




















OLD PEWTER WINE MEASURES

PART II

By RONALD F. MICHAELIS

Hon. Librarian of the Society of Pezcter Collectons

(Part I was published in the February 1953,
issue of THE ANTIQUE COLLECTOR.)

N the first part of this article I dealt with

the five main types of English lidded

baluster-shaped wine measures. There yet
remain the few lidless varieties of English and
other balusters to be dealt with and, of course,
the recognised types of covered Scottish measures
of baluster form.

There is the possibility that some of the
later types of measures usually associated with
England (such as those previously illustrated
with “bud” and * double volute” thumb-
pieces) were also made in Scotland but, if this
were the case, it would seem that they were
made for use either in England or on the
border. None which can be definitely linked
with Scottish pewterers is known to me.

Scottish measures for both wine and other
liquids were frequently of different capacities
from our own until the Imperial standard was
universally adopted.  Although ordained in
Scotland in 1707 that all measures should
henceforth conform to English standards, it
seems to have been difficult to impose uniformity,
and for some considerable time both the old
Scottish standard and the Imperial were in use
side by side.  Eventually uniformity was
obtained, and measures which had previously
been made to units of the Scottish standard
were marked and known for what they really
contained; for example, the Scottish pint
consisted of three English (or Imperial) pints
and, similarly, the half-pint and quarter-pint
contained one and a half and three quarters
Imperial pints, respectively.

The full table of Scottish measures is as
follows, and it is interesting to compare this
with the tables shown earlier:

Imperial Standard
Topynett, or Scots Pint (con-

tains 3 Imperial pints, 60 fluid oz.
Chopin (contains 1} Imperial
pints) . 30 ” i)
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ball and bar 7
Chea 1800,

Seottish

measure, 3% in. w0 lip.

Mutchkin contains ¥ Imperial  Jmperial Standard
pints " o TR fluid oz.

1 Mutchkin i 3 . 72
Scots Gill. or } Nutchkin .. 3:75
Scots 2 Glass +
Scots 1 Glass 2

Measures, particularly Tappit Hens, with
amended capacites indicated thereon, are

frequently found today. In the writer’s
collection ix a Scotush quarter pint ‘or
Mutchkin ~ Tappit Hen marked *31.G.”

(3 Impenial gills .
marked 4 [.S.7
standard.

and a Scottish gill baluster
Three quarters of Imperial

In this connection we may note that the
late Mr. L. Ingleby Wood wrote: ™ During
the vear 1826 an Act was passed which ordered
the retailers of liquids to conform to the
English standard of measures. but alluwed the
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Fig. 10. Scottish * embryo-shell ** baluster. 42 in. to lip.
Circa 1820.

old Scots measures to be still used in the local
town, provided they were painted or marked
in a suitable manner to show the proportions
they bore to the standard measures, copies of
which standard measures were to be given to
the town authorities. This Act does not seem
to have worked in the manner that was
intended, and there must have been constant
muddling of the two standards, for another
Act was passed in 1835 which made it a
punishable offence for anyone to sell liquids
by any other measure than those conforming
to the English standard.”®

This indicates that measures with amended
capacities are at least, earlier than the date
when the Imperial standard was eventually
adopted; how much earlier, of course, one
must judge from the characteristics of the piece
in question.

There are at least two essentially Scottish
types of baluster measures, both late in their
order of appearance.

These are (i) the ‘““Ball and Bar” (to
distinguish it from the English “ Ball and
Wedge ) shown in Fig. 9 and (ii) the *“ Embryo
Shell ”, (in Fig. 10). The “ ball and bar”

(6) “Scottish Pewterware and Pewterers,” p. 123.

(7) op. cit., p. 134,

made its appearance slightly before the
“embryo shell ”, and whereas the former does
not appear to have been made much later
than circa 1800, the latter was still being made
as late as 1860. Both tvpes have a plain curved
handle, somewhat lighter in construction than
that on the English ©* bud  balusters; and the
circular strut which fixes the lower end of the
handle to the body is almost always longer
and thinner than that on English measures.

The * embryo shell ™ is so named for its
likeness to a cockle shell which has not yet
acquired the familiar ridges, and, for want of
a better description, the name has persisted
among collectors. It is not particularly well
chosen, however, for, although with a stretch
of imagination, one can apply it to those
thumb-pieces which are quite round when
viewed from the front, it does not adequately
describe a frequently found variation which is
far more akin to an inverted trenching spade
in shape, an example of which is shown in the

~drawing at Fig. 1.

This particular shape does not appear to
have received special mention by any writer
other than Ingleby Wood, who gives a drawing
of the thumb-piece of one then in his possession.’
It is thought that other writers may have come
across specimens with the edges so worn by
usage that there was little apparent difference
between it and the twue “embryo shell .7
The ridged wedge-shaped moulding, which
continues from the ™ spade ™ to a point about
the middle of the cover is almost identical with
that on English ** bud ** measures.

It seems to me that we should consider this
a distinct type and I tentatively give to it the
name “ Spade ”’ thumb-piece as being the most
nearly descriptive. This latter type seems to
Fig. 11.  Drawing of
*Spade” thumb-piece

on Scottish  baluster
measures. Circa 1830-50,
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be the latest of the three, and has been found
on balusters which one would hesitate to date
earlier than circa 1850 or so. .

