THE BISHOPRIC OF PETERBOROUGH. s

of the Hebdomadal Council at Oxford 1854 and 1863. The Report
which that Commission issued was written mainly by the hand of -
Dz. Jeune, and was to such extent his own composition. He was

made Viece-Chancellor of Oxford in 1858. The Times remarks,

“In fact there was not a step forward made at Oxford during the

twenty years that Dr. Jeune was resident in the University as head

of a college, which he did not either propose or support steadily in

ity earliest, and, therefore, most unpopular stages.” He preached,

in 1862, a French sermon in Westminster Abbey, on the subject of

the International Exhibition. He was appointed Dean of Lincoln

in 1864, which he left for the see of Peterborough. The Bishop

owed his promotion to a Liberal ministry. He threw himself into

the work of his diocese with a zeal which renders ingignificant the

claims of party. His pastorate made its influence felt in every part

of his diocese; whilst as a prelate, and therefore one of the leaders

of society, he was a Patron of the Architectural and Archzological

Association, and took part in its annual visit to places of interest.

It may be said with perfect truth he was a good scholar, a courteous

gentleman, and a firm friend; that he was a favourite with a con-

siderable portion of the clergy of his diocese, and regarded with -
affection and respect by the laity. This vigilant and indefatigable

overseer of the diocese, Francis, twenty-fifth Lord Bishop of Peter-

borough, died at a quarter before eleven o’clock on Friday morning,

August 21, 1868, at Whitby, in Yorkshire, and was buried upon

the Friday following in the Cathedral yard at Peterborough, at the

east end of the Minster. ‘

26. William Connor Magee, D.D., Dean of Cork, was conse-
crated as Bishop of Peterborough, in the Chapel Royal, Whitehall,
on Sunday, November 15, 1868, and was installed at Peterborough,
on the following Thursday. He was formerly Scholar of Trinity
College, Dublin, subsequently Assistant Minister of the Octagon
Chapel, Bath, 4nd Honorary Canon of Wells; Minister of Quebee
Chapel, London; Precentor of Clogher; Dean of Cork; Dean of
the Chapel Royal, Dublin; B.A. 1842, M.A. and B.D. 1854.
D.D. 1860.

January 30th, 1871,
Tae Rev. J. H. Hin, F.8.A., in ’the chair.

This being the Annual business meeting of the Society, tlie
following Statement of Accounts for the past year was read.
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STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS.
For the Year ended 31st December, 1870.
RECEIPTS. PAYMENTS.

1870. £ s d.| 1870, £ s d
Jan, 1. Balance from old ) To Publishing Committee for

Account .. . .. 4317 0 Transactions . .. 30 0 0
Dee. 3L Subscnpmons and Williamson for Associated

Arrears received during the Volume e . 8115 9

year .. . .. 94 2 0| Archeological Journal .. 115 0
Subseriptions to Archwologi-

cal Institute . .. 1.1 0

Harleian Society .. 110
Sundry Expenses conﬂected
with Congress of Institute

in Leicester . 116 0O

Hall-keeper .. .. 0 90

Postage and Canmge .. 215 3

Enomvmg . e .. 010 ¢

Advertising .. e . 273

Balanece .. . .. 6+ 8 9

£137 19 0 £137 19 0

Jan. 1, 1871, Balance in hand 64 8 ¢

Examined and found corveet.
(Signed) ALFRED WHITBY.

Mr. Norrm, Honorary Secretary, presented and read the
following Report of the Committee for the Year 1870.

REPORT.

TuE first fact to be noted by the Committee of the Leicestershire Architectural
and Archmological Society in its Report for the year 1870 is the visit of the
Royal Archmological Imstitute. of Great Britain and Ireland, which held its
Congress in Leicester in July last.

The Institute was welecomed to ILeicester and received by the Mayor and
Corporation, the Leicestershire Architectural and Archmological Society, and the
Leicester Literary and Philosophical Society., Nothwithstanding the interest
evineed in the visit of so learned a body of gentlemnen to our -county tewn by
the munieipal authorities and the committees of the two loeal societies, the Congress
was not so numerously attended as has been usual in other places.  This remark
applies as much to the members of the Institute themselves as the non-members
residing in this neighbourhood. Notwithstanding this disappointment, the Congress
may be said to have been a pleasant, an agreeable, and an instructive one. With
Mr. Parker to discourse upon IHcclesiastical and Civic Buildings, Mr. Clarke upon
Military Structures, and Mr. Joyce on Roman Remains, it would be strange indeed
if the antiquities of Leicester and of the other places visited did not receive fresh
explanation and elucidation—if their mute remains were not revivified, and if the
page of history did not have impressed upon it further illustration, when those
memorials of past centuries were brought into review before the experienced eyes of
men so aceornplished in the various branches of archaological research. )

