
R O Y A L CHARITIES. 

PART I I . — T O U C H P I E C E S F O R T H E KING'S E V I L 

B Y HELEN FARQUHAR. 

. N the last volume of our Journal/ we followed the story of 
the angel, a current coin given by our monarch as a dole 
in touching for the King's Evil. We have seen that the 
coinage of the old fine standard had gradually given place 

to crown gold, and we have recorded the cessation of the angel issue, 
with the seizure of the Tower Mint, as from August, 1642, the latest 
mint-mark on these pieces being that of the triangle-in-circle. I 
have also explained that Charles I, in his poverty and imprisonment,, 
was constrained to bestow any small silver coin on his patients,, 
unless they brought their own money with them, that he might hang 
it about their necks, threaded upon a ribbon.2 It was reserved for 
Charles II, after the Restoration, to cause the gold medal to be made 
which gives the title to this paper, and which is now known as a 
" touchpiece," although in the seventeenth century it still preserved 
the name of " the healing piece." 

Charles II, by the expedient of instituting a special medal, 
avoided the inconvenience of re-establishing the angel coinage, 
at a time when the specimens still extant from former reigns were 
becoming scarce. 

1 British Numismatic Journal, vol. xii, pp. 3 9 - I 3 > 
2 Ibid., p. 116. 
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But it appears certain that on his accession he at first contem-
plated a fine gold issue. Mr. Symonds, in his " P y x Trials of the 
Commonwealth, Charles II and James II," 1 tells us that " shortly 
after the Restoration, standard trial-pieces were again prepared by 
a jury of goldsmiths, who reported on 19 October, 1660, as to the 
accurate adjustment of three standards, namely gold of 23 carats 
3J grains, gold of 22 carats and silver." Notwithstanding these 
preparations, Mr. Symonds satisfied himself that no coins of the old 
standard are mentioned in the pyx returns. 

Nevertheless in 1660, when orders were issued to Thomas Simon 
concerning patterns for necessary coins, we notice that the angel 
was not neglected, although, no completed example being known to 
us, we may assume that all serious idea of including it in the currencj^ 
was almost at once laid aside. 

The warrant, addressed to Simon, is prefaced by the usual 
heading : " Charles R , " and is dated from Whitehall, the 18th day 
of September " i n the twelveth yeare of our reigne," but Richard 

S K E T C H B Y T H O M A S S I M O N O F A N A N G E L . 

Gough, the editor of the second edition of Vertue's Medals of Thomas 
Simon, notes that it is unsigned.2 The order directs the engraver 
to " forthwith prepare the stampes for our Angell golde according 
to the patterns herein expressed." The sketches of both the obverse 

1 Numismatic Chronicle, 4th series, vol. xv, pp. 345-350. 
2 George Vertue's Medals, Coins, Great Seals of Thomas Simon, p. 70*, edition of 

1780 
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and the reverse are here reproduced from the illustration of the 
projected coins as it appears figured as D and E of Plate X X X I X 
of Vertue's book, and Richard Gough believed a completed silver 
pattern piece to have been presented to the British Museum by 
Thomas Hollis. That such a coin ever saw the light seems, however, 
doubtful, for no official record exists of the presentation thereof, 
and the only known trial-piece from Simon's die lies in the thin 
silver cliche illustrated below, which is in my own cabinet,1 and 
was figured by Snelling, Folkes and Ruding. 

Evidence is not lacking that Simon considered the die to belong 
to those ordered for currency, and not to be intended for a medal or 
touchpiece merely, for in his own list of his works, he places it amongst 
his " fourteen several original stamps by way of the hamer," the 
dies for gold being specified as for " the twenty, the ten, and the 
five shilling pieces and the angel piece."2 He made a total charge of 
£280 for the dies for gold and silver. 

The story of the Mint in the first few years after the Restoration 
is one of perpetual hurry. The king wished the Commonwealth 
coins to be recalled and the " stamps " for the new issues were not 
ready. Small wonder that the coinage of the angel, requisite only 
for the healing ceremony, was adjudged for the moment to be 
unnecessary, seeing that coins of the late king might serve the 
purpose. 

1 From the Murdoch, Montagu and Brice collections, figured and described b y 
Helen Farquhar in The Numismatic Chronicle, vol. ix, 4th series, pp. 297-299. 

2 Medals, Coins, etc., of Thomas Simon, Appendix v, p. 89. 

T R I A L P I E C E F O R A N A N G E L B Y T H O M A S S I M O N . 
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Let us turn to the Declared Accounts, Pipe Office,1 and we shall 
see that between July 20, 1660, and December 31, of the year 1662, 
the period covered by the first account of Ralph Freeman, at that 
time Master of the Mint, only " Crowne Gold of Standard xxij carretts 
in Fyne Gold and two Carrett of Allay in every pound weight Troy " 
was coined, the amount of bullion reaching 918 lb. 8 oz. 3 dwt. 2 grs. 
No mention is made in this document of any special coinage for the 
King excepting certain patterns of new gold delivered to " his Mats 
own hand."2 

Other Declared Accounts running from January 1, 1662-3 to 
December 20, 1666, satisfy us that in that period also no angels 
were made, the Mint officials elaborately setting forth this fact in 
unmistakable fashion as follows : " Angell gold of the standard of 
xxiij carretts iij graines and a halfe of fine gold and a halfe a graine 
of Allay in the pound weight Troy (none being molten or Coyned) nil."3 

What, then, was Charles II's healing gift, until his new touch-
piece in 1664-5 supplied the place so long held by the angel ? 

We shall find that this question had earnestly obtruded itself 
upon Charles, even before his return to England from his long exile, 
and that, as his father had sometimes done in his imprisonment, 
so the son in his turn was often forced to pass over the necks of his 
patients ribbons threaded with pieces of money they had brought 
with them for the purpose.4 During his sojourn in Holland 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Public Record Office, Roll 2087. 
? The gold patterns made for the King amounted in all to but £10 17s. 8d., 

within the twenty-nine months of this account, viz., " Alsoe allowed to the said 
Accomptan (Sir Ralph Freeman) for the value of several peeces of new gold delivered 
to his Mats own hands within the tyme of this Accompt viz. by this Accomptan 
himselfe viij1' xv s and by Mr. Slingsby xlijs viijd. In all the sume of x'1 xvij s vi i jd ." 

3 Declared Accounts, Audit Office, Bundle 1601, Roll 55 in the Public Record Office. 
The crown gold struck between January 1,1662-3 and December 20,1666, amounted 
to 3431 lb. 8 oz. 4 dwt. 

4 John Browne's Charisma Basilicon, Book III, p. 157 of his Adenochoira-
delogia. This work consists of three parts dealing with the King's Evil, but the two 
first, Adenographia and Chaeradelogia, are of a technical nature on the treatment 
and study of the disease, and it is the third book—•Charisma—which deals with the 
king's touch. 
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immediately before the Restoration gold pieces were bestowed by 
him, but the official angel was represented by any chance coin 
of the requisite value. 

We have a long account, written by Sir William Lower, describing 
the young monarch's reception at Breda and the Hague on his journey 
to England, and the diarist gives us full details of the healing cere-
mony, including the presentation of the keepsake.1 " For as much," 
writes Sir William, " as the Angels, which is a kind of gold so named, 
because it hath the figure of an Angel upon it, are so rare, that they 
can scarce be gotten, especially in these Provinces, the King useth 
ordinarily, as he did on this present occasion,2 the ten shilling peeces, 
which are near the same value."3 Dr. Crawfurd,4 in his King's Evil, 
selected for illustration a pierced half-sovereign of Charles I, now 
in the British Museum, deeming it likely that of such should be 
Charles II's healing gifts, and I also reproduce it here. 

Relation in the Form of a Journal of the Voyage and Residence which H.M. 
Charles II, King of Great Britain, made in Holland between 25th of May and 2 of fune, 
1660, p. 76. 

2 The " occasion " was Sunday, May 30, new style at the Hague. Clarendon, 
in his History of the Rebellion, ed. 1843, pp. 897-910, describes this visit, first to Breda 
and then to the Hague, as ending on the 24th of May. Lower, writing originally in 
French, naturally employed the new style of reckoning, and we must remember 
that all the dates mentioned by him are ten days in advance of those we should 
find in an English book of the same period. 

3 The French edition reads: " Le Roi se sert ordinairment, ainsi que l'on fit 
en l'occasion presente, de demi Carolus, qui sont de la mesme valeur." The angel, 
called in French " angelot," was there defined as " vaient environ deux ecus et 
demi." See Relation du Voiage, etc., p. 75. 

4 The Kins's Evil, p. 105. 

P I E R C E D H A L F - U N I T E O F C H A R L E S I , 

H 2 



ii4 Royal Charities. 

The story is frequently told of the young king's joy in showing 
to his brother James and sister Mary a portmanteau full of gold 
pieces, sent to him as a present, whilst he was still in the States of 
Holland. If these were the coins he used for the healing ceremony 
a considerable call must have been made on the valise of gold, for 
the number of persons resorting to Charles for his touch was great, 
coming " even " according to Lower, 1" from the most remote Provinces-
of Germany." 

Charles for the first time in many years had money at his disposal-
Clarendon says that Parliament voted £50,000 and the city of London 
£10,000, to the king, but this money could not at once be procured 
in kind, and he had to make his payments in Holland by bills of 
exchange from merchants in Amsterdam.2 The expenses of his 
entertainment were defrayed by the States General, and from them 
he also received a present in money, wherewith he might discharge 
his past debts.3 But Clarendon expressly states that a considerable 
amount of " English g o l d " was brought to Charles by various 
persons, " that their names, and the names of those that sent them, 
might be remembered amongst the first of those who made demon-
strations of their affections that way to his Majesty, by supplying 

1 Relation in the Form, of a Journal, p. 78. Lower originally wrote his book 
in French, " because the King would use that tongue during his residence whereof 
you have here the recital," as he tells us in his English preface, but it must have 
appeared almost simultaneously in French, English, and Dutch, for the publisher, 
Andrian Vlaq, at the Hague, informed his purchasers at the commencement of the 
French edition : — " qu'il fait imprimer a ses grands depens, un Livre intitule Rela-
tion du voiage et Sejour que le Prince Charles II a fait en Holland 25 May, 2 Juin, 
1660 non seulement en la langue Francaise, mais aussi en Flamenne, Angloise, etc." 

2 History of the Rebellion, edition of 1843, pp. 908-9. 
2 See in Dr. J. R. Magrath's The Flemings in Oxford, vol. 1, p. 129, in a letter 

from the Rev. Thomas Smith to Daniel Fleming : " The Dutch presented ye King 
and ye 2 Dukes to a very high value." Also on p. 133, " Hee received from ye States, 
of Holland about 200,00011 besides 8000 u per diem." These gifts are more usually 
reported at £60,000 for the king himself and £7500 for each of his brothers, besides 
£30,000 for the expenses of his visit. See the Travels of the King, by E v a Scott, 
pp. 468-70. His debts were reckoned at some 80,000 florins. According to Mercurius 
Publicus, No. 22, May 24-31, 1660, p. 341, " One of the courses " at a supper given 
by the States of Holland to Charles " w a s served all in gold plate, which was 
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his necessities."1 We may assume, therefore, that amongst the 
parcels of "English go ld" were the " ten shilling peeces" mentioned 
by Lower, as substitutes for the angel. " It is certain," remarks 
this diarist, " that the King hath very often touched the sick as 
well at Breda, where he touched two hundred and sixty from Saturday 
the 17 of April to Sunday the 23 of May, as at Bruges and Bruxels 
during the residence he made there."2 On Sunday, May 30, Lower 
describes the service at great length with the full ceremony, the king 
" sitting in a great chair " and one of the Clerks of the Closet standing 
" at the right side of the chair holding on his arm, or rather in his 
right hand, as many gold Angels every one tied to a ribband of 
white silk as there were sick to be touched, which were then of the 
number of eight and forty."3 

The service, which I hope to print in a later volume, was evi-
dently carried out with the same attention to detail as it is pictured 
in our frontispiece, taken from John Browne's " Charisma," in which 
the Clerk, Nathaniel Crew, or his deputy the Keeper of the Closet,4 

Thomas Donkley, is seen handing the coin threaded upon a ribbon 
to the king. Lower's account of the healing ceremony in Holland is 
of the greater value to us, because Richard Wiseman, Surgeon in 

afterward presented to his Majesty valued at 6o,ooou," and many other expensive 
gifts were made to him. 