One feature which seems to stand out in all
Scottish baluster measures is that they are
slightly more symmetrical in their curves than
those of England. This is well illustrated in
the measure in Fig. 10. English balusters may
vary greatly in the
sweep of the curves
at both top and
bottom, and one
might say they
have more indi-
viduality because
of it. The Scottish
balusters, too, differ
from their English
cousins in the nature
of the incised lines
round the drum
and upon the lid.

The Scottish body
decorationisusually
two thin lines
around the drum
above the handle
fixture point and a
further two thin
lines below this
point. In English
measures these two
sets of lines, when
they appear at all,
are decidedly
deeper and are
placed closer
together.

The three earliest
types of English baluster measures are usually
devoid of all incised ornamentation on the
body, so are the *“ double volute ”” measures,
as a general rule.

Scottish balusters have a lid feature which
is an improvement on that used elsewhere: it
takes the form of a raised flange which runs
around the inside of the lid to prevent it from
sliding from side to side when closed and I
cannot think of any essentially Scottish flat-
lidded measure where this feature does naot

appear.
One turther Scottish lidded baluster measure

Fig. 12.

An unusual wpe of dome-lidded Scottish measure,

* embryo-shell 7~ thumb-picce.

completes the list so far as that country is
concerned.  This is of the normal body
formation, but bears a cover such as is not
found on any other type of measure in Scotland
or elsewhere and, in addition, there is a lip to
cach of the four specimens known to me.
That illustrated at Fig. 12 is of quart
capacity (old English wine standard), and
there can be no
doubt that this
particular specimen
was intended to be
used for wine, for
it bears upon the
front the engraved

wording ““ Wine
Company of Scot-
land”.

It has not been
possible to find any
commercial under-
taking having
existed with this
title and it is
thought that the
wine ‘ company
was, in reality, the
convivial associa-
tion of wine
drinkers. Another
almost identical
specimen in the
collection of Dr. R.
Blake Marsh, at
Bedford, bears the
engraved legend,
“Nuwec Est
BiBexDUM’ orT,
literally, * Now is
the time to drink 7. Whilst the former piece
i« devoid of maker’s marks, the latter bears
the mark of William Scott, of Edinburgh
Cott. No. +191), a pewterer who obtained
his Freedom in 1794.

I would hazard a guess that these pieces
were made and used during the period circa
1800-26.

Before closing the chapter of Scottish lidded
measures, it may be as well to mention that,
in addition to the capacities mentioned on
page 163, Scottish measures, of one sort or
another, are known in the following sizes:

with

2% in. overall. Circa 1825.

1H5
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Fig. 13. Left (s Early English lidless type, wine-pint capacity, with unslotted hinge-lug. 5} in. to lip.
Right ‘B Another early English type, of similar capacity,
Imperial Standard
English Quart, containing 40  fluid oz.
English Pint, containing 20 5 B
English { Pint, containing 10 % s
Engli_sh 1 Pi.nt, contai_ni.ng 5 3 53 55
English { Pint, containing 2L 5

In making this reference it is not intended
to imply that Scottish baluster measures have
been found in all these capacities; for example,
I have vet to find a Scots pint or a Chopin
capacity measure in true baluster form.

In the foregoing pages account has been
taken only of lidded baluster measures. One
must not overlook the fact that during most of
the period in which balusters were in use there
was a demand for the identical measure without
a cover.

Examples are known of unlidded measures
bearing the characteristics of most of the types
described previously. It is possible to classify
them by features other than the thumb-piece,
and to date them with reasonable accuracy.

In all cases the bodies of the lidless measures
are identical with those of the lidded varieties
and they vary only in the handles, on which
may sometimes be found the hinge lug, cast in
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Circa 1675.
} in. to lip. Circa 1690-1720.

its normal position, at the top of the handle.

Where this is to be seen, it is as it came from
the mould and has not been slotted or grooved
for the insertion of the movable section of the
hinge which was an integral part of the thumb-
piece casting, nor is it drilled for the hinge-pin.

The lidless pint-size measure shown at
Fig. 13 (a) is either of late “ hammerhead 7,
or possibly early ““ bud ** type, circa 1675, and
is an exceedingly fine and rare specimen. It
was found in Cornwall, having been excavated
from a disused well. When found, its surface
had a very hard incrustation of oxide, such as
might be expected to appear on a piece of this
age, before the admixture of larger proportions
of lead in the metal.

This piece shows the unslotted hinge lug
referred to earlier. The only other early lidless
specimens with similar hinge lug of which I
have any knowledge is that shown in Cotterell’s
Old Pewter, its Makers and Marks, plate XLIX (e),
and is stated to be then (1929) in the Richardson
Collection. This collection was later bequeathed
to the Truro Museum, and is, doubtless, to be
seen there still.
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For some obscure reason Cotterell called
this the “Aberdeen type of lidless Scottish
baluster ”’, but he goes on to explain that it
bears the touch of “W.P.” dated 1663.

