























OLD PEWTER PORRINGERS, CAUDLE, POSSET AND TOASTING CUPS—PART II

Fig.

Philistine—nor yet another familiar type with
lovers’-knot ears, was ever made in this country
—a point well worthy of memorizing. Both
solid and pierced ears, and of endless variety,
are found upon American porringers.

Another great rarity from the Rollason
collection is seen in Fig. XII. It is the only
one of this type which has ever come to my
knowledge. It is unique on account of its small
diameter (3%in.) and unusual depth (2in.),
and bears the small ““ bird ”’ mark of Edmund
Harvey, of York, upon the underside of its
ear, which fixes its date as very near to 1700.

Covered English porringers of any of the
foregoing types are extremely rare, and if one
may judge from that fact, it must be assumed
that in this country this shallow-bowled, flat-
eared pattern was, in the main, a lidless
type, though here and there one knows of
lidded examples in the form of relief-decorated
commemorative vessels, approximating very
closely to the decorated and covered French
Ecuelles a Bouwillon, which were very much
more COMMOn.

Two very fine examples of these com-
memorative porringers are in the collection of
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XVI.

Mr. Alfred B. Yeates, F.S.A., FRIB.A., of
which I illustrate the ecarlier, made by John
Waite, sen., of London, who first had leave to
strike his touch in 1673/4 (see Figs. XIII-XV).
These show: the former, the tout ensemble of
the piece ; Fig. XIV, the cover with its central
knop set in the heart of a double rose ; and the
latter, the inside of the bowl with its central
dome decorated in relief.

From these illustrations it will be noted
that the busts of William and Mary appear
both on the cover and inside the body, while
upon the former the crown and royal cipher
also figure. The diameter of the bowl—which
is unusually large for an English piece—is 6 in.

Mr. Yeates’s other example 1s slightly later,
and in place of the central knop the cover 1s
furnished with three feet set triangularly, in
the form of lions sejant, thus enabling it, when
removed and inverted, to act as a stand for the
hot vessel, thereby bringing it within the
designation of a caudle-cup.

Attention must be called to a feature of the
bowls which is well displayed in Figs. I,
IV, VI and XV. I refer to the flat, shallow
gutter which surrounds the central dome 1in the
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APOLLO

Fig. XVIIIL.

base of the bowl and which is absent from the
other types. This gutter gives great strength
and rigidity to the bowl and beauty to the
whole.

A tendency with many collectors, and which
is to be deprecated, is to endeavour to elevate
the most ordinary of these vessels into associa-
tion with the ancient profession of the Barber-
chirurgeon by dubbing them * Bleeding-
bowls,” ¢ Cupping-dishes,” and similar high-
sounding phrases, but there is no excuse for
this or justification in fact. That one here and
there may have been so used in an emergency
one does not doubt, for to an experienced
surgeon a gauge might be unnecessary when
blood-letting, but the true bleeding-bowl of
this type 1s a very con-
vincing affair and leaves
one in no doubt as to
its purpose, for around
its 1nner, sloping sides,
parallel horizontal lines
are incised, dividing it
into graduations, as in
Fig. XVI. Itisarara
avis 1n pewter.

Turning now from
porringers, and bearing
in mind that caudle was
a drink given to women

b

Fig. XVII.

at child-birth, it may be well if—as a connecting
link between the two—I first illustrate an
uncommon type from the collection of Mr.
A. J. G. Verster, of The Hague, in Fig. XVII.
This example is 6 in. in diameter, has a wooden
handle, and is probably German of the early
XVIIIth century. Here, again, we have the
cover with three feet completing a very
desirable caudle-cup.

Another very beautiful Kindbettschuesseli is
shown in Fig. XVIII. Now in the collection
of Miss Chichester, this piece was made by the
well-known pewterer, Nicolas Ubelin, of Basle
(ctrca 1710). The bowl and cover, it will be
noted, are worked up into shallow repoussé
panels, the outlines of which are emphasized by
carefully executed wrig-
gled-work lines. The
feet are of the ball-and-
paw type, repeated on
the cover ; the handles
of caryatidic outline
and roughly rectangu-
lar section, are cast in
relief; and a band of
beaded decoration
around the outer lip
of the cover completes
a highly pleasing
piece.
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OLD PEWTER PORRINGERS, CAUDLE-,
POSSET- AND TOASTING-CUPS—III

A posthumons article from lhe band of 1he late

Rulle ek s,

HOI " ARD HERSCHEL COTTERELL, F.R.Hist.Soc.