1 Clarendon, p. 907. 
2 Relation in the Form of a Journal, p. 78. 
3 Ibid., pp. 75-6. The word " angel" is here used by Lower, but see his explana-

tion on our p. 99. The angel was specified in the rubric of Charles I and his pre-
decessors, but in that of Charles II we read only " the King putteth his gold about 
their necks," see Book of Common Prayer, 1662, folio, Brit. Mus. 3406 e. 2. John 
Browne, in describing the ceremony in his Charisma Basilicon, pp. 95-101, merely 
uses the words " his gold," although by the time he wrote, in 1683-4, the small 
gold medal, following the type of the angel, had long replaced the current coin, and 
he might fairly have called it by the old name. 

4 Donkley served Charles as Deputy Clerk or Keeper of the Closet from 1666 at 
latest, to the end of his reign; his salary of £8 per annum is mentioned as four 
years due to him in the Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. iii, p. 688, November xy i 

1670. The pay is described as 2^ years in arrears in 1665 to the then Clerk of 
Closet, in a paper quoted The Secret Services of Charles II, p. vi. The superior 
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Ordinary during the young prince's travels,1 wrote somewhat vaguely 
in his Treatise on the King's Evil, published in 1676, concerning the 
cures said to have been performed during the period of exile.2 Wise-
man wrote that he had received letters from Ireland, Scotland, 
Jersey and Guernsey, establishing many a recovery from the King's 
Evil, but inasmuch as Charles did not visit Ireland during his wander-
ings, it is possible that the courtly surgeon only referred to travellers 
from these countries whom he presented in England to the royal touch, 
and who afterwards wrote to him to inform him they had profited by 
it. But as he attended Charles in his exile, we may, I think, fairly 
assume that he had himself witnessed these healings, whilst with the 
king in Flanders and Holland. 

However, John Browne,3 the great exponent of the healing 

office of Clerk, usually held by a Bishop, was during the period cf exile conferred in 
1651 on John Earle, afterwards Bishop of Salisbury, who died in 1665 and was 
succeeded by Dr. Blandford, Bishop of Oxford. A t the time, however, when the 
original of our frontispiece was published, Nathaniel Crew, Bishcp cf Durham, filled 
the post. 

1 Richard Wiseman, who had served Charles in Jersey and afterwards attended 
his wanderings in France, Flanders, Holland and Scotland, had suffered imprison-
ment in his cause, being taken prisoner at the Battle of Worcester. He was made 
Serjeant-Surgeon Extraordinary in 1665, and on the death of Humphrey Painter 
in 1670 he received the appointment of Serjeant-Surgeon. See the Serjeant-Surgeons 
and their Office, by D'Arcy Power, F.R.C.S., F.S.A. It appears that two Serjeant-
Surgeons were in office concomitantly and held the appointment for life. Some-
times a Surgeon Extraordinary was chosen, and succeeded to the superior place of 
Serjeant on a vacancy. Wiseman is already spoken of as Surgeon in Ordinary in 
1662, but the Serjeant-Surgeon ranked above the King's principal Surgeon. See 
Ibid., printed in Janus in 1900, p. 174. The King's " Principal Surgeon" had, 
however, a larger fee as per variou spayments specified in the Treasury Books under 
date 1667-8, see our p. 130, note 2. We find Wiseman's signature appended to the 
manuscript list of persons healed, together with that of John Knight, who had 
filled the same office since 1661. Several leaves from this official list were published 
by Dr. Garrison in his " Relic of the King's Evi l . " See Proceedings of the Royal 
Society of Medicine, vol. vii, No. 6, page 227. 

2 Chirurgical Treatises, Book IV, p. 246. 
8 John Browne was born at Norwich, but although sprung from a long line of 

eminent medical men, he was, so far as is known, unrelated to Sir Thomas Browne of 
that city, the author of Pseudodoxia Epidemica. John Browne migrated to London 
in 1678, and by mandatory letters from the king held the appointment of Surgeon 
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gift and also " Chirurgion in Waiting/' is quite definite about heal-
ings held in the last-mentioned country, at an earlier date than that 
of Lower's Journal. Browne writes of a " Scottish Merchant" 
whose proteges brought " their own gold with them," and who 
" made it his business every Spring and Fall to bring people from 
Scotland and Newcastle troubled with the Evil to the King, where 
ever he was in his Troubles, as at Brussels, Breda, Bruges, Antwerp 
and the like."1 He also relates the story of the private healing of 
a poor woman in Holland, for which he gives the authority of " Dr. 
Erles, Lord Bishop of Sarum," who was Chaplain to Charles in 1656.3 

No mention is made of France, excepting the healing of French 
persons in Holland, and possibly the exiled prince did not trespass 
on the prerogatives of his French cousin, Louis XIV, on whom his 
family were wholly dependent, a fact apparently afterwards forgotten 
by his less tactful brother and nephew. Neither do I find any 
reference, unless that just mentioned from the pen of Wiseman, 
to healings during the young king's brief sojourn in Scotland, where 
his Presbyterian custodians would have little sympathy with such 
ceremonies. 

Wiseman also alluded to cures performed by the help 
of relics of the late king, such as handkerchiefs dipped in his blood.3 

This belief was even held as regards the living monarch, and Blount, 
in his Boscobel4 and Pepys, in his King's Narrative,5 repeated the tale 

to St. Thomas's Hospital from 1683 to 1691. He was " Surgeon in Ordinary " to 
Charles II, James II, and William III, and died about 1710. See John Browne, by 
D'Arcy Power, Archceologia Medica, in The British Medical Journal, August 31,1895. 

1 Charisma Basilicon, pp. 156-7. Browne also heard from Serjeant Haynes, 
who was with Charles at Brussels, that " not only Scotch, Irish, English, but several 
French, Spanish, Dutch and Walloons, who were troubled with this disease were all 
healed by his excellent healing faculty." Ibid., p. 158. 

2 Ibid., p. 158. Also on page 160 Browne tells of a man healed at Bruges. 
3 Chirurgical Treatises, p. 247. 
4 Tract ii in Allan Fea's After Worcester Fight, p. 101. 
5 An Account of His Majesty's Escape from Worcester dictated by the King himself. 

See note by Pepys on p. 20 of the republished version, Tract i in After Worcester 
Fight. The original manuscript is in the Pepysian Library at Cambridge and was 
first published by Sir David Dalrymple, Lord Hailes, in 1766. 



ii4 Royal Charities. 

of a miracle-working handkerchief. Blount related an episode, 
after Charles had escaped from Worcester in 1651 and was hiding 
in disguise at Moseley, of the bleeding of his nose. He pulled out 
of his pocket his handkerchief, which was, according to Pepys," a 
very old one, torn and very coarse," being part of the equipment 
which the Penderel brothers had lent him. This rag," being daubed 
with the king's blood from his nose," was exchanged by Father 
Huddleston1 for a clean kerchief, and the priest " gave it to a kins-
woman of his, one Mrs. Blaithwayte, who kept it with great veneration 
as a remedy for the King's Evil ." 

Probably the belief in the efficacy of that which the king had 
handled was responsible for the treasuring and occasional passing 
from one sufferer to another of a touchpiece, even in comparatively 
recent times. Charges for strings on which to suspend the healing-
piece may be found in parish accounts at a date when touching for 
the Evil had long been abandoned by our kings, and Dr. Crawfurd, 
in his "volume on this subject, tells us that " the coins of Charles I 
did duty for successive generations of Shetlanders."2 The Church-
wardens' Accounts at Mitchenhampton,3 which extend from 1555 
onward, contain year after year such entries as that found in 1663 : 
" For 1 yard of ribbond for Jonathan Harris, his child that have 
the King's Evil, 5d," or in the following year : " Payd2si lk stringes 
for Jonathan Harris his boy, 7 V But these and similar items merely 
show that the sick persons continued to wear the token the king 
had bestowed, and that the respective possessors had not money 
enough to buy a new ribbon, when the old string was worn. It is 
noticeable that some of the entries were found in the reign of 
William and Mary, when no fresh touch was obtainable, and it was 

1 Father Huddleston was the priest who having assisted Charles in his escape 
in 1651, also attended him on his deathbed in 1685. 

2 The King's Evil, p. 153. 
3 Archceologia, vol. x x x v , pp. 422-452. The accounts published extend only 

to the year 1714, but a note mentions that the charges for ribbons are continued till 
the year 1736. I found none prior to 1663. In some years the outlay is considerable, 
amounting to ys. 4d. in 1689, " for those that had the evill " ; in 1690 to 4s. 8d., in 
1692 to 5s- 3d., and so oh. 



Touchpieces fov the King's Evil. 109 

the more important to guard the treasure from loss, and it is quite 
possible that the healing-piece was sometimes handed to another 
wearer.1 It is also not unlikely that some of the patients went to 
seek a second touch, complying with a suggestion made b y John 
Browne, that in that case they should " bring up their own Gold to 
t h e King, and put a new Silk Ribbon into it, which if he pleases to 
p u t over them, will be sufficient for them without any further charge 
of Gold."2 The king's surgeon suggested this expedient because 
sometimes the patients enlarged the holes in the touchpieces before 
exchanging them for fresh tickets, that a " dishonest man " might 
purchase for himself an advantageous parcel of Gold in time."3 

Charles in his hiding place at Trent amused himself b y boring 
holes in coins, one of which, " a piece of foreign gold," he gave to 
•one Captain Ellesdon, who assisted his escape, and according to the 
narrat ive written b y his young hostess, Anne Wyndham, 4 he 
presented " like peeces " as keepsakes to his hosts, Colonel, after-
wards Sir Francis, W y n d h a m and " his L a d y " on taking his 
leave. Whether the words " foreign g o l d " applied to all 
these coins is not clear, but Lady W y n d h a m states they 
were treasured b y their recipients " to keep as Records of his 
Majesties favour as the chief est jewels of their family."5 They 

1 Browne, who whether from motives of loyalty or genuine faith in the cures, 
reported every story that was told him, says that " a Father was touched by the late 
King [Charles I] and received Gold: the Son never was touch'd, neither did he 
receive any. The Father being distempered and ill, keeps the Gold about his own 
neck, which kept him in health . . . the Son falling ill borrows his Father's Gold 
from his neck and puts it about his own which likewise gave him ease and relief," 
and whichever of two wore the healing-piece " was defended against any new approach 
•of his distemper," so that the " change of Gold from Father to Son and Son to 
Father was maintained between them for many years together." Charisma. 
p. 138. Browne gives a second account of a lady lending her gold to " a Russia 
Merchant " for a short time only, but with successful result. Ibid., p. 139. 

2 Charisma, p. 93. 
3 Ibid., p. 92. 
4 Claustrum Regale Reseratum by A. W. Tract iv, in After Worcester Fight 

p. 193, and reprinted from the 1681 edition. This account, written by Anne, 
L a d y Wyndham, was first published in 1667. 

6 Claustrum Regale, p. 28, ed. 1667 and p. 69, ed. 1681. 
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are, alas, not to be found with other relics remaining in the hands of 
their direct descendants at Newton Surmaville, and the nationality of 
the coin therefore remains a mystery. 1 I t does not appear that a n y 
healing virtue was attached b y this loyal family to the pierced souvenirs 
left at Trent b y Charles, for Mrs. Harbin, a married daughter of the 
house of W y n d h a m , born some years after the king's visit, developed 
the Ev i l and wrote to her mother as follows in or about the year 
1 6 7 7 s : " M r . Harbin and myself desires to come for London, I 
being over and above persuaded b y m y friends to be touched for 
evil, I having such an ill head, which is very troublesome unto me 
and I fear it will be worse if it be not prevented, for it comes farder 
and farder every day and all m y feare is that it will come into m y 
neck and f a c e . " No doubt, if the actual touch were available, it 
would be preferred, and Charles I I could refuse nothing to a member 
of a family that had helped him in the days of his peril. 

1 Charles, who had been abroad and then in Scotland before the battle of Wor-
cester, might have been in possession of foreign or more likely Scottish gold, but it 
seems more probable that most of the money would be the current coin, bearing his 
father's effigy, only recently supplemented b y the Commonwealth issues. It is 
known that Charles distributed " The gold he had in his pocket among his servants," 
before he put on the disguise provided by the Penderels (see After Worcester Fight, 
p. 75 of Tract ii, Blount's Boscobel), and was subsequently obliged to borrow " ten 
out of thirty shillings," offered to him by Francis Yates, brother-in-law of the 
Penderels, p. 67. When, however, he reached Trent, he had again met with Lord 
Wilmot, who was amongst those to whom he had entrusted his valuables. " Three 
hundred broad pieces " had moreover been recently placed in Wilmot's charge 
at Trent by Colonel Strangways. See The Boscobel Tracts, edited by J. Hughes* 
pp. 69 and 169. 

