ¢« The minister is entitled to a lodging in
St. Bartholomew’s Hospital.” ?

Many of the quotations are very enigmatical ; for instance;
there is nothing to indicate by whom the advowson was
granted to Nicholas Rangell and William Coxwell. Was
it a Crown living? If so, was Queen Eleanor enabled to
grant it to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital in consequence of its
having reverted to the Crown? Nothing is said as to how
“a” Bishop of Worcester becanie possessed of the patronage.
Did the living again revert to the Crown? for we find Queen
Elizabeth impropriating it to the Mayor and Burgesses of
Gloucester.

The Church of St. Nicholas stands in what, in ancient
times, was the busiest and probably the wealthiest part -of
the city; for it was on the wharves, which existed hard by,
that foreign merchandise and iron ore from the Forest of
Dean (which was smelted and forged in Gloucester) was
landed. We may conclude that in early days merchants
and tradesmen did not live in suburban villas or neigh-
bouring fashionable towns, and that therefore their interest
and wealth were centred in their business quarters.

Since the building of this church some of the ancient
waterways have been filled up, and the level of the street
has been raised probably six or seven feet.

- The dedication of the church was no doubt influenced by
its position, as St. Nicholas was the patron saint of, amongst
others, mariners, merchants, and labourers. In passing, I
would remind you that he was Bishop of Myra in Lycia, to
which See he was raised by Constantine the Great in the
4th century. He- became known and greatly reverenced by
northern nations about the beginning of the ‘12th - century.
The picture I shew is copied from:one- by Bottlcelll, —the

1 Rudge's History and Anhguztus of Glout:sm, p- 335.
-3 Ibid, p, 334 - 3 See Plate 1I.
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three balls on his book refer to one of his earliest acts of
charity, in providing dowries for the three daughters of an
impoverished nobleman,—they represent three bars of gold
which he, on three separate occasions, secretly threw into
the nobleman’s house, and which enabled him to comfortably
dispose of his daughters in marriage. He appears to have
been one of those good souls who ¢ do good by stealth and
blush to find it fame.” Chambers, in his Book of Days, says:
« The three balls of St. Nicholas form the well-known pawn-
brokers’ sign, which, with considerable probability, has been
traced to this origin.” Many curious legends are told of him
relating to his saving of life at sea and elsewhere, for which
I refer you to Mrs. Jameson's Sacred and Legendary Avrt.

We may conjecture that some lucky adventurer, or
possibly pirate (for they were not uncommon in the 12th
century), founded the church in honour of his Patron Saint
and as a salve to his conscience.

ST. NICHOLAS.- GLOUCESTER.
WEST END OF NAVE, TOWER, &c.
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The earliest or most ancient parts of the church now
.existing are the south wall and doorway of the nave and
three piers and two arches of the north nave arcade—these
are Norman, of a very rude and simple character, erected
probably at the beginning of the 12th century—the arches
are of two orders without decoration of any kind ; the piers
are 3 ft. 6in. in diameter. It is significant of the importance
of this part of the city in ancient times that the Normans
should have here erected so many churches, for we have the
Abbey of St. Peter, the Priory of St. Oswald, and the
churches of St. Mary de Lode and St. Nicholas grouped
together within almost a stone’s throw of each other.

What the original size and plan of St. Nicholas’ Church
.of the 12th century may have been we can only conjecture,
for there are no evidences to guide us. Judging by the
width of the nave (22ft.) and the size of the remaining
Norman piers, it is reasonable to suppose that the church
was a large one, probably consisting of nave with north aisle,
chancel, transepts and western tower. There are no
.evidences of any clerestory.

The Norman church was evidently taken down (with the
-exception of such- portions as still exist) tduring the reign
-of Henry III. (from-1230 to 1250), when the nave arcades,
the chancel and the south aisle were built. The character-
istics of the work of this period (as exhibited in this church)
.are the circular- columns with moulded and carved caps, as
shown in the nave-arcade (these have been * restored,” but
.are more or less faithful copies of the originals, and are very
varied and elegant), lancet windows, simple geometrical
tracery and detached shafts to the jambs of doors and
windows. St. Bartholomew's Hospital was very similar
.(judging by Lysons’ etching made in 1794 and published
in his * Gloucestershire Etchings”) to the south aisle of
St. Nicholas' Church, which was built during the reign-of
Henry 1II. In the absence of any evidence to the contrary,
it would appear that such portions of the church as were

! See Plate 11,
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ST. NICHOLAS, GLOUCESTER.
JACOBEAN GALLERY.