(T he previous articles appeared in August, 1938 and March, 1939.)

F now we take our minds back to the beginning of these

notes, you will remember it was said that:

(a) A caudle-cup “ frequently had a capacity of
as much as a pint, or more.”

(b) ** The term ' posset-pot ' seems to have been
abandoned in the XVIIth century.”

If therefore—from (a)—we may take it that the
capacity of the caudle-cup was round about a pint, it
would seem natural to suppose that vessels of—say—a
quart or more should come under another classification ?
And, if (b) be correct, it is unlikely that any example in
pewter 1S still in existence ¢ It seems to follow, therefore,
does it not, that one may class as caudle-cups, vessels up
to and slightly over a pint in capacity, not overlooking
the fact, however, that many of them may also have been
porringers ?

In order to fortify my knowledge in preparing these
notes, I have spent much time immersed in the study of
dated silver vessels to which—and to my mind the term
is much too loosely applied—the name Porringer 1s
given, though many of them could, I think, be more
correctly described as caudle-cups. 1 refer more especi-
ally to that type, with or without a cover, the upper two-
ffihs of whose sides are concave, swelling out into a
bulbous lower member, the whole standing upon a
shallow foot, a type which would appear to have been
current in the repoussé style from the early mid-XVIIth
century until towards its close, though plain examples of
the same type are found up to and slightly beyond its
close. ‘

For the most part these vessels had handles in the
form of highly stylized caryatides, a motif which the
pewterer has attempted to depict in outline, in the
charming little piece, ¢. 1650, from the Yeates Collection,
shown in Fig. XIX. This small cup is 34 in. in diameter
and some 22 in. in height, and is—with the Brandy-
warmer from the Navarro Collection—Fig. XX—the
only example known to me in pewter which in any way
conforms to this outline.

Though I illustrated this little cup in my “Old
Pewter : Its Makers and Marks " as a Posset-cup, in the
light of my recent researches 1 desire to amend that

description. It should, I think, be described as a caudle-
cup. Peccavi!
About the beginning of the last quarter of the XVIIth

century, another form of body came into vogue in the
inverted bell, the sides
towards the curved

form of an ordinary tea-cup Or 1
being slightly conical, tapering
shoulder of the base, and with a lightly splayed-out lip.
An early example of this form is pictured in Fig. XXI.
This piece, again from the Yeates Collection, is 23 in. in
height and probably c. 16g0.

A later example, with two handles, by Bush & Walter

e]e]

of Bristol, c. 1770, and some 4 in. in height, is given In
Fig. XXII from the collection of Mr. W. D. Fripp.

Turning now to vessels of about quart capacity and
more, and not overlooking the fact that appetites were
much more capacious in the days with which we are
dealing, I cannot bring myself to designate such pieces
either as porringers or caudle-cups ; for far more likely
does it seem to me that they were in the nature of wassail-,
or toasting-cups, and this brings me to the concluding
part of my notes.

The word * Wassail " is derived from the Saxon
Waes Hdel, i.e., ‘' Be in health,” and was formerly the
pledgeword in drinking, the equivalent of our modern
“Vour health!"" Thus, the very act of drinking to a
friend was to wassail him, or toast him, and—though the
wassail-bowl of old was a huge vessel, usually of treen,
ranging in height from 8 in. to 13} in., which latter
Mr. Owen Evan-Thomas, in his Domestic Utensils of
Wood, speaks of as one of the largest known—the term
may also be applied to those smaller toasting-cups and
bowls which fnd a less-satisfying appellation under
““Joving-cups.”’

The wassail-cup or bowl being for community use
and implying, as it does, a vessel of some size—as opposed
to the more individual porringer and caudle-cup—I
propose to deal with all my following examples, merely on
account of their size, as wassail-, or toasting-cups, for it
seems impossible to conceive that any invalid should
require a quart or more of caudle even if shared with a
visitor, and certainly none of the examples already shown
would hold much more than half that quantity.

Wassail was a liquor the recipes for concocting which
were Jegion, and the ingredients of which included roasted
crab-apples, toast, eggs, sugar, nutmeg and other spices,
with ale, wine or cider; thus Moule, in his English
Typographer (1838), under Devonshire, gives at II,
p. 340

“\assailing the apple trees is a custom not
entirely disused in this county and is accompanied by
a firm belief in the old verse :

“ More or less fruit they will bring
As you do give them wassailing.’