2 Letter from Mrs. Harbin to her mother, Lady Wyndham, communicated to me 
by the late Preb. E. Bates Harbin of Newton Surmaville in Somersetshire. Elizabeth 
Harbin, born in 1654, was one of the last survivors of Sir Francis Wyndham's 
children and her mother's favourite, and consequently her heiress. Lady Wyndham 
retired as a widow to Newton, and brought with her many relics from 
Trent. Mrs. Harbin's picture at Newton shows no sign of disfigurement, 
but the result of her visit to London is not recorded. Browne, on p. 192 of his 
Charisma, mentioned the child of " one Mr. Harbins" of Winchester, who was-
'' perfectly blind with the Evi l and being Touch'd by His Sacred Majesty for the 
same at Whitehall, she immediately received great benefit thereby," but we have no 
evidence that this child was of the same family. 
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During the Interregnum, when the ruler of the country was 
Oliver Cromwell, who of course, as the Lord Protector, made no 
pretence to the healing virtue, the would-be applicant for the touch 
must either cross the sea or rest content with a gold piece which had 
been already blessed, unless some article dipped in the royal blood 
could be obtained. Browne,1 in common with Wiseman,2 expressed 
his belief in cures wrought by handkerchiefs, soaked on the scaffold 
of Charles I, Wiseman remarking that " those that were cured by 
his Blood wore no gold." 

For many years, one of the two shirts worn by Charles I on 
the day of his execution was venerated as a specific against 
scrofula, and Lord Redesdale tells us in his memoirs the 
story of this garment preserved in the house of his grandfather. 
Lord Ashburnham, as follows : 3 " The shirt was kept as a sacred 
relic by our ancestor, John Ashburnham, who attended His Majesty 
on the scaffold : it was deeply stained with the blood of the Martyr, 
and people used to beg to be allowed to touch it as a remedy for the 
King's Evil. When my grandmother came back from Florence, 
she asked the housekeeper where the shirt was. ' Quite safe, my lady,' 
was the answer, ' but it was so stained, that I have had it washed.' " 
We can but exclaim with Lord Redesdale, " The pity of i t ! " 

Both Wiseman4 and Browne5 lay stress on the fact that the 
angel was in no sense intended to act as an amulet. Wiseman says 
that " some attribute the cure to the Journey they take, and the 
change of Air ; others to the effects of the Imagination, and others 
to the wearing of gold," but he disputes this last mentioned allega-
tion, as we have seen, on the ground that no gold was worn by those 
cured by relics of the late king. Browne6 brings forward in support 
of his argument a story told by Tooker, instancing one whom 
" necessity compelled to sell it [her angel] and yet she remained well, 
whence H e " [Tooker] " a s other wise men have conjectured that 
the Gold given is only as the King's Charitable Token and no more." 

1 Charisma Basilicon, pp. 150-155. 2 Chirurgical Treatises, pp. 246-7. 
3 Memories by Lord Redesdale, vol. i, p. 26. 4 Chirurgical Treatises, p. 247. 
6 Charisma Basilicon. p. 13T, 6 Charisma Basilicon, p. 131. 
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" As to the giving of Gold," writes Browne in his preface, " this only 
shows His Majesties' Royal Well-wishes towards the Recovery of 
those who came to be healed. This Gold being hereat given as a 
Token of his Sacred Favour and Pledge of His best desires for them."1 

Some modern physicians have attributed such cures as were un-
doubtedly wrought principally to the power of mind over matter, 
but perhaps also partly to constant contact with the angel, in keeping 
alive the mental excitement. " Strong emotions, such as were 
inevitable in preparations for seeing the King, in the impression 
made by the ritual service of some length, the actual thrill caused 
by contact with royalty and the sustained expectations secured by 
the possession of the amulet, might set up chemical changes in the 
system of a stimulating and possibly beneficial kind."2 

Neither must the continual cleanliness impressed, even in Eliza-
bethan times, upon the poorer patients be entirely overlooked. But 
this is not the place to discuss the problem from the medical point of 
view, which has been ably examined by Dr. Crawfurd in his King's 
Evil. It is with the gold that we are concerned, and it is interesting 
to find Sir Thomas Browne, an eminent physician of Norwich in 
the seventeenth century, although a somewhat half-hearted believer 
in the royal touch, sending his patients to the king, and expressing 
a qualified and guardedly worded opinion with regard to the benefit 
attached to contact with gold. Whilst combatting as one of the 
" Vulgar Errors," which he exposed in his Pseudodoxia Epidemica. 
the axiom " that gold is a cordial," he yet spoke with reserve con-
cerning amulets, merely stating that " if amulets do work by emana-
tions from their bodies upon those parts whereunto they 
are appended . . . if they produce visible and real effects it may be 
unjust to deny the possible efficacy of gold."3 But it is 

1 Charisma Basilicon, p. 13 of his preface. 
2 See the King's Evil in its Relation to Psychotherapy, by Dr. Allen Starr, 

published in The Medical Record for December, 1917, p. 1106. See also Dr. Billings 
on the King's Touch for Scrofula. Proceedings, Charaka Club, 1906, pp. 69-71, quoted 
by Dr. Fielding Garrison in A Relic of the King's Evil, p. 234. 

3 Works of Sir Thomas Browne, edited by Simon Wilkins, vol. i, p. 172, edition of 
1852. His attitude towards healing by means of relics may be judged from his own 
words in his Religio Medici, vol. ii, p. 362, " That miracles have been I do believe, that 
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probable that like his successors in the science of medicine his regard 
for the amulet was as a mental help in form of suggestion. But 
we have said enough to show that other doctors besides the royal 
surgeons were advocates for the king's touch, and with the uneducated 
people the impression that the touchpiece was in itself an amulet 
was strong. 

Once Charles II was seated on his throne all necessity to fly to 
relics of the late king was passed. Pepys1 and Evelyn2 report that 
the restored monarch lost no time about beginning a popular cere-
mony. Unfortunately, according to the disappointed diarist's note, 
under date June 23, 1660, the weather nearly spoilt the effect. " To 
see the King touch people for the King's Evil ," writes Pepys. " But 
he did not come at all, it rayned so ; and the pour people were forced 
to stand in the rain in the garden. Afterwards he touched them 
in the banquetting h o u s e . T h e Mercurius Publicus gives a more 
courtly account of the proceedings as follows :3 " Saturday being 
appointed by his Majesty to touch such as were troubled with the 
Evil, a great company of poor afflicted Creatures were met together, 
many brought in Chairs and Flaskets and being appointed by 
his Majesty to repair to the Banqueting House, his Majesty sat in 
a Chair of State, where he strok'd all that were brought to him, 
and then put about each of their necks a white Ribbon with an Angel 

they yet may be wrought by the living I do not deny; but have no confidence in 
those which are fathered on the dead." In his letters to his son, we have ample 
evidence of his sending patients to Charles II. He writes: " Mrs. Verdon went 
to London to have her sonne touched . . . she was very earnest to have her little 
sonne touched being hard to admit of medecines," vol. iii, p. 456. Neither is this 
the only instance of his referring his patients to the king. John Browne also gives 
an account of a person successfully sent over to Breda by Sir Thomas to be healed, 
Charisma, p. 187. " He advised the parents of the Child to have it carryed over 
to the King (his own method being used ineffectually)." See also several other 
instances mentioned by Pettigrew on p. 149 of Superstitions connected with Medicine 
and Surgery. 

1 Pepys's Diary, ed. 1828, vol i, p. n o , June 23, 1660. 
2 Evelyn's Diary, ed. 1827, vol. ii, p. 151. Evelyn describes the ceremony 

fully under date July 6, 1660. He speaks as though this were the first time Charles 
touched in England, but this was not the case. 

3 Mercurius Publicus, No. 26, p. 407. Saturday, June 23, 1660. 
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of Gold on it. In this manner his Majesty stroak'd above 600 and 
such was his Princely patience and tenderness to the poor afflicted 
Creatures, that though it took up a very long time, His Majesty 
being never weary of wel-doing was pleased to make enquiry whether 
there were any more that had not been yet touch'd." The next 
number of the paper repeats that : " The Kingdom having been for 
a long time troubled with the evil by reason of His Majesty's Absence 
great numbers have recently flock'd for cure."1 But in spite of 
the apparent pleasure displayed by Charles in the first performance 
at Whitehall of this very disagreeable office,2 his " Princely patience " 
shortly gave out and we find a limit set to the number of applicants 
for healing. The Parliamentary Intelligencer of July 2-9, 1660, 
announced that " His Majesty on Monday last touched two hundred 
and fifty in the Banqueting Hall " . . . " His Majesty hath for the 
future appointed every Friday for the cure ; at which time two 
hundred and no more are to be presented to him."3 For these 
weekly ceremonies the late King's coins had to be provided, and as 
we have seen, when possible an angel was still procured, but we must 
ask ourselves the question, whether the coin was sufficient'y abun-
dant for the purpose. We have here evidence that Charles touched 
850 persons between Saturday, June 23, and the following Monday 
week, and after that date two hundred weekly for an indefinite 
period. 

That a break in the healings occurred, however, in the winter 
is clear, for one of the newspapers, Mercurius Publicus, early in the 
year 1660-1, whilst referring to the scandalous practice of certain 

1 Mercurius Publicus, No. 27, p. 430, July 2-9, 1660. 
2 Pepys, under date April 13, 1661, again refers to the king's behaviour in this 

trying ordeal. " I went to the Banquet-house and there saw the King heale for 
the first time that ever I saw him do it, which he did with great gravity and it seemed 
to me an ugly office and a simple one." Diary, vol. i, p. 187. Pepys does not allude 
to the subject again until April 10, 1667, a Wednesday in Easter week, when he 
reports that he went " to see the King heal the King's Evi l wherein no pleasure 
I having seen it before," vol. iii, p. 193. 

3 Parliamentary Intelligencer, No. 28, p. 437> July 2-9, 1660. See also Mercurius 
Publicus, No. 27, pp. 430-31. 
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persons, who for the sake of the gold piece came again and again 
to be touched, gave notice that : " The next Healing will begin 
six weeks hence."1 The first proclamation2 which I have seen under 
Charles II limiting the dates of the healings to a definite period is 
that of the 4th of July, 1662, and it establishes the receptions as 
" from the Feast of All Saints, commonly called Allhallowtide to 
a week before Christmas and in the month before Easter." The 
reason for this arrangement is given as " being the more convenient 
for the temperature of the season and in respect to any contagion 
that may happen.":t 

Towards the end of Charles II's reign these winter healings were 
by a proclamation under date January 9, 1683-4, further defined 
as from Allhallowtide (November 1) to a week before Christmas 

1 Mercurius Publicus, February 14-20, 1661, N.S. No. 7, p. 98. " We cannot 
but give notice that certain persons (too many would think) who having the King's 
Evill and have been touched by his Sacred Majesty, have yet the Forhead to come 
twice or thrice alledging they were never there before, till divers witnesses prove 
the contrary, which hath forced His Majesty to give order that whosoever hereafter 
comes to be touched shall first bring His Majesties Chirurgions a Certificate from 
the Minister and Church Wardens (where they live) that they never were touched 
b y His Majesty before. The next Healing will begin six weeks hence." The healings, 
in spite of this postponement in the month of February, totalled 1425 persons during 
the following March and April, inclusively of the remainder of February. 

2 In the Library of the Society of Antiquaries, Charles II, vol. i, No. 86, and 
Lord Crawford's Tudor and Stuart Proclamations, vol. i, No. 3364. The object 
of these limitations had been set forth by a Proclamation of James I ; see Antiquaries, 
James I, vol. i, No. 18, and Lord Crawford, No. 1x82, stating that persons had 
" forborne to approch or offer themselves to the former Kings of this Realm during the 
Summer time," but that the order " hath bene of late neglected and such people 
useth to repaire indifferently at all times." James therefore decided to heal between 
Easter and Michaelmas only. The command was repeated by Charles I, who 
proclaimed that the usual great healing seasons had been Easter and Whitsuntide and 
should in future be Easter and Michaelmas, see Antiquaries, Charles I, vol. i, No. 45, 
June, 1626, and Lord Crawford's No. 1480; see also Antiquaries, vol. iii, No. n i a June. 
1629, Crawford, No. 1585; Antiquaries, vol. ii, No. 14.6, March, 1631, Crawford, 
No. 1 6 3 1 ; Antiquaries, vol. ii, No. 153; October, 1631, Crawford, No. 1638 ; also 
July, 1638, Crawford, Nos. 1779 and 1780, and Sept., 1639, Crawford, No. 1809. 