It eannot, perhaps, be said that any new light was thrown upon the architectural
history of our Leicester churches during the Congress: indeed, they had, at
various times previously, been so carefully examined and explained as to leave little
for strangers, however learned, to dilate upon. Mr. Burtt, however, rendered good
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gervice to loeal archaology by contributing copies of original doeuments relating to
Teicestor Abbey. Transeripts of these documents will appear in this year's Yolume
of the Associated Societies, and so will be in the hands of all our Members. It is
hoped that the “ Survey” will be of future use to Mr. Nevinson, Mr. J. Thompsen,
and of such other of our Members as have been engaged, at intervals, for some
years past in making excavations on the site of the ancient Abbey of S. Mary, with
the hope of tracing the ground-plan of that once large and, probably, magnificent
structure. Those who listened to Mz, Clarke’s scholarly discourses upon the Castles
of Leicester, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Tamworth, and Tutbury, will not soon forget the
genial, happy way in which he pointed out the salient points of each of those
ancient buildings. Perhaps, however, the most valuable opinions bearing upon our
local antiquities gained during the Congress were those expressed upon that
remarkable block of masonry known as the “ Jewry Wall.” The excavations carried
on at intervals during the past feur years on the eastern side of the wall, and now
completed, greatly assisted in the solution of the question as to its origin. It will
be remembered that Dr. Stukeley and Mr. Throsby—in former times, and in later
times—Mr. James Thompson, and the late Mr. Henry Goddard, all expressed the
belief, backed up with sound reasons, founded upon careful measurements and
comparison with similar Roman remains at other Roman stations—that the Jewry
Wall formed the western gateway of the ancient Roman city. This opinion was
much fortified by the fact that it was found, upon the completion of the excavations,
that the masonry never, at any period, extended in an easterly direction—that is,
towards the Church of 8. Nicholas—bnt that it extended north and south upon the
very line of ground where the ancient Roman wall would be expected to have stood,
and which line is marked in various other places by remains of Roman masonry
discovered at various times. Such being the carefully formed judgment of loeal
antiquaries, the opinions of Mr. Parker and Mr. Joyce were expected with interest.
Mr. Parker—who has had peculiar facilities for the study of Roman antiquities-—
said decidedly that the portion of the old wall now existing is late Roman work of
two periods, the more recent being of the fourth century—the time of Constantine.
Mr. Joyee, both when inspecting the wall and also when delivering his address upon
Roman Teicester before the Institute, gave his opinion without hesitation that it
was the western gate of the city. He afterwards expressed this belief so clearly that
your Committee think it well to give here an extract from his letter, which will
probably set the question of the origin of the Jewry Wall at rest for the future.
Mr. Joyce says :— ‘

“There is no room to question the fact, in my judgment, of the Jewry Wall
having been the western gate of the ancient city. No archwologist, with the map of
Leicester in his hand, and the traces of Roman work marked upon it, will hesitate
to decide that this mason work formed part of the city wall, and in it are two arches
close together, the openings of which were about 14 feet high by 9 feet wide. 1If it
be admitted, as it was by common consent of all present, that the probable site of
the Roman forum was identified by means of the pillars, whose position with regard
to the intersection of the principal ways was pointed out by myself, we have the
clearest evidence that the direct line of communieation between this forum and the
great Fosse-road on the west must pass straight through those arches, indicating,
almost to certainty, that openings so elose together, and of such a size in the city
wall, conld be no other than one of the town gates. The depth of Roman wall
below the sills of the arches attracted some observation, and appéared to be the only
ground on which any hesitation was expressed as to assigning. this use. An
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excavation was made, at my request, before the Institute assembled, by which solid
wall was traced to a depth of 16 feet below the present street level. 'The explanation
of this was given by me to an eminent local archieologist (Mr. Thompson) at the
time; but owing to pressure of other matters, was accidentally omitted from my
address. As it is interesting in its bearing on such works generally, and as it
appears to me to dispose of any further controversy about this subject in particular,
T ask the favour of space enough to state it now. If this structure be a city gate in
a city wall it could not well be constructed other than it is; and were this depth of
masonry below the gate’ sills absent, there wounld be great reason to doubt that it
could be a gateway to a fortified town. The reason is cobvious enough when
explained. A fortified town was encircléd generally by a fosse, as fortifications still
are. The depth of the fosse varied with the necessities of the defence. Approsch-
ing such a walled city from the outside you must cross the diteh to enter any gate,
and in crossing it you would have before you the town wall, built so as to form a
faging to the fosse down to the very bottom, unless there was natural rock. In the
language of fortifications the wall would be the revetment of the fosse, surmounted
by a rampart. A causeway or a drawbridge gave access to the gate. It will be quite
obvious that the sills of the gateways, though on the same level as the streets of the
Roman city, would show on the outside as much solid wall beneath them as would
reach downward into the bottom of the fosse, and we opened this wall on the inside
to a depth of ten feet below the sills. It is, in truth, this very circumstance which,
when taken in connection with its position, determines beyond reasonable doubt that
this double arch was the gateway of a fortified city.” )

The Comuoittee record with much satisfaction the care shown by the municipal
authorities to preserve the historical interest attaching to our ancient buildings in
Leicester by placing upon each during the past year a bronze plate, with an
historical deseription in each case.

The volume of the Associated Soecieties, placed in the hands of our Members last
year, contained some interesting and valuable papers.

Your Committee has again to apologize for the non-appearance, at its proper
time, of the yearly “part” of our own local fransactions. This delay is owing
entirely to the dilatoriness of the printers, and is as annoying to your Committee as
it may be disappointing to you. Part L. of Volume IIL is, however, now in course
of being printed, and expedition is promised. It will contain a full account of the
Melton Congress, under the presidency of Bishop Jeune, and will include several
papers of local and general interest. i

Your Committee begs to urge upon all Members of the Society, and especially
upon those who have recently joined it, the desirability of keeping up the interest of
the bi-monthly meetings. This can be done not only by attending personally, but
also by always contributing some article or articles for exhibition, and by reading
memoirs upon them. It can further be done by bringing before the notice of the
Society (by the reading of papers or otherwise) subjects conmected with the
particular objects for which the Society is formed.

In consequence of the visit of the Royal Archwmological Institute to Leicester last
year, the Annual General Meeting and Excursion of the Members of this Society
did not take place.

The Architectural Society of the Archdeaconry of Northampton, and the
Warwickshire Society, have each more than once expressed a wish for a joint
summer meeting with our Society. Tt is hoped arrangements will be made for
a re-umion of that kind during the coming summer.