The ornate and interesting gallery front was probably
erected in the time of James I.

With the exception of the taking down the pinnacles and
of part of the spire in 1783, and some general repairs to the
steeple in 1843, nothing further of a material nature wouid
appear to have been done to the fabric till 1865, when a
partial restoration was effected; this restoration consisted of
the partial rebuilding of the north and south nave arcades,
the re-facing of the western end of the south aisle, the intro-
duction of two new windows in the south aisle—viz., the
one at the western end of the south wall of the aisle and
the one at the west end of the aisle—the erection of a new
porch, new window to nave (west of porch), new tracery to
the first:stage windows to the tower, heating chamber, new
roofs, concreting all over the area of church, and new flooring
and seating throughout. The linen-fold panels from the
old seating, &c., were re-used in the new bench-ends.

I will now enumerate what I consider the most interesting



118 TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR IQOO.

features of the church, and describe them in more detail.
They are—
1. The Norman doorway.
2. The sanctuary ring or knocker.
3. The windows in south aisle and chancel.
4. The tower and spire.
5. The bells.
6. The altars and piscine,
7. The hagioscopes or squints.
8. The church plate.
9. The Jacobean gallery-front.
10. The tombs and monuments.

11. The register of ¢ mariadges,” baptisms, and
burials from 1558 to 1706.

NORMAN DOORWAY AND XIVtu CENTURY CLOSING RING.
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the church door as an object lesson to warn such offenders of
the end to which they might come, or we may have here
merely an example of the playfulness of some medizval
artist in associating ¢ Old Nick” (our Saxon ancestors’ name
for the devil, derived from Nikarr, the Scandinavian sea-
sprite)! with the good St. Nicholas. The fact of St. Nicholas
being the patron saint of mariners looks as if the tutelage of
Nikarr was transferred to St. Nicholas, or rather that his
good qualities were transferred to St. Nicholas and his evil
qualities to the devil.

Whether this so-called sanctuary knocker is other than a
closing ring, I am not prepared to say. As Mrs. Bagnall-
Oakeley has gone so thoroughly into the subject of the privi-
leges of sanctuary, I will refer those who are interested in the
subject to her Paper published in these Transactions, vol. xiv.
1 will on this point simply say that as St. Nicholas was * the
protector of the weak against the strong, of the poor against
the rich, of the captive, the prisoner, the slave,” * the church
dedicated to him would be specially appropriate for a sanc-
tuary; and that as it appears to have been the duty of those
who gave sanctuary or shelter to fugitives to get them cut of
the country, so the nearness of the wharves would render it
a comparatively easy matter to get fugitives on board ship
and away. The following extracts from Scenes and Charactey
of the Middle Ages, by the Rev. C. L. Cutts, B.A,, and
Gloucester Corporation Records throw some light on the subject,
and tend to support the theory that St. Nicholas Church
may have been a sanctuary:—

Under the Heading ¢ Hermits and Recluses,” Mr. Cutts
says: ‘“Henry, Lord Scrope, of Masham, by will, dated
23rd June, 1415, bequeathed 13s. 4d. to Thomas, the
chaplain dwelling continually in the Church of St. Nicholas,
Gloucester.”

The Corporation Records say : 1440, October 3. Agree-
ment between Brother Stephen, Prior of the Hospital

1 See Grimm's Teutonic Mytholagy.
2 Sacved and Legendary Art, Mrs. Jameson.
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of St. Bartholomew, Gloucester, and the Brethren of the
same and Thomas Sefoule and \Willilam Perry, proctors of
the same, for the settlement of a dispute as to the title to a
chamber over the porch of the said church and the soil or
area on the west of the said porch .walled with stone, the
Prior and Hospital claiming that -the said chamber and area
were part of the glebe of the said church, and the
parishioners claiming that they have belonged to them time
out of mind for the repairing of the said church. It is
agreed that the parishioners are to have the said chamber
and area for a term of 40 years, saving to the Prior and
others the right of entry there, and paying to the Prior two
pounds of good and new wax at the feast of the Annuncia-
tion and at Michaelmas by equal portions.”

The said “ Thomas the Chaplain "’ no doubt dwelt in the
chamber over the porch, no part of which now remains.