3 Mercurius Publicus, July 10-17, 1662. No. 28, p. 439. 
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(December 18) and after Christmas until March i , when healing-
was to cease till Passion week.1 

Before the issue of the proclamation on July 4, 1662, or the pro-
mulgation of some further official regulations on the same day,2 

which embraced several new rules concerning the tickets for the cere-
mony, certain newspaper notices appeared at various dates putting 
off the Healing during the hot weather,3 a custom so well known 
as to need no special proclamation until a slight change was made in 
the usual procedure as above stated. In the Mercurius Publicus and 
the Public Intelligencer early in May, 1661, I find regulations con-
cerning " Friday next (May 10) and Wednesday (May 15) being the 
last dayes his Majesty intends to heal, till the heat of the weather 
be allayed, and His Majesties further pleasure be known, whereof 
his good subjects shall have timely notice."4 But in the months 
immediately succeeding the Restoration there was no relaxation 
possible in spite of heat and fatigue, and the list6 kept by Thomas 

1 Proclamation of January 9, 1683-4, Library of Antiquaries, Charles II, vol. i i , 
No. 284A and Lord Crawford's No. 3755- The London Gazette, No. 1898, January 24 
to 28, 1683, published, " by authority " the report of the Council at Whitehall, where 
these directions were issued. This document is also to be found in Dr. Crawfurd's 
King's Evil, p. 186. 

2 See our p. 128. 
3 Kingdom's Intelligencer, No. 18, p. 265, April 29 to May 6, 1661, and 

Mercurius Publicus, No. 18, p. 288, May 2 to 9, 1661. " We are commanded to give 
notice that his Majesty finds the season, already so hot, that it will be neither safe 
nor fit, to continue his healing such as have the King's Evil, and therefore that his 
Majesties good Subjects therein concern'd would at present forbear to come to Court." 

4 Ibid. 
5 Account of the Persons touched by His Sacred Majesty, which forms the Appendix 

of John Browne's Charisma. As the list begins in May it clearly included some 
private healings either on the king's arrival in London on his birthday, May 29, 
or the following two days, or possibly even at Dover on May 26. In any case some 
private healings must be added to the 850 in June, of which the newspapers spoke, for 
Haynes's entries are as follows : " May and June, 900; July, 1084; August, 7 8 1 ; 
September, 1 6 9 1 ; -November, December, January, 1549." He makes a total of 
6725, but the figures for these months correctly added should be 6005. The sub-
divisions into years are somewhat arbitrary, the scribe starting afresh in February, 
March or May as the fancy takes him. 



Touchpieces for the King's Evil. 1 1 3 

Haynes, " Serjeant of His Majesties Chapel Royal," supplies the 
information that the king touched 900 persons in May and June, 
and 1084 in July, 1660, with a total, inclusive of many patients in 
August, September, November, December and January of 6005, so 
that we may assume no prohibition was put forth in these first few 
months of the king's reign. 

The postponements owing to the heat of the weather1 became 
more insistent as years went on, and the newspapers towards the 
middle of Charles II's reign2 are replete with orders that " By reason 
of the approaching Summer his Majestie has been pleased to Declare 
that there shall be no further Public Touching for the Evil till the 
Heats be over." Or yet again, " W e are commanded to give notice 
that by reason of the great Heats which are growing on, there will 
be no further Touching for the Evil till Michaelmas." Moreover, 
we find the king complaining in one of the last years of his life of 
the abuse of his kindness. " Whereas Public Notice was given in 
April last that his Majesty would Touch no more3 for the Evil till 
towards Michaelmas next, notwithstanding which several have 
followed His Majestie to Windsor at this unseasonable time for 
prevention whereof all ministers, churchwardens and others con-
cerned in granting certificates are not to grant such certificates till 
towards Michaelmas next." In spite, however, of these stringent 
regulations, we shall later see that Charles continued throughout 
the whole of his reign to touch when on progress, whatever the time 

1 The Newes, No. 38, May, 1664, and The Intelligencer, No. 37, May, 1664 : 
" His Majesty having declared it to be his Royall Will and purpose to continue 
the Healing of his People for the Evil during this month of May and then to give 
over till Michaelmas next." 

* The London Gazette, No. 145, April 8, 1667. Ibid., May, 1667, Nos. 154, 
5, 7, 8, 9. April, 1668, Nos. 252 and 254. April, 1670, No. 463. April, 1671, Nos. 565, 
6. April, 1672, No. 668. April, 1673, Nos. 771 and 772. In spite of these 
prohibitions it is interesting to find that Charles touched 133 persons in July, 1671, and 
215 in August, and again 116 in June, 1673, see Charisma, Appendix. 

5 London Gazette, No. 1832, June 11, 1683. The prohibition to which the 
king referred may be found in the London Gazette under date April 9, 1683, No. 1814. 
" His Majestie will not, after this week touch any more for the Evill till towards 
Michaelmas." 

i 
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of year, although the number of supplicants for healing in June, 
July and August, might usually be numbered by scores and even 
at times by tens or units, as appears from the official registers, as 
against the hundreds or thousands of the Autumn, Winter and Spring. 
Easter time and Michaelmas remained always the great healing seasons. 

That Charles, like his predecessors, touched during his pro-
gresses is evidenced by the Chapel Royal lists of persons coming to 
be healed. Only four months in twenty-one years, namely 
one solitary October, one December, one January and one 
February are entirely blank. Curiously enough, although 
amongst the cold months, January carries the record of 
the fewest cases,1 and a fair number of patients are chronicled in 
the heat of the summer, when according to regulations we should 
expect to find none. These entries certainly point to progresses. 
Large healings, of as many as 227 persons, are entered on one 
day late in the month of May, 1677, and upwards of 544 in the four 
weeks in a torn sheet2 of the register, now in the manuscripts at 
Washington in the Surgeon-General's Library. Neither is the 
Chapel Royal list devoid of summer healings. 

We have also in Baptist May's Privy Purse accounts purchases 
made at Portsmouth, Plymouth and Windsor, in September, 1670,1678 
and 1679.3 Again, information kindly supplied to me by the past and 
present vicars of Portsmouth, shows that thirty-four persons were 
touched in that city on September 6, 1683, and five on the 10th of 
the same month in 1684.4 The Exchequer papers are useful, noting 
in September, 1668, that money was demanded for healing, " the 
King being now about to goe a progress."5 

On August 27, 1683, no doubt for the same expedition which 
included the visit to Portsmouth, we meet with a letter addressed 

See Charisma, Appendix. 
The year date is torn from this sheet, but comparison with Browne's monthly 

totals indicates that this is 1677. The Washington MSS. are valuable because they 
give the healings day by day, whereas Browne only notes the totals of each month. 

8 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Rolls 2795 and 2796. Public Record Office. 
* Information supplied by the Rev. R. Medlicott and the Rev. W. H. David. 
' MS. Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 312. P.R.O. 
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to Charles Duncombe, Treasurer and Cashier of Excise, desiring 
him to " Forthwith pay £500 into the Exchequer for healing medals, 
which must be done on your receipt of this, because the King will 
heal at Winchester as soon as he comes thither, which will be on 
Wednesday night."1 It is satisfactory to know that the payment 
was made on September 1. In the preceding June, one of the usually 
barred months, we find £100 suddenly requisitioned, " to be paid 
as soon as possible " with the memorandum, " Paid June 15th."2 

Sir Thomas Browne, writing on September 22, 1680, notes that: 
" The King is at Newmarket and hath good wether for his races and 
falconrie; divers go from hence to bee touched, butt what chirur-
geons are there I yett understand not, nor what physitians attend his 
Majestie."3 On another occasion, in the preceding October, he men-
tions writing "unto Serjeant Knight," then obviously in waiting on 
Charles at Newmarket, and sending " certificates for the Evill for 
divers."4 

But there is no need to bring forward further evidence on the 
custom of healing on progress, irrespective of the season, hot or cold. 

The proclamation of January 9, 1683-4, to which I just have 
had occasion to refer,5 was not merely designed for the purpose of 
limiting somewhat the healing seasons, but was intended to enforce 
orders too much neglected concerning certificates and registration. 
It has been mistakenly regarded as indicating a new regulation in 
ordering that a register should be kept in the parishes, whence the 
sick came, of the persons to whom ministers and churchwardens had 
granted certificates. These signed recommendations, as is well 
known, had been demanded from the time of Charles I onward,6 but 
some doubt has been expressed as to the time when registration of the 
patients' names was first required, to ensure the fact that they 

1 MS. Out-letters General, vol. vii, T. 27, 7, p. 203. P.R.O. 
2 Calendar of Treasury Papers, vol. vii, pp. 834 and 841 and Dispositions Book 

ii, T. 61, 2, p. 236. 
3 Browne's Works. Correspondence; edition of 1836, p. 266. 
1 Ibid., p. 259. Oct. 2, 1679. 
6 See our p. i l l . 
6 See British Numismatic Journal, vol. xii, p. 112. 
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presented themselves for the first time for the king's touch. There 
is no doubt that, if not general, the practice of keeping such registers 
was early instituted by many of the parish clergy, and lists of names 
are found at least as far back as 1673.1 But this need excite no 
surprise, for the newspapers of the year 1672 published the direction, 
" That the Ministers in their respective Parishes do keep a constant 
Register of such Persons, to whom they give their Certificates."2 

It is, however, obvious that this regulation was much neglected, and 
probably owing to the representation of John Browne, whose book 
on the subject was just published, the Council Meeting, January 9, 
1683-4, w a s called to enforce it, for the London Gazette of the 
following October called attention to continued lapses in this par-
ticular and rehearsed the king's commands.3 A printed copy of the 
Proclamation was placed in all the churches and a blank sample 
Certificate was pasted into the parish registers and many such may 
be seen by the curious. Dr. Magrath mentions in his Flemings in 
Oxfordi that in the Grasmere Church register is a copy of a certificate 
dated February 4, 1684, immediately after the issue of the Council 

1 The King's Evil, by Dr. Crawfurd, p. 109. See register at Merstham, Surrey, 
October 6,1673. See also Proceedings, Hants Field Club, vol. vii, Part iii, pp. x l i -
xlii, where it is stated that the second volume of the Parish Register of St. Thomas' 
Portsmouth contains the list of persons, to which I have referred, touched from 
September, 1683, preceded by a certificate, and this is prior to the issue of the 
proclamation, although not so early as the above registers at Merstham. 

1 London Gazette, Nov. 21,1672, No. 731. " His Majesty hath Commanded . . . 
that Notice be given that no Person whatsoever do come to be Healed of the King's 
Evil , unless they bring a Certificate under the Hands and Seals of the Ministers 
and Churchwardens of the Parish they inhabit that they have not been Touched 
before, and his Majesty requires That the Ministers in their respective Parishes do 
keep a constant Register of such Persons to whom they give their Certificates." 

3 The London Gazette, October 20-28, 1684, No. 1975, states that " His Majesties 
Chirurgeons Complain That notwithstanding his Majesty's Order in Council of 
the 9th of January last past, there is in some Parishes great neglect in Registering 
and Sealing Certificates given to those that come to be Touched by His Majesty 
for the Disease commonly called the King's Evi l ." Then follow directions that they 
" be more careful for the future and the certificate is given in full." The same notice 
is repeated on October 23-27. No. 1976. 

4 The Flemings in Oxford, by Richard Magrath, D.D., vol. i, p. 453, note 3. 
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Order. It is signed by Henry Fleming as Rector of Grasmere and 
the Churchwardens, and is to the effect that " David Harrison of 
the sd Parish aged about fourteen years is afflicted as wee are 
credibly enformed with the disease comonly called the King's Evil 
and (to the best of or knowledge) hath not heretofore been Touched 
by his Majesty for ye sd Desease." Such with some slight variation 
is the formula throughout the reign.1 But all the insistence in the 
world did not prevent patients from coming again and again to be 
touched, be it from belief in the healing power of the royal hand or 
the hope of obtaining a second or even a third piece of gold, by fraudu-
lently pretending that they had not before been seen by the king.2 

But in our search after the precautions with which Charles 
naturally tried to insure himself against imposition in this fatiguing 
ceremonial and protection against the growing expenses of the dole, 
we have wandered far from the actual " healing-piece," which is 
the subject of our enquiries. 