It is performed in some places on Christmas Eve,
in others on the eve of twelfth day, and consists in
drinking a health to one of the apple trees with wishes
for its good bearing, which seldom proves unsuccessful
as the best bearing tree in the orchard is selected for
the purpose. The ceremony is attended with the
singing of peculiar verses for the occasion, beginning
with :

‘ Health to the good apple tree . .

The potation consists of cider in which 1s put a

toast or a roasted apple and when all have drunk, the



OLD PEWTER PORRINGERS AND TOASTING-CUPS

Fig. XIX. Handles in the form of highly  Fig. XXIL. Early example Fig. XXII. Example with two handles
stylized caryatides in form of tea-cup Busu & WALTER, C. 1770
Yeates Collection C. 1650 Yeates Collection C. 1690 W. D. Fripp Collection

Fig. XX. Brandy Warmer
Navarro Collection

Fig. XXIII. Halfway between a wassail-bow! and a Fig. XXIV. Stuart toasting-cup of the best type
toasting-cup.  Charles II period in every line. C. 1660
' Eustace W. Turner Collection

Fig. XXV. Extremely rare and charming example of Fig. XXVI. Handles displaying the bulbous finial and

caudle-cup swelling *“ S " outline of the Queen Anne period. C. 1710
Rollason Collection
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APOLLO

remainder of the contents is sprinkled over the apple
tree. The whole seems to be a relic of the classical
sacrifice to Pomona, the goddess of fruit trees.”’
Mr. Owen Evan-Thomas (op. cit.) says that the
wassail ‘‘ bond,” i.e. the drink contained in the
wassail-bowl, was often curiously named ‘‘ Lamb’s
Wool."" from the frothy appearance of the surface,
caused by the beating-up of the eggs it contained, and
quotes several references to it as such, e.g. in 1666,
Samuel Pepys writes in his diary “We to card ull
two in the morning and drinking lambs wool,”" and
again, Oliver Goldsmith, in The Vicar of Wake-
field, makes the Vicar say : ** The lambs wool, even
in the opinion of my wife, who is a connoisseur, was : :
excellent.” '
As a kind of half-way house between 2 wassail-
bowl and a toasting-cup, I am able to show n
Fig. XXIII a very beautiful example. Though this

Fig. XXVIL

Robert M. Vetter, and

examples came into the

must hold half a gallon

bespeaks it of his period

gadrooning are typical.

beaded mouldings have
lid, and the handles are

Fig. XXVIII. Most beautiful example of
Renaissance Pewter. Silesian. C.1550
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Handles of pleasing type ; beading and gadrooning
typical of the XVIIth century
Navarro Collection

piece was purchased in Holland by my Continental collaborator, Mr.

is unmarked, we were already both agreed

that it was English, when almost immediately after, two further

possession of Captain Sutherland-Graeme,

both of which bore mark No. 5970, which is one of the earliest on
the first existing London touchplate, and this at once places this type
well into the reign of Charles I1.

All three of these pieces conform to the same shape and general
details, and are some 8 in. in length overall with an extreme height
of about 4 in., and my sole reason for illustrating Mr. Vetter's bowl
instead of either of the marked pieces, is, this is a far better photo-
graph than any 1 have of the others, which of course prompts the
query : Why are English collectors, with one or two brilliant excep-
tions, so grudging in the matter of photographs ? Certainly 1t cuts
against their own interests and possessions.

Probably the finest toasting-cup of which I have knowledge is
shown in Fig. XXIV. This great treasure, which dates from about
1660 and is some 8 in. in height, is in the collection of Mr. Eustace
W. Turner and is unique. Stuart of the best type in every line, 1t

or even imore.

A small caudle-cup—by no means large enough to admit of its
inclusion as a wassail-cup—is shown in Fig. XXV, because its type
is en suite with those which follow. Some 4% in. high, this plain,

extremely rare and altogether charming example is in the Rollason
Collection and bears a touch which well may be the same as the first
“silver-mark "' of Thomas Haward (No. 2214), for every line
, i.e. the latter half of the XVIlth century.
Another fine cup from the Navarro Collection appears in Fig.
XXVII. The handles, though somewhat distorted by use, are of a

very pleasing, early type. Its cover—if it had one—is now missing,
and it probably dates from the last decade of the XVIIth century,
of which period, and of Queen Anne’s reign, the beading and

Of similar general form is the cup shown in Fig. XXIX, from
the Collection of the Worshipful Company of Pewterers. The

gone from the body to reappear upon the
of the quasi-caryatid type. It is dated 1702

and the Arms of the Company appear in relief upon the side.