Tue Soutn AisLe Winbows, &c.—I have previously
stated that the windows in the south wall of the south aisle
(St. Mary’s Chapel, and the east window of the chancel
were altered in the 15th century. Tle diagram will more or
less show what was done.! The moulded portion (dotted
thus :::::) gives the section of the mutilated remains of the
early English arch mouldings, and the portion (scored
thus /////]) represents the section of the 15th century, or
‘ Perpendicular " tracery. The section of the mullions of
the east chancel window, which is of a distinctly
“ Perpendicular ” type, is almost exactly like that of the
aisle windows under notice. The irregularity of the jointing
of the stonework of the jambs and of the masonry above the
arch and elsewhere, together with the slight cusping of the
voussoirs of the arch (which is caused by the using up of
the old arch stones, which were originally worked to a
smaller radius) give confirmatory evidence to my theory of
alterations in the 15th century. The combination of the
Early English and * Perpendicular” work is not unpleasing.
The arch, which is stilted some nine inches, is formed from

1 Plate III.
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first stage is elaborate and effective. The view into tower
from the church is somewhat picturesque.

The spire, when entire, was probably about 190 ft. high,
and, with its pinnacles and canopied windows, had a’
singularly elegant appearance. The band of quatrefoils
below the moulded cornice of corona, formed part of the
original design.

I do not think I should let this opportunity pass without
a word of praise and thankfulness to the brave firemen who
so pluckily and promptly mounted the spire in the summer
of 1891 to extinguish the fire, caused by lightning, and
thereby, probably, preserved from destruction one of our
oldest and most interesting churches.

Tue BEeLLs.—The belfry contains seven bells, which
bear the following inscriptions, viz. :—

1. Robert Longney, Churchwarden, 1608. ].B.:
(Supposed to be John Barber.)
2. Anno Domini, 1686.

w

tA) 1"

4. Sante Johannes Baptista ora pro nobis. In
tempore Clementis Lichfield Sacriste, Robertus
Handlei Magdaléne fecit me in honore Marie.
(Date: Supposed to be about 1400.)

5. Sancta Maria ora pro nobis.

6. Prosperity to this Parish, 1725. Sanctus.

7. In worghepe of Seynte Jon. John Patte ande Alis
hys wyfe, let mak me bey her lyte.

The L in Alis is turned upside down. The unintelligi-
bility of some of the spelling may, I think, be accounted for
by the way in which the inscriptions were prepared for the
casting. It would appear that the letters, which were made
separately—Ilike type, were placed in order in the mould, and
that when the metal was run they were incorporated in the
structure of the bell, but, inasmuch as the workman could
not see the face of the inscription before it was cast, mistakes
were unalterable.

Avtars aND Piscinz.—It would appear from Glouc.
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ADbb. Reg., Ax, 162, MSS. Prin., that in addition to the
high altar, which was of course in the chancel, there were
three other altars in chantry chapels; viz., one dedicated to
the Blessed Virgin Mary, which was benefactioned by
Alderman John Cook in 1528, one founded by Thomas of
Gloucester, and one dedicated to St. Thomas, which was
founded or benefactioned by William Sandford, femp.
Henry III.

There are three places in the church where these altars
may have stood; viz., at the east end of the south aisle, the
east side of the north transept (which, by the way, may
have been built specially for a chantry), and the present
vestry, for we have here the only piscina in the church,
with the exception of that in the chancel. Alderman John
Walton’s tomb and mural tablet cover the wall space,
where we might expect to find a piscin in the south aisle.
I am not prepared to state positively to whom the several
chantry chapels were dedicated, but I think it probable that
that at the east end of the sonth aisle would be the one
dedicated to St. Mary.! The north transept would probably

e the site of that dedicated, to St. Thomas, leaving the
present vestry for the altar of the said Thomas of
Gloucester.

The existing piscinae are very simple in design.

Tue Hacloscores orR Squints. — The hagioscopes or
squints were inserted in the north and south walls of the
chancel in the 12th century: they are each composed of
four openings through the wall 11 inches wide, divided from
each other by stone divisions 2} inches thick and finished at
top by very flat four-centred arches. The levels of the floors

1 1347, August 5: ** Permission from Brother Nicholas, Prior of the
Hospital of St. Bartholomew and Rector of the Church of St. Nicholas,
with the assent of the brethren of the said hospital, for his parishioners of
the said church to build upon a piece of land between the wide door and
wall of the said church on the north and the King's highway on the south,
extending in length from the stone wall at the back ot the chapel of St.
Mary in the said church on the east to the stone-work of the bell-tower
{campanile) of the said church.""—Gloucester Corporation Records.,
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with hinged cover. Inscription: * Poculum
Ecclecize Nicholai Glouc® in usum Eucharistize.
Ex dono Ricardi Massinger, Gener. Aldermani
1668." Four devices on flagon and four on
cover.