Let us, therefore, return to the summer and autumn of 1660, 
and see how the matter stood as regarded the coinage, and endeavour 
to find out what healing-pieces were available for the king's use, 
in the early days when Charles received all who presented themselves 
to him, despite the " summer heat." We find3 that at least 2000 or 
more persons had been " touched " before the order was issued early 
in August, for engraving the dies for any gold coinage, to which nearly 

1 I purpose to give the words of the usual certificate when later discussing 
this matter in our next volume, but those curious in such matters will find typical 
copies from Wadhurst, Sussex, Harewell Chapel, Hertfordshire, and Waterfall, 
near Leek, in Dr. Crawfurd's King's Evil, pp. n o - i l l , and I am indebted to the 
Rev. R. S. Medlicott, late Vicar of Portsmouth, and the Rev. J. G. Paton of South 
Stoneham, near Southampton, for further information, which I hope to publish 
later. 

2 Certain patients came avowedly for a second touch on the failure to cure 
or the recurrence of the malady, making no secret of their desire. Such a case is 
mentioned by Dr. Crawfurd—King's Evil, p. log—-of a clergyman who stated that 
he had been touched twice by Charles II and three times by James II. 

* Browne's Charisma, Appendix, Thomas Haynes's List of Persons touched 
by his Sacred Majesty King Charles II for the Cure of the King's Evil. 4466 persons 
had been touched by Charles by the end of September. 
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another 2000 patients may be added before thought was bestowed 
upon the angel coin in particular in the middle of September, 1660. 

We have seen that Thomas Simon was commanded to make 
dies for this angel on September 18, 1660, and the warrant for engrav-
ing stamps for silver and gold pieces in general had preceded this 
order on August 10, the indenture under which they were to be 
issued being dated July 20.1 The second coinage, bearing value 
marks, followed in November, 1661. The trial of the pyx of July 9, 
1663, which embraced unites, double crowns and British crowns, must 
have contained types both with and without value marks, and these 
samples amounted in coined money to £52.2 At the rate of one gold 
piece to a " journey " of 15 lbs., this does not suggest a very large issue 
of ten-shilling pieces, seeing that the above-mentioned £52 must 
cover all denominations. Snelling, however, gives a weight of 
945 lbs. as converted into gold money by the end of that year. The 
new milled coinage consisting of guineas from 1663 onward, unsupple-
mented by half-guineas until 1669, must have awaited the pyx trial of 
August in that year, for the preceding pyx, under date July 4, 1664, 
although clearly devoted to the milled coin, first issued in June, 
1662, gives evidence of no gold coins at all, and contained the new 
silver 5s., 2s. 6d., is. 2d., and id. pieces only. Until, therefore, the 
touchpiece comes upon the scene, in 1664-5, the choice of healing-
pieces at the disposal of Charles II, even had he earlier abandoned the 
use of fine standard gold for the purpose,3 was very limited indeed, and 
we seem driven to the conclusion that he used only the angels of 
his predecessors, especially those of James I, which are not rare and 
are more often pierced than the number of patients under that king 
would appear to justify. Charles II touched 6005 persons between 
May and January, 1660-1, inclusive, 4617 by the end of February, 
1661, 4275 in 1662, 4727 in 1663, and 3358 before the beginning of 

1 See Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2087. 
2 The " P y x Trials of the Commonwealth, Charles II and James I I , " by Henry 

Symonds, Numismatic Chronicle, 4th series, vol. xv, p. 347. 
3 We shall later judge from the Graham manuscripts that Charles preferred fine 

gold for healing until February, 1664-5, see our p. 157. 
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October in 1664.1 The Mercurius Publicus, No. 14, p. 209,2 under 
date April 3 to April 10, 1662, noted that " in this and the last year 
there have been betwixt fifteen and sixteen thousand already 
touch'd." Although this is, as we see, exaggerative, we have really 
a total of 22,982 persons coming to be healed in the first four years 
of Charles' reign, after the Restoration, and against these numbers we 
must set a comparatively small new coinage of no more than 2137 lb. 
weight Troy,3 plus the pieces left in circulation at the time of Charles I's 
death. The young king would naturally not employ, for healing 
purposes, the coins of the Commonwealth, all of which he made 
haste to withdraw from circulation.4 Pepys, writing on December 
11, 1666, tells us of a conversation he " took down in writing from 
the mouth " of one Temple, who roughly estimated the money then 
in the country at about £30,000,000. This man informed Pepys 
that " before the Harp and Cross money was cried down, he and his 
fellow goldsmiths did make particular trials what proportion that 
money bore to the old King's money, and they found that generally 
it come to, one with another, about 251 in every 1001."5 . . " H e 
tells me," writes the diarist, " about 350,000' sterling was coined 
out of the French money, the proceeds of Dunkirke,6 so that, with 

1 The totals are mine, for a great number of the columns in the Register, as 
printed by Browne, are wrongly cast, and I have acted on the presumption that 
the mistakes lie more probably in the casting of the figures than in the individual 
items month by month. 

2 See also The Kingdom's Intelligencer, No. 14, p. 224. 
3 Snelling's View of the Gold Coinage, p. 36, whose figures, reckoning gold as he 

does at £3 17s. 10d. per ounce, show a coinage of £99,867 before the advent of 
the touchpiece. 

4 Proclamation in the Library of the Society of Antiquaries, Charles II, vol. i, 
No. 64, Lord Crawford's No. 3326, under date September 7, 1661, calling in " the 
Cross and Harp money " before December 1, and Nos. 72 and 73, Lord Crawford's 
Nos. 3342-3343, extending the liberty of passing Commonwealth coins until May 1, 
1662. 

5 Diary, vol ii, pp. 348-9. 
6 Charles II in October, 1662, sold Dunkirke to Louis X I V for 5,000,000 francs. 

It had been ceded to the English in 1658. In Slingsby's Accounts (Pipe Office), 
Roll 2088, we find that in November, 1662, 300 chests, each chest containing 5000 
crowns, or 20,000 livres Tournois, were paid into the Mint to be coined into English 
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what was coined of the Cross money, there is new coined about 
1,000.000', besides the gold, which is guessed about 500,000'." 
This estimate of the amount of gold coin issued is not very convincing, 
for the more reliable Mint Accounts set out the weight of gold coined 
between July 20, 1660, and December 31,1662, at 918 pounds, eight 
ounces, three pennyweights and two grains,1 and from January 1, 
1662, to December 20, 1666, at three thousand four hundred and 
thirty-one pounds weight, eight ounces, four dwts.2 Snelling 
brings out the account considerably higher, namely at 5568 lbs. for 
these years,3 but if we be guided by the Declared Accounts we have 
a total coined of 4350 lbs. 4 oz. 7 dwt. 2 grs. by the time when 
Pepys made his note, and this amount of bullion would produce 
less than £200,000, and even according to Snelling not more than 
£260,270, so that the goldsmith's guess of £500,000 must be dismissed 
as exaggerative.4 The amount of the Dunkirke silver is also a little 
over-stated, nevertheless the remark as to the proportion of old 
money to new as it passed through his hands is not without 
interest. 

The coins of James I and Charles I were naturally retained in 

current money " b y ye new way by ye mill Presse." The greater part of this silver, 
at £3 the pound, which produced £327,725 18s. 1 \d., is accounted for in 1663, but some 
payments are of 1665-1666. This document runs to 1670, but was only audited 
October 18, 1680. Snelling, by an obvious misprint, gives the entire silver coinage 
of 1663 as £3,305,077 14s. od. This should probably read £305,077, or possibly 
£330,507. Slingsby's account, which shows that 98,485 lbs. 8 ozs. 9 dwts. 4 grains 
of the Dunkirke money produced £295,457 2s. 3d., inclines us to believe that the 
98,412 lbs. 13 ozs. 18 dwts. 8 grains, stated by Snelling to have been coined in 
1663, should not have realised even so large a sum as £300,000, if silver stood at £3 
per pound weight. 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2087. 
2 Declared Accounts, Mint Warden's Account, Bundle 1601, No. 55. 
3 Snelling's View of the Gold Coinage of England, p. 36. 
4 The hammered unite was first issued in 1660 at the weight of 140!^ grains, 

but in 1661 the second issue followed in or after November, 1661, at I 3 i i f grains. 
The gold coined between 1660 and 1666, as set out in these two Mint Accounts, may 
be roughly estimated therefore as producing some £190,000. The guineas from 1663 
to 1670 maintained the weight of the second unite, but in the latter year there was 
a final reduction to 1 2 9 f t grains. 



Touchpieces for the King's Evil. 117 

circulation, but by a proclamation1 under date August 26, 1661, their 
value had been raised and an order issued making " the piece of gold 
called the Angel, now current at eleven shillings, to be current at 
eleven shillings, eightpence . . . and the ten-shilling Angel to 
be current at ten shillings, eight pence."2 The other coins experienced 
a similar rise in rating, and Charles II until the advent of his specially 
coined medal must have found his healing expenses both troublesome 
and onerous to meet. True it is that much foreign money was 
current, and the Kingdom's Intelligencer, under date February 11, 
1660-1, gives a list of such Spanish and French pieces amongst which 
the nearest in value to the old Angel are " single duccats to pass at 
nine shillings," but it is very unlikely that Charles would, apart from 
his predilection for fine standard gold, use other than English 
coins for healing. The angels of Charles I were rare, and, as I have 
suggested in my former article,3 limited possibly to little more than 
the output actually necessary for " touching" purposes at the 
time of their coinage. The double crowns, struck previously to 
1619 and valued at 11s., being the half of the unites at 22s., were in 
August, 1660, raised to u s . 9d., in accordance with the rise to 23s. 6d. 
of the latter coin. The pieces, issued subsequently to 1619, namely 
the half-unites or half-laurels of James I and the double crowns of 
Charles I, which had stood at 10s., were now priced at 10s. 8d., 
together with the new current half-broads of Charles II himself,4 

1 See Lord Crawford's Tudor and Stuart Proclamations, vol. i, No. 3324. Library 
of Antiquaries, Charles II, vol. i, No. 63. 

2 B y this proclamation a distinction was drawn between the angels at n s . , 
obviously those of James I issued before 1619, weighing 71^ grains, and the coins 
which followed between that date and the year 1625, weighing at first 65^1 grains 
and then 64H-. The angels of Charles I weighing 64ft , issued at 10s., were, as we 
see, raised by this proclamation only to 10s. 8d., a fact noted by Ruding, vol. ii, p. 5-
but which appears to have been overlooked by Dr. Kenyon in his Gold Coins of 
England, p. 169, for he draws no distinction between the 10s. and u s . angels. 

2 British Numismatic fournal, vol. xii, pp. 130-133. 
4 This is the half-broad at 70j f grains, without value mark, which had been 

issued at 140I-T grains to the unite, the same weight as those of Charles I. The 
coins with value mark at 1 3 1 H grains were issued subsequently to this pro-
clamation. 
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and were probably less difficult to obtain than the angels, 
but the half unites of James I and of his son are rarely found 
pierced with the accuracy denoting official piercing, and I have 
very seldom seen a half-unite of Charles II's own new coinage 
with a hole in it. These pieces and the half-broads are far more 
rare than the unites and broads, and on the whole the very large 
number of James I's pierced angels, in excess of the demand for 
healing-pieces in the lifetime of that king, leads me to conclude that 
until Charles II's touchpiece was made, he used his father's angels, 
and when he could not get them—a frequent occurrence—those of 
his grandfather or even Elizabeth. We observe in the accounts of 
the Keeper of the Privy Purse the purchase " on extraordinary 
occasions " of " angells," not " healing medalls " be it noted, so late 
as 1677 and 1678. For coins thus bought on progress, the surgeon, 
John Knight,1 appears to have given about 10s. to 10s. 1 0 e a c h . 2 

In an interesting article on touchpieces published in Canada, 
our member Mr. R. W. McLachlan put forth some years ago the 
suggestion that the gap in the history of healing-pieces might have 
been bridged by the use of a brass or copper touchpiece. He based 
his theory partly on the then received notion that a small medal, 
really used, as I have shown, by Charles I, as an entrance ticket 
to the ceremony, was a true healing-piece, and deemed it likely that 
Charles II had adopted the base metal token, or coin, catalogued as 

1 John Knight, the purchaser, was appointed Serjeant-Surgeon in 1661. He 
was one of those who had attended Charles on his voyage from The Hague to Dover 
at the Restoration in 1660, and was, as Mr. D'Arcy Power tells us in his Serjeant 
Surgeons of England and their Office, constantly employed in matters, both naval 
and military, connected with the wounded in the Dutch war. John Browne some-
what bitterly complains, in his Charisma, p. 93, of the frequency with which " touching 
medals were purchasable, being seen and found in Gold Smiths' shops." 