Of striking similarity to the body shown in Fig. XXVIIis that of
the cup illustrated in Fig. XXVI, the cover being somewhat akin to
that in Fig. XXIX, but the handles are of a later and far less satisfying
form than either of the foregoing, displaying the bulbous finial
and swelling * S " outline of the Queen Anne period. It bears the



REBUILDING BRITAIN

Fig. XXIX

Beaded mould-
ings appear on
Iid
Collection Wor-
shipful Company
of Pewterers
1702

mark of John Quick (No. 3807) which he was first
given leave to strike in 1701, and probably dates from
about 1710.

To conclude the series of the inverted-bell form,
and the largest of the series, I give in Fig. XXX a
picture of a fine plain bowl from the collection of Dr.
A. J. Young. The handles on this piece, which is carly
XVIIIth century, do not—as might appear—end in the
usual bulbous terminals, but are in the form of scrolls,
the central portion of which projects beyond the width
of the outer roll. It is 6 in. in height and has a lip dia-
meter of 6} 1n. All these picces are exceedingly rare and
desirable.

The wassail-bowl or cup, though in the nature of a
loving-cup, is not to be confused with the ceremonial
loving-cups used at City banquets, which usually are of
the tall, stemmed variety without handles, and some two
feet in height.

I have knowledge of no single example of this latter
type, of English origin, in pewter, though on the Con-
tinent they are common enough, and in Fig. XXVIII

REBUILDING BRITAIN

HEN the war 1s finished, says everyone, we shall

Rebuild Britain ! Everyone is agreed upon the

necessity of that rebuilding ; which agreement
implies that everyone 1s dissatisfied with the architectural
standards of to-day, as these are exhibited in the majority
of our public, commercial and domestic buildings.

I find, however, when I go more deeply into the
subject (cross-examine, if you like, the expressers of this
pious hope) that hardly any of those who are determined
to see Britain rebuilt have given a thought to the two
basic considerations : the first, What shall be the design
of the new architecture?¢ and, the second, Why is the
rebuilding so necessary ¢

No: when one presses these ‘‘ Rebuild Britain!"
enthusiasts to be explicit, one is too often faced with
the necessity of admitting that few of them seem to have
given much attention to the question: ‘‘Why is it
necessary that Britain be rebuilt 2" ‘“ Oh, but it's like
so many other things: it's hard to put it into words,
but everybody knows what you mean !"

Here are six questions that the rebuilders ought to
be able to answer :

Why do you consider that the rebuilding of Britain
is necessary ? :
With which type of architecture and town-design

Fig. XXX
Fine Plain Bowl,

carly  XVIIIth
century

Dr. A. J. Young
Collection

I show what 1s regarded as one of the most beautiful
examples of Renaissance pewter in existence. This
magnificent vessel, which stands some thirty inches in
height, i1s now in the fine collection of Herr Fritz Bertram
of Chemnitz. It rests upon three bronze rams and is
surmounted by a knightly figure in the same metal, the
body of the cup being adorned by brass bands and the
whole richly engraved. It was probably made in Silesia
or Southern Germany, c¢. 1550, and reflects the wealth
and 1mportance of the German guilds, which were at
their height in the XVIth century. It was formerly the
property of a shoemakers’ guild, and from the lions’ masks
medallions were originally suspended.

It seems passing strange that not a single example of
this type, and of English origin, is known to exist, or even
ever to have existed, in this land of famous pewter !

NoTe.—The succeeding issue of AporLLo will contain a
list of * Some Provincial Pewterers not recorded by the
late. Mr. H. H. Cotterell,” compiled by Mr. E. Alfred
Jones.

BY MICHAEL HARRISON

would you replace the present-day habitations and
social-centres ¢

Why do you choose this type in preference to
others ?

How much individual liberty would you allow in
the marter of design and choice ?

What steps have you taken to alter a system which
demands, in your opinion, so radical a cure ?
Whom would you empower to carry the recon-
struction through ?¢

Well, since we shall have to admit that few persons
have taken the trouble to pose to themselves the six
essential questions arising out of their ardent desire to
rebuild Britain’s green and pleasant land—much less to
answer those questions—let us see if we may not consider
and answer them here.

To the first question the best answer that I have
received is this dogmatic, be-damned-to-you ! utterance :
“ It jolly well needs to be rebuilt ! Why, so it does
.. . some of it! But what did my respondent mean ?
Pressing him, I elicited the positive statement that our
modern Britain was “ ugly.” * Look at Dagenham, and
then compare it with Canterbury or Bath !

“Ah ! said I, then it really boils down to a question
of architecture ? For there is nothing haphazard about

(continued on page 112)