5. A silver chalice 7§ inches high, 4 inches diameter..

Inscription: Thomas \Vadley}Churchwardens
John Wadley 1716.

Maker, Nathaniel Lock. Date 1716.

6. A pair of silver patens, 82 inches diameter,
moulded rims. Inscription: ¢ The gift of Mrs.
Ann Clayfield to St. Nicholas Church, Glo-
cestar, Oct® ye 28 Anno Dom 1716.” Maker
doubtful. Date 1716.

7. Silver cup, on baluster stem, given by Charles.
Hyett, Esq., for the use of the sick, in 1731.
62 inches high, 4 inches diameter.

Pricked inscription under bottom: .c. 1638.

‘THE Jacosean GaLnery Froxt.—The gallery front is of
the Jabobean period, it formerly extended quite across the
west end of the nave in a line with the Norman doorway.
The backs of the clergy chairs in the chancel are formed of
such portions as were cut off in order to make the gallery
front fit into the tower archway.

Toumss anp MoNuMENTs,—The church and churchyard
are {ull of interesting memorials of departed and distinguished
citizens. Many of the monuments tell of the worthy mayors
and aldermen of former days. I will only refer especially
to that of Alderman John Walton and his wife Alice, which
stands in the south-east corner of the south aisle, and consists
of an altar-tomb, on which rest the painted effigies of Alder-
man John Walton, in his aldermanic robes, and lis wife ; on
thie north face of tomb are the kneeling effigies of presumably
their son and daughter. Alderman John Walton died on
the 20th September, 1626. The Arms of the City, as granted
by Chlristopher Barker, Garter, in 1538 (with the curious.
difference that instead of the sword and cap of maintenance
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occupying the pale of the shield, it is occupied by a pair of
maces in saltier), are placed on the wall of the south aisle
above the tomb and mural tablet. John Walton was Sheriff’
in 1613. It is therefore probable that the maces (which are
the insignia of the Sheriffs) were substituted for the sword
and cap of maintenance (which are the insignia of the.
Mayors) in memory of his Shrievalty.

The late Mr. J. T. D. Niblett, in his Paper on ¢ The:
Arms of the City of Gloucester,” printed in vol. ii. of these
Transactions, gives an example of the city arms impaled with.
private arms, and suggests that they were probably used by
one of the mayors or aldermen of Gloucester.

REGISTER OF ‘ MaRIADGES,” BaprTisms, aNpD BuriaLs,.
FROM 1558 To 1706.—The register, which is written on
vellum, consists of 155 pages, 16}”x63%, and has been
rebound. It is highly probable that many of the registers of
marriages, baptisms, and burials for the first 42 years were:
transcribed from previous records, probably written on rolls..
The handwriting for these years is the same, and is very
neat.

The note following the heading, which indicates uncer-
tainty as to the commencement of Queen Elizabeth’s reign,.
is confirmatory evidence that the baptisms did not take place
at the time the entries were made. The note reads as.
follows : —¢ A Observe that the 3oth of October 1558 is here
made to be in the first year of the reign of Queen Elizabeth
— whereas Historians do all agree that Qn. Mary did not die
and so that Qn. Eliz. came not to the throne till the-
17th Nov* following.”

There are many curious entries in this register. Here is
one:—*Item the 22nd of March (1587) was baptized Asquethe-
the daughter of Mr. Wolff a outlandysheman.” Here is
another: ¢ Item the 16th of Maye (1592) was baptized
William Barnett found at Wover (Query Over) his sureties.
were Walter Pyrkett and John Spillman who was brought
to this church to be baptised at the commandment of the
L¢ Byshoppe.”
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There is material in this Register for an independent
Paper, for we have here the personal history of the inhabi-
tants of the parish for 148 years, with their christian and
surnames, their occupations, and in many cases their
condition. The burials of 81 victims of the plague in 1593,
of 42 in 1604, and of 24 victims of the smallpox in 1706 are
recorded, together with the burials of many debtors from the
Castle. v :

The variety in the writing of the entries is also interest-
ing, as no doubt indicating, in a general way, the characters
of the scribes—some being extremely neat, whilst others are
most untidy.