XX 
2 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2796," for iiij xi j Angells bought at Plymouth 

the VIP11 of September, 1677 x lv j u and for thirteen peeces bought at Windsor on 
the xxx t h Sepembr 1678- v i j " x v j d . " John Knight also bought 94 " pieces " in 
March and April for £49 5s., namely at 10s. 6d. a piece, but it is not specified that 
these were angels. Other purchases in 1667-69 and 1669-1670 are described as 
" m e d a l l s " and work out at 9s., 9s. 4d., 9s. 1 o\d. and 10s. each. See Declared 
Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2795. 
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" Halfpenny Pattern No. 1 " b y Mr. Montagu.1 The likeness in 
legend and design between the gold touchpiece of Charles II 
and this so-called " h a l f p e n n y " naturally suggested that if 
before, or immediately after the Restoration, a base healing-piece 
were in use, no extant coin or medal could better have been suited 
in design. The type exists in fair quantities in pure copper, and in 
the same metal with a broad band of brass, although such specimens 
are hard to find ; also wholly in brass, and sometimes, if rather less 
rarely, we meet it in brass with a margin of copper. Proofs in 
silver are also known,2 and I have heard of a single example in tin.3 

I t is occasionally found pierced, and this fact gave colour to Mr. 
McLachlan's suggestion. It is not infrequent to notice upon speci-
mens an upright nick in the margin near the word DEO, above the 
angel's head, betokening probably that these examples had been 

S O L I D E O G L O R I A H A L F P E N N Y ( ? ) I N C O P P E R W I T H B R A S S B A N D . 

returned to the mint for reissue, as was ordered with regard to 
tickets under Charles I, and I cannot help feeling that the " Soli 
Deo Gloria Hal fpenny," as it is commonly called, is no other than 
the admission ticket to the post-Restoration healings. Failing the 

1 The Numismatist, March, 1912. Mr. McLachlan, in his A Touchpiece of 
Henry IX, refers to the piece as follows : — " Notwithstanding Montagu's attribution, 
I claim this to be a true touchpiece, probably issued during the exile of Charles II, 
when he held a mock Court in Holland, or during the first years of his Restoration, 
when he touched such multitudes." 

2 Montagu's Copper Coins of England, p. 41, pattern x. 
3 Information supplied by Mr. A. Baldwin, who tells me he has once seen a 

tin specimen, but trace of it is now lost. In the Hoblyn sale, December 7, 1906, 
a cast example in pewter was sold as part of Lot 131, but it was described as " possibly 
only a forgery." 
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all-important proof of finding an order for making such passes in 
the Treasury Papers,1 as I did concerning the tokens of Charles I,2 

I m a y be permitted to put forth three arguments in favour of this 
theory. Firstly, the change in the constituent parts would be 
useful in checking forgery, as the fraudulent person could not know 
beforehand what metal the surgeon would use for his pass on any 
particular occasion. Secondly, we b y no means invariably find 
a hole for suspension as should be the case, if never used for any 
other purpose. Thirdly, the lettering, the ship and the figure of 
St. Michael, are all characteristic of the technique in use at the Mint 
in England at the time when the gold touchpiece was made and the 
same puncheon portraying the angel on the reverse was certainly 
used in making the die for Charles II 's earliest touchpieces, and for 
the silver pattern piece figured below in which the workmanship can 
best be studied. 

Broken punches for the obverse and reverse, both of the ship 
and angel, are in the Mint Museum, and Mr. Hocking refers their 
use to the touchpiece and halfpenny indifferently.3 The fact that 
St. Michael's figure fits the gold piece and is somewhat over-margined 

1 I have sought in vain through the Mint Accounts, Declared Accounts, Pipe 
or Audit Office, and the Treasury and State Papers Domestic. The declared accounts 
of the Mint deal with gold and silver, whilst copper is only mentioned as alloy. 

2 See British Numismatic Journal, vol. xii, pp. 123-125. 
3 Catalogue of Coins, Tokens, Medals, Dies and Seals in the Museum of the Royal 

Mint, by W. J. Hocking, vol. i, Nos. 1366 and 1374, and vol. ii, Nos. 105 and 106. 
Mr. Hocking kindly informs me that he based his conclusions on the identity of 
measurement and, so far as could be judged, in the worn state of the punches, on 
execution and design. As regards the obverse, however, slight details, discernible 
in very fine specimens, incline me to believe that a new punch was made for the 
larger piece. 

S I L V E R P A T T E R N F O R A D M I S S I O N T I C K E T . 
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b y the large flan of the Soli Deo Gloria Halfpenny (?) should, I 
venture to suggest, place the healing-piece earlier than the ticket 
of admission, and we have certain knowledge that the touchpiece 
first saw the light in February, 1664-5. In default, then, of further 
evidence, it seems likely that the so-called halfpenny is the admission 
ticket, officially made to correspond with the new medal in 1665, or 
even after the expenses of the healing ceremony had been subjected 
to drastic reform in 1667. In favour of this date I may call atten-
tion to the six-pointed star, below the figure of the archangel, a 
mint-mark which was used on a medal by John Roettiers in 1667. 
But this cannot be taken as positive proof, inasmuch as a ticket 
was urgently required and no other suitable jetton is known to us. 
T h e fact that a star is also found on earlier patterns, especially 
those made b y David Ramage, 1 must give us pause to think. But 
Ramage died in or before 1662, and no change ensued in the type 
of the Halfpenny (?), and there can be little doubt that the suc-
cessive touchpieces are by one hand, and that the hand of John 
Roettiers. The collection of dies and puncheons which Matthew 
Young presented to the British Museum in 1828,2 although it em-
braces many medals by different members of the Roettiers family, 
contains b y no means all the pieces mentioned in the list of those 
left in the possession of Norbert Roettiers's widow in 1728. We 
cannot, therefore, regard its absence from this collection as any 
proof it was not made b y one of the three Roettiers brothers. W e 
must remember that such dies and puncheons as were of an official 
nature were confiscated by William I l l ' s government in 1697,3 when 

1 Some of the pattern farthings are signed R, and have been attributed to Thomas 
Rawlins, who lived until 1670, but I think all those with the mullet are by David 
Ramage, the maker of several pattern pieces by mill and screw under the Common-
wealth. He continued to work for Charles II. The exact date of his death is not 
known, but his widow is mentioned in November, 1662, as still living at the Mint 
and refusing to move on the death of her husband. See Calendar State Papers 
Domestic, 1662, p. 548. 

* For the description of this collection, see " Concerning some Roettiers Dies," 
by Helen Farquhar, Numismatic Chronicle, 4th series, vol. xvii, pp. 126-165. 

3 See British Numismatic Journal, vol. viii, pp. 257-260, " Portraiture of the 
Stuart Monarchs," by Helen Farquhar, and MS. Treasury Book, T. 29, vol. ix, p .253. 
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John and James Roettiers were accused of working for the exiled 
Stuarts and some pieces, being considered as compromising, were 
concealed and destroyed by the artists themselves during the enquiry 
into their affairs in that year. 

There is in the Mint Museum yet another punch, portraying 
St. Michael, on a slightly larger scale than that to which I have 
referred. The archangel is described in the catalogue as " in full 
armour and with a halo." " H e strides," writes Mr. Hocking, 
" across the dragon, which has a larger head and is without the 
protruding tongue."1 Whether this be the punch for an earlier 
admission ticket, who shall say ? Mr. Hocking has identified this 
punch with no medal known to us, and I must wait until the Mint 
Museum, closed during the war, is again open before I can form any 
personal opinion as to workmanship or date, which might suggest a 
decision. Was the punch made for the missing token specially 
ordered by Charles I, or some unknown angel ? Or yet again, was 
it an early admission ticket of Charles II ? The fact that tickets 
after the Restoration were used from 1660 onward is quite clear. 
In the pressure of work at the Mint, it is, however, possible that, 
at first, written or non-metal passes were given out by the physi-
cians, for the more urgent affair of the touch-piece itself did not 
receive attention until February 24, 1664-5. 

1 might even venture to suggest in this connection the possible 
use of the so-called farthing tentatively ascribed by Mr. Montagu 
to the time of Charles I,2 bearing the legend L O R D — G I V E T H Y 

— B L E S S I N G . It is more characteristic of the latter than of the 
former half of the seventeenth century in respect of workmanship, 
and the author of The Copper Coins of England indeed glances at 
the possibility that it may not have been struck until after the death 
of Charles I.3 Dr. Parkes-Weber called attention in The Lancet of 
June 27, 1914, to the suitability of this little jetton to the purposes 

' Mint Catalogue, vol. ii, No. 109. 
2 Montagu 7. Copper Coins of England, p. 23. 
3 " It is possible," writes Mr. Montagu, " that this piece is a jetton struck on 

and after the execution of the king." 





To face p. 127.] 
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of a healing pass, but ascribed it to the time of the first Charles, 
when, as we have seen,1 another medalette held the field until it was 
supplanted by one of a larger size " in bredthe the compasse of an 
angell," a requirement not fulfilled by the farthing (?) known as 
Montagu 7. 

I take this opportunity of reproducing from the Washington 
collection a sketch on an enlarged scale of a touchpiece or admission 
ticket of Charles II. Like the drawing used by Charles I's surgeon, 
illustrated in our last volume, this pen and ink sketch was no doubt 
made early in the nineteenth century.2 Whether the collector of 
these manuscripts now in the Surgeon-General's Library had seen a 
variant of the official pass or a touchpiece and left it thus on record, 
we are, alas, unable to say. Possibly he omitted finishing touches 
and forgot to add the angel's wings and the protruding tongue of 
the dragon, but in view of the unidentified punch in the Mint 
Museum, I have thought it worth while to place the drawing in 
our volume, although I am unable at present to say whether it 
bears, excepting in this latter particular of the tongue, any 
resemblance to the punch. 

In our last volume I gave details concerning the fabrication 
within the Mint of Charles I's official pass, because unauthorised 
persons had copied that issued by his surgeon and had fraudulently 
obtained admission to the healing service for the sake of the gold 
angel. But it may be well to give proofs that Charles II was not 
less upon his guard than his father had been against imposition. 
The Mercurius Publicus3 and Parliamentary Intelligencer4 of the early 
weeks of July, 1660, state that " Tickets " for the Friday healings 
were to be obtained every Wednesday and Thursday. " Mr. 
Knight, his Majesty's Chirurgeon, living at the Cross Guns in Russel 
Street, Covent Garden, over against the Rose tavern," signified his 
readiness to be " at his house " on these days " from two till six of 

1 British Numismatic Journal, vol. xii, pp. 121—126. 
2 See British Numismatic Journal, vol. xii, facing p. 120. 
3 Mercurius Publicus, No. 27, p. 430, July 2-9, 1660. 
1 Parliamentary Intelligencer, No. 28, July 2-9, 1660. 
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the clock to attend that service." He was, moreover, willing to 
wait upon " any person of quality at their own lodgings." 1 

Let us turn to the official orders issued on this subject, namely 
The Ordinances made by King Charles II for the Government of his 
Household,2 which although undated, must obviously have been 
compiled shortly after the Restoration, and in them we shall find 
directions concerning access to the royal presence. " Whereas many 
infirm persons resort for healing to Our Court and first for their 
probation flock to the lodgings of our Chirurgion within Our House 
(which is not only noysome, but very dangerous in time of infection) 
Wee command that henceforth no such resort be permitted within Our 
House, but that probation of such persons as are to be brought to 
Our presence be made in other places, without admitting any into 
the House till the day for healing be appointed by Us and order 
given for the same by Our Lord Chamberlain or Vice-Chamberlain 
who only are to move us in this." 

In July, 1662, official regulations concerning touching appear 
and may be read in the State Papers Domestic.3 They run as follows : 
" That the Serjeant Surgion in waiting doe give Ticketts only to 
those that have the Evil l apparent, and those that are doubtful 
be ordered to attend the day before his Matie appoints to heale for 
a further examination of the Serjeant-Surgeon with one (at the 
least) of his Mat's Physitians and likewise Surgeons. That the 
people are prepared for his Matie5 hand as they come wthout 

1 Mercurius Publicus, No. 30, p. 465, July 19-26, 1660, informs the public 
that they should " repair to Mr. Knight, his Majesty's Chyrurgion, who lives in 
Great Bridges Street at the Sign of the Hare in Covent Garden on Tuesday and 
Thursday next, being the 24 and 26 instant of this July when and where they will 
receive tickets for the Wednesday and Friday, which two days his Majesty is pleased 
to set apart for this so pious and charitable work." I t seems, therefore, that Mr. 
Knight changed his address at this period, having probably found his lodgings " at 
the Cross Guns in Russel Street " too restricted. 