This mark is struck on the London touch-
plate (No. 73) and is almost certainly the small
““ spoon touch ** of William Pettiver of London,
who died in 1680. There are no grounds
whatsoever for attributing this measure to
Aberdeen or, for that matter, even to Scotland.

Certain lidless “ Tappit-Hen > and * Pot-
bellied  measures, believed to be made in
the vicinity of Aberdeen, bear an unslotted
hinge-lug, and one can only assume that
Cotterell derived his title from this source.

At Fig. 13 (b) I show another English
unlidded specimen; this also is a wine-pint

Left (a) Scottish (2) " one glass
4} in. to lip. Late 18th century.

Fig. 14.

measure, of “bud” period, circa 1690-1720,
and shows an unusual handle terminal. This
has been found only on baluster measures by
a maker whose mark can be seen upon the
lip. The mark is of a heavy five-pointed star
with the initials “T.A.” below, the whole
enclosed in a small beaded circle. The mark
is hitherto unrecorded.

Mr. Cyril C. Minchin, of Reading, has a
wine-quart measure, with cover and “ bud ™
thumb-piece, bearing this mark and with the
same ridged and uptilted handle terminal.

* capacity, 22 in. to lip. Circa 1800.
Right (c) Scottish wine pint. 5 in. to lip.
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The next illustration shows three varying
types: that on the left is of 1 glass capacity
(ie., 2 fluid ozs.) and could be of English,
Irish or Scottish origin. The probability is,
however, that it is Scotush because of its
unusual capacity. The metal is, nevertheless,
far inferior to that normally employed in
Scottish ware.

It bears a handle of plainer style than on
any former type, and this is grooved at the
lower extremity; there is a tongue-shaped
moulding at the top.

The middle measure is of 3-pint (Old English
Wine Standard) and bears a handle terminal
normally associated with “ double volute”
types. This measure also has the tongue-
shaped moulding at the top of the handle.

2% pE

Centre ‘B Scoutish wine measure. 3 pint,

Circa 182).

This piece has all the features which we
have come to associate with Scotland (compare,
for example, with the lidded measure shown
in Fig. 10, and note the svmmetrical curves
and the double incised rings above and below
the handle fixture).

The third, and largest, measure in Fig. 14
is of wine-pint capacity (16-6 fluid ozs.) and
again, bears the body characteristics of Scottish
types, but a handle terminal of quite distinct
form. There are features in the turning on
the base which are similar to other Scottish
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Fig. 15.

Left (a) A set of four Irish lidless and handle-less baluster measures, § pint to } gill.

2

Early 19th century.

Right 18, Three variant tvpes of Irish measures.

pieces, and I am confident that this measure
can be safely attributed to that country.

The only other known examples of this
flattened and tight-soldered terminal are upon
Irish ““ Haystack ” measures, and in some
baluster measures of this type one is tempted
to attribute them to Ireland. In the latter
case, however, the metal is much poorer than
in the specimen shown, and no incised lines
appear on the body. Of all those I have seen,
both of Old English Wine Standard and
Imperial Standard, I would not place any of
them earlier than the first quarter of the 19th
century.

Lastly, we come to the well-known Irish
lidless and handleless measures, known locally
as “ Noggins . This appellation is actually a
colloquialism for gill (or %-pint) and the name
is common to both Scotland and Ireland.

These measures are made normally in
four sizes, viz., the i-pint, %-pint, {-pint and
fs-pint (Imperial) and are usually sold in
these sets.

There are variations in the contours, and a
notable fact is that the smallest size is almost
invariably of a different pattern, such as may
be seen in the fourth specimen from the left
of those shown in Fig. 15.

The three measures to the right of this set
are also Irish, and are interesting for the reason
that, in two of them, the word * Naccin”
has been used instead of the more familiar
“ Noggin ” or “ Gill .
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They are inscribed respectively, from left to
right, “ImpERIAL Naceix”  (ie., -pint);
“SsaLL Nacoiy ” (capacity 3% fluid ozs.
Imperial) and also the initials “ C. C.” divided
by a small six-pointed star, which is thought
to indicate a measure used in either County
Cork or County Clare. The last is marked
merely ¢ InpERIAL 7, and is found to contain
21 fluid ozs. and is, thus, of }-gill (or §-noggin)
capacity.

The first and third of the latter group have
an everted lip, whereas the other (as also the
previous set of four) have plain rims.

None of these bears a maker’s mark, although
the Crowned ““ X ” does appear on the smaller
two in the first set. The mark is set in a
cartouche similar to that used by Joseph Austen
& Sons, of Cork, and the measures may well be
by this prolific firm of pewterers. The date of
these measures would be circa 1800-50.

In this article I have endeavoured to show
at least one specimen of each type of baluster
measure so that collectors may make some
attempt at classification of their own pieces. It
is not possible to say whether any or all of these
types were made in a full range of sizes.

Perhaps some Scottish reader has more
information on this point.

[ The illustrations in Part II are, with one exception,
from specimens in the author’s collection.

The measure shown at Fig. 14 (c) has been photo-
graphed by kind permission of Mr. Harold Casimir, of
London.]
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