' Collection of Ordinances and Regulations for the Government of the Royal House-
hold in Divers Reigns, published by the Society of Antiquaries in 1790, p. 352. 

3 MS. State Papers Domestic, Carl.ii, vol. lvii, No. 16, July 4, 1662. Endorsed 
" Surgeons, to be communicated to my Ld. Chamberlain." 
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distincton, except at general healings. Then those that come 
far off, before those that are neare. T h a t noe Ticketts be delivered 
b y the Serjeant-Surgeon but to the proper person of his or her that 
hath the Evil l only. T h a t none be examined nor Ticketts given to 
any at Whitehall. T h a t nothing be demanded of the people b y 
the Surgeon as his fee." The arrangements for the Surgeon's 
attendance to interview the patients had, as we have seen, been 
earlier advertised in the newspapers in 1660, but this fresh regulation 
m a y have been promulgated to avoid favouritism and establish the 
rule of non-payment, the ordinary fee of a physician being an angel 
at its original value of 6s. 8d. 

John Browne, when in office as Consulting-Surgeon, was anxious 
further to organise the process of investigation and, writing towards 
the end of the year 1683, suggested that it would be wiser that some 
settled place should be chosen b y the king where two surgeons and 
a physician might attends/weekly, instead of receiving the sick at 
their own houses, and this was eventually done. Browne com-
plained that " As the Case now is, its harder to approach the Chirur-
geon than obtain a Touch." 1 And Evelyn tells us that in 1684 an 
accident occurred owing to the crowd. " There was," writes the Diarist, 
" so great a concourse of people with their Children to be touch'd for 
the Evi l that six or seven were crush'd to death by pressing at the 
Chirurgeon's doore for tickets."2 

It was probably as a result of Browne's advice that a building 
was chosen situated on king's property, but not in the vicinity of 
the palace, namely, " the Meuse," as the royal stables in the neigh-
bourhood of St. Martins-in-the-Fields were then called.3 

1 Charisma, p. 89. 
2 Evelyn's Diary, March 28, Good Friday, 1684, vol. iii, p. 113, of edition of 

1827. 
3 Dr. Crawfurd tells us, in his King's Evil, p. 108, that " the Meuse was the 

name given to the royal stables, situated close to the present site of St. Martins-in-
the-Fields. I t had originally been the place in which the royal falcons were kept 
but when Henry VII I ' s stables were burnt down he transferred them to this building, 
which, however, was not rearranged for the accommodation of horses until long 
after his death. The name, which is a corruption of ' The Mews/ survived the 

K 
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I n t h e r e i g n of J a m e s I I t h e London Gazette, u n d e r d a t e O c t o b e r 

4, 1686, g i v e s n o t i c e t h a t t h e d o c t o r s w o u l d a t t e n d a t " t h e M e u s e 

u p o n T h u r s d a y a f t e r n o o n s t o g i v e o u t t i c k e t s , " b u t a t t h e t i m e of 

w h i c h w e a r e s p e a k i n g , e a r l y i n t h e r e i g n of C h a r l e s I I , o t h e r s 

b e s i d e s M r . K n i g h t m u s t a l r e a d y h a v e b e e n d e p u t e d t o g i v e o u t 

t h e r e q u i s i t e p a s s e s , f o r i t w a s i m p o s s i b l e f o r o n e m a n t o e x a m i n e 

m o r e t h a n t w o h u n d r e d p e o p l e i n t h e c o u r s e of a n a f t e r n o o n . T h e 

h e a l i n g r e g i s t e r s , 1 of w h i c h f r a g m e n t s s u r v i v e i n t h e S u r g e o n -

G e n e r a l ' s L i b r a r y a t W a s h i n g t o n , b e a r a v a r i e t y of s i g n a t u r e s , 

n a m e l y t h o s e of " H u m . P a y n t e r w i t h J o h n K n i g h t i n 1 6 6 7 , a n d 

transformation and has passed into the currency of metropolitan parlance." Were 
it not for this information as to the locality of the Meuse, we might have been disposed 
to wonder whether Babmaes Mews, which lies between Jermyn Street and St. James's 
Square, not far from Piccadilly, did not by its name point to some connection with 
the healing, Baptist May being Keeper of the Privy Purse to Charles I I and still 
responsible for the arrangements concerning touching when the fresh orders were 
issued in January, 1684-5. 

1 Several leaves from these registers were printed in " A Relic of the King's 
Evil in the Surgeon-General's Library," by Fielding Garrison, M.D., published in the 
Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine, April, 1914. 

2 I find no mention of Pile or Pyle in the Calendar of Treasury Books from 
1660-67, but in April, 1668, he received part of his arrears of £773 6s. 8d. on his 
fees of £80 and £26 13s. 4d. as one of the King's Surgeons. See Ibid., 1667-8, p. 549. 
His appointment of Sergeant-Surgeon, carrying the pay of 40 marks, was under date 
1642. Sackville Whittle received £40 a year as " one of the King's Chirurgeons." 
John Knight was made Sergeant-Surgeon 1661. Humphrey Paynter, Sergeant-
Surgeon 1661-70, Richard Wiseman, Surgeon-Extraordinary T665-70, and Sergeant-
Surgeon 1670-76. John Browne speaks of Knight as giving out tickets, see Charisma, 
pp. 190-91, and appears also to have dispensed them himself, p. 177. Richard 
Pyle married the niece of Sergeant-Surgeon Clowes, who had served the late king 
from his accession and died some months before his royal master. Humphrey 
Paynter or Painter, whose name appears in the Treasury Books, was " one of the 
king's Chirurgeons," receiving £120 and also £26 13s. 4d. on 23 September, 1668.'' 
(1Calendar of Treasury Papers, 1667-8, p. 620). Mr. D'Arcy Power, in his Serjeant-
Surgeons of England, states that the yearly fee of that office was originally 40 marks, 
i.e., £26 13s. 4d:, and that one of the perquisites was that of diet, called " a bouge at 
Court." This was reckoned at about £200 a year, and was temporarily commuted 
for that sum by Dr. William Harvey on the commencement of the Civil War. All 
fees were unpunctually paid, and all surgeons did not receive the same pay ; Richard 
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of J. Knight again with " Ri. Pile " in 1671, of Sackville Whittle in 
1677, and of Wiseman as well as Knight and Pile on a torn and 
undated page, which b y the kindness of Dr. Garrison I am enabled 
to reproduce here. If the original collector of these papers was 
right in suggesting in pencil on the MS. that " N . Dunelme, clerk of 
y e Closett " stands for Nathaniel Crew, Bishop of Durham, the leaf 
here illustrated cannot be prior to 1674, the year of Crew's trans-
lation to that see from Oxford. I have given, so far as I am able 
in a note, the dates of the various surgeons, but I have not found 
it possible b y comparison with the Chapel Royal Register, copied by 
Browne, exactly to date some of these torn papers, which were, I 
should think, lists kept by the doctors in giving out passes while 
those of the Chapel show the attendance. Other leaves printed by 
Dr. Garrison are dated 1669, 1671 and 1679 respectively, whilst 
another undated page is clearly, from other evidence, of the year 
1677. 

The fact that such registers were kept is very helpful to the 
historian, and with the exception of the years 1665 and 1666, and 
1683 to 1685, we can b y means of those brought before us by 
Browne,1 inaccurate although they are in minor details of casting, 
determine fairly successfully the yearly average of healing under 

Pyles or Pyle, for instance, as " Principal Chirurgeon," drew altogether £256 13s. 4d. 
(See Treasury Books as above, p. 559.) Several of the King's Physicians received 
£100 a year in virtue of their office. 

1 Charisma Basilicon, Appendix. Browne evidently did not quite finish his 
book until December, 1683, although the permission to publish is dated February, 
1682-3. The earliest printed edition of the three parts under the title of Adenochoira-
delogia bears date 1684. And Charisma as a separate book does the same. Of the 
three prefaces that of the whole volume is dated December 13, 1683-4. The first 
section, Adenographia, has no individual introduction, the second treatise, Chcera-
delogia, has a notice " to the Reader," dated April 3, 1683, whilst the Charisma 
Basilicon, undated, quotes at the end a letter, written on December 10,1683, which 
according to Browne " came very lately to my Hands," see Ibid., p. 189. In Professor 
Arber's Term Catalogue, Adenochoiradelogia is placed under date Michaelmas, 1683, 
and I find the book advertised for sale in the London Gazette of January 7-10, 1683-4. 
I t is therefore obvious that the date on the title page of each successive part, 1684, 
is according to new style. 

K 2 
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Charles'II. But, as we must bear in mind that as the number of 
patients in the recorded years varies from some 3000 to over 8500, 
showing a fairly steady increase, it is more instructive to limit our-
selves to the grand total. The figures usually quoted are those of 
Browne, who cast the Chapel Royal official lists as 92,107, but either 
he was no arithmetician, or misprints occur in his published tran-
scripts, or he knew of an unchronicled healing after the cessation of 
the register in September, 1664, or again included some persons, who 
had presented themselves since he copied the register and before he 
issued his book. The numbers he printed cast correctly should be 
90,761, and to these we must add the patients touched from April 
onwards in 1683 and in 1684, including also the first two months of 
1685, according to the new style of reckoning. B y the help of the 
Declared Accounts, at the Public Record Office this may be done, and 
we find also a little information concerning the period between Sep-
tember, 1664, and May, 1667 when the official lists are dumb. B y 
these Declared Accounts we see that 2000 pieces were made for Lord 
FitzHarding, the Keeper of the Privy Purse, after the introduction 
of the new " healing-piece," i.e., between February, 1664-5, and 
his death in June, 1665,1 whilst in the course of his successor's tenure 
of office 80,616 pieces passed through the hands of Baptist May,2' 
of which 1905 were left in his keeping on the king's death. The 
king, therefore, must have touched, without taking into consideration 
such persons as may have presented themselves for healing in the 
unchronicled months, between September, 1664 and the issue of 
the new touchpiece at the end of the following February, 1664-5, at 
least 103,693 persons.3 Taking the average of those five winter 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2091. 
2 Ibid., Rolls 2091, 2795, and 2796. 
3 Per Browne's Chapel Royal register from May, 1660, to September, 1664, 

22,982 persons received angels, at roughly speaking 10s. and possibly at n s . Sup-
plied to the Privy Purse between February, 1664-5, and June, 1665, 2000 pieces. 
Supplied to Baptist May between June, 1665, and February, 1667-8, 1500 pieces. 
Between this date and the king's death 79,116 pieces, of which 1905 remained on 
hand. The greater proportion of these medals were at 9s. or 9s. 2d. each, but those 
first and last issued were less expensive, but of this more anon. 
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months in the previous four years, we may safely assume about 
2000 patients presented themselves, and I think we shall not be 
far out if we believe that between Charles II's return to England 
in May, 1660, and his death in March, 1684-5, he touched between 
105,000 and 106,000 of these unfortunates at an expense in healing-
pieces alone of roughly speaking some ^g.ooo. 1 Let us see, there-
fore, what we learn of the history of the healing-piece from papers 
in the Public Record Office, the Royal Mint, and one or two private 
collections. 

The Treasury Books of Charles II have been fully and ably 
calendared, and of these, the volumes extending from 1681-85, which 
have recently appeared, have proved the most helpful, but unfor-
tunately the first of the Calendars, covering the years 1660 to 1667, 
contains hardly anything concerning healing. This is perhaps not 
strange in that it was only in 1667-8 that the great revision of 
Charles II 's expenditure resulted in an order to the effect that the 
" healing " accounts should be referred to an auditor.2 Fortunately, 
this period is bridged from February, 1664-5 onward by some 
documents in the Royal Mint, and the mention in Slingsby's Declared 
Accounts3 of medals made for healing purposes before the Privy 
Purse expenditure was submitted to examination. In the Treasury 
Books, however, the solitary index reference I found to " Healing 
Medals " in the Calendar during the early years of Charles II's 
reign is a payment of £500 on April 20, 1661, to Alderman Backwell 
" for the Medals."4 What are these medals ? Backwell later lent 

1 Lord Macaulay, in his History of England, vol. iii, p. 479, ed. 1855, who fairly 
correctly estimated the number of persons touched by Charles I I as " near a hundred 
thousand," believed the expense to have been " little less than ten thousand pounds 
a year." Even including salaries and all extras this is an exaggeration. The charges 
varied greatly from year to year, and it was late in the reign before they exceeded 
£4000 in the twelve months, although at one moment they were estimated at £6000 
per annum. See our p. 144. 

2 Treasury Minutes, T. 29, vol. 2, p. 235. Wednesday, ist of July, 1668, " The 
Privy Purse accot. for Healing money to be referred to an audr." 

3 Declared, Accounts, Pipe Office, Rolls 2088 and 2091. 
4 Calendar of Treasury Books, 1660-67, P- 237- Early Entry Book XIV, p. 115, 

T . 51, vol. 14, p. 115. " And £500 to Mr. Alderman Bac.kwell for the Medalls." 
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large sums of money to the Treasury, advancing a good deal towards 
healing, but if these " medals " were really, as suggested in brackets 
in his index by the calendarer, intended for this purpose, were they 
admission tickets ? The order for the making of the touchpiece 
is amongst the Royal Mint muniments, and there can be no mistake 
about its later date. Personally, in default of further evidence, I 
should be inclined to think coronation medals rather than healing 
medals were provided by Backwell, 1 for I have given my reasons for 
thinking the " Soli Deo Gloria Halfpenny " to be of rather later 
striking. But this is not to say that Backwell may not have pro-
vided some metal pass, probably outside the Mint, although £500 
sounds a startling sum for the production of tokens at about 2d. a 
piece such as were ordered in the time of Charles I. It is conceivable 
that " medal " may have been written for pierced " angel," for 
although this coin was still current, Backwell as a banker may have 
been called upon to collect them. Unfortunately, the Treasury 
Books do not refer to the change from coin to the healing-piece, 
inaugurated in February, 1664-5, but in this instance a contem-
porary copy of a warrant amongst the papers at the Royal Mint 
comes to our assistance. Mr. W. J. Hocking, who with his usual 
kindness has given me all available information on the subject, 
permits me to quote the following from his Catalogue of the Mint 
Museum. 

" The coinage of angels having been discontinued, Charles II 
ordered special pieces to be struck at the Mint for use as touchpieces 
or healing-pieces. The date of the Royal Warrant is 25th February, 
1664-5. The pieces were to be 22 carats fine, and to h i v e a ship 
on one side with the inscription CARO. II, D.G. M. BR. FR. E T 

Letter from Lord Southampton to Sir Richard Browne, Lord Mayor of the City of 
London, April 20, 1661, concerning a loan of 60,000'". asking same to be paid to 
certain persons. . Thomas Wriothesley, fourth Earl of Southampton, Lord High 
Treasurer from 1660—died in 1667. 

1 Edward Backwell, Alderman of London, banker and goldsmith, was much 
employed by Charles II 's Government in money transactions and the negotiation of 
loans, some being privately made on his own account. 
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HIB. REX. , and, on the other, St. Michael and the Dragon, as 
formerly used, with the words, SOLI. DEO. GLORIA. The weight 
of the pieces was to be at the rate of 106 to the troy lb. or 54'3 grains 
each. They were to be delivered to the Keeper of the Privy Purse, 
perforated to receive a riband. The weight of gold to be coined 
was 63 lbs. 9 oz. 3 dwts. 15 grns. of 22 carats fine. This amount would 
yield some 6700 pieces."1 

In the touchpiece, as we know it, the name of Carolus was 
further contracted from CARO., as specified above, to CAR. and 
the titles to D- G- M • B • FR • ET HI • REX, a space being left for 
piercing between FR • and ET -. The weight of such specimens as 
I have had the opportunity of testing, varies from 53 to 55 grains ; 
I have even found examples turning the scale at 55"5 grs., and myself 
possess one of this heavy weight. The Graham Papers, published 
by the Royal Historical Commission, contain additional information, 

concerning this first touchpiece, but as I shall presently have to 
quote the document in its entirety, I will only say now, that the 
writer, probably Henry Slingsby, Master of the Mint, mentions 
that the current gold piece having reached the value of 11s. 6d., 
the king " by reason of the difficulty and charge in the providing 
such fine gold," had in 1664 ordered the crown gold medal to be 
struck " in value about 8s. 4^. in proportion to the guineas at 20s." 

Now if we take into consideration that this order was issued 
late in the year 1664, according to the old style of reckoning, or early 
in 1665 according to the new, it seems curious that the matter should 

TOUCHPIECE OF CHARLES I I . 

1 Royal Mint Museum Catalogue, by W. J . Hocking, vol. i, p. 126. 
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have been set in hand at a moment when we should otherwise have 
assumed, owing to the long hiatus in the Chapel Roya l register, 
that few if any healings were held. 

No entries were, as we have seen, copied b y Browne from this 
list covering the months between September, 1664, and May, 1667, 
and yet the Mint Accounts have shown us that an order was issued, 
which might result in a coinage of 6700 pieces in the February 
following the earlier of these dates. This number of touchpieces 
would have provided for more patients than were then usually 
received in a whole year, 1 but it is not necessary to conclude that 
the entire amount was struck at one time.2 We must assume that 
the medals were intended for the Easter of 1665,3 and the month 
preceding that feast, but if we were guided b y the register only, we 
should have been constrained to conclude that not only were the 
March and April healings abandoned, but also the usual receptions 
from the i s t of November to the week before Christmas, 1664, when 
one case only of plague was reported in London.4 Against this 

1 The register kept by Thomas Haynes gives 6005 persons touched in 1660, 
4617 in 1661, 4275 in 1662, 4727 in 1663, and 3358 in the months from March 
to September inclusive in 1664. Browne, whose arithmetic appears defective, casts 
the figures as 6725, 4619, 4275, 4667, and 3358. 

2 We shall discuss this question later (see our pp. 140-143). We have evidence 
that the coinage of the touchpieces was often effected only as required. On March 
29, 1669, for instance, we read in the Treasury Minutes, I, 29, vol. iii, p. 64 :—" A 
warrt for healing medalls to make up halfe of what ye order of Council ordered for 
yt use on yt found." 

3 See Proclamation of July 4, 1662, Calendar State Papers Domestic, 1661-2, 
p. 45, and Mercurius Publicus, July 10-17, 1662, No. 28, p. 439, which gives these 
dates as those established for healings by Charles I I . They were later changed 
slightly, the time from Christmas to March 1 being substituted for the month pre-
ceding Easter, but the King again received his patients in Passion week. See London 
Gazette, No. 1878, Januar}' 24-28, 1683, Order in Council of January 9, 16.83, see 
our pp. H I and 113. 

4 See Bills of Mortality for this present year beginning December, 1661, and ending 
December following, etc., compiled in 1665 and reprinted in the Antiquarian Repertory, 
vol. ii, pp. 11 to 124 in 1808. The causes of death in the 130 parishes then con-
stituting London are various, and King's Evil frequently figures. As many as four 
cases sometimes occur in one week, and in the course of the year, 86. The plague 
total is given at 68,596. 
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latter hypothesis we have strong presumptive evidence. The ques-
tion of Easter is more doubtful. The latest newspaper report, 
however, which rewarded m y search was in the issues of 1664, and 
is of the usual May postponement. " His sacred Majesty having 
Declared it to be his Royal Will and Purpose to continue the Heal-
ing of his People for the Evi l during this month of May, and then 
to give over till Michaelmas next, I am commanded to give Notice 
thereof that People may not come up to the Town in the Interim and 
lose their labour." 1 That this Michaelmas healing took place we see 
from the list kept b y the " Serjeant of His Majesties Chapel Roya l , " 
who notes 303 patients in September, 1664. A t this date the register 
kept b y Thomas Haynes breaks off, and it was in May, 1667, resumed 
b y another hand, that of Thomas Donkley, the Keeper of the King's 
Closet. This was the year when the regulations for healing came 
under discussion, and it is possible that the keeping of the register 
had fallen into arrears in 1664. The cessation of access to court 
is naturally attributable to the great plague of 1665-6, but whereas 
this scourge is mentioned in nearly every newspaper of the summer 
months of 1665 and throughout 1666 until the fire purged the city,2 

we find occasional references to the sickness, in foreign ports only, 
until a considerable time after the Christmas healing should have taken 
place, and we may assume that the usual Easter ceremonial had 
been in contemplation and was perhaps not entirely stopped by 

1 The Newes, No. 38, p. 305, May 12, 1664, and The Intelligencer, No. 37, May 9, 
1664. These valuable newspapers were not available for a time during the war, 
•and in spite of special facilities kindly given me, my examination was slightly 
hurried, and I cannot definitely state that some publications between 1664-7 m a Y 
not have escaped me. 

2 The Newes, June 4, 1665, No. 43, gives an account of the plague, which had 
already reached a considerable strength. By the following February, see London 
Gazette, No. 28, it was considered safe for the King to return to London, but the 
number of deaths was still reported in almost alternate numbers of the London 
Gazette throughout April, May, June, July and August, 1666, Nos. 43, 45, 47, 49, 
54. 55, 57, 59, 63, 65, 67, 69, 71, 73, 75, 78, 81 and 83. In No. 84 the great fire of 
September 2 is reported. 
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the pestilence. Pepys first alludes to the plague as in London upon 
April 30, 1665/ but even so early as November 26, 1663, he mentions 
that quarantine for thirty days had been established between Eng-
land and Amsterdam, where it was already prevalent.2 

Of the Michaelmas healing that autumn there could be no 
question. A t the end of August, 1665, Pepys tells us that 6100 or 
more persons died of the plague in the city in one week.3 A letter 
written on the 29th of the month mentions that " a Proclamation 
is made to hinder any coming to the K i n g to be touched unless 
presented b y the peculiar officers."4 On the 30th Parliament was 
prorogued till October 3 at Westminster, and further prorogued 
until the gth at Oxford, and again from February to April, 1666, 
and then from April to September.6 There are various proclamations 
forbidding access to the University City,6 prohibiting the holding of 
Fairs,7 ordering the postponement of Term8 and finally on May 1 1 , 
1666, rules were published concerning the fencing off of the plague 
pits,9 but the convening of any public gathering remained forbidden 

1 Diary, vol. ii, p. 266, edition of 1828, " great feare of the sicknesse here in 
the City, it being said that two or three houses are already shut up. God preserve 
us all." The Bills of Mortality mentioned two cases in outlying parishes, but none 
within the walls nor in the city or liberties of Westminster between April 18 and 
25 ; no cases at all between April 25 and May 2, but 9 from May 2 to 9. Towards 
the end of this month we get into double figures, but do not reach hundreds until 
the second week in June. By July 25 more than half the parishes were infected. 

2 Ibid., p. 125. 
3 Ibid., p. 301. In July and August successive lists show 470, 725, 1089, 1843, 

2010, 2817, 3380, 4237 and 6102 cases. The highest number of deaths recorded from 
plague in one week is 7165, between the 12th and 19th of September, 1665, when, 
of the 130 parishes of London, only four were clear of the pestilence. 

4 Calendar of State Papers, Domestic, Carl I I , 1664-5, p. 538. 
s See Lord Crawford's Bibliotheca Lindesiana. Catalogue of Tudor and Stuart 

Proclamations, vol. i, Nos. 3433, 3434, 3453 and 3457. There were issued, as Mr. 
Robert Steele tells us in his Introduction, p. cvi, no fewer than 22 proclamations 
dealing with plague in 1665-6. 

6 Ibid., No. 3441-
7 Ibid., Nos. 3431. 3432 and 3462. 
8 Ibid., Nos. 3439. 3452. 
8 Ibid., No. 34 6 1 -
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and cases of sickness still occurred. Then came the cleansing out-
break of fire on September 2, 1666, but it is quite possible that 
large public healings did not recommence even so early as May, 1667. 
Still a considerable time remains unaccounted for in the official 
register both before the infection reached London and after the fire 
had purified the town, and this inclines me to suggest that possibly 
Browne's estimate of 92,107 may have included private healings at 
least, if not public, within this period.1 We find during the gradual 
abatement of the infection, a letter written under date March 24, 
1665-6, by one J. Dobson to Joseph Williamson, Lord Arlington's 
secretary, asking his intervention on the part of a lady, who earnestly 
desired to have her daughter touched. The writer asks his friend 
whether " if there be no opportunity shortly to have it done more 
conveniently, you cannot be a means to procure her to be toucht 
privately." 2 If such a petition could then be preferred (we know not 
whether it was granted) it is likely that many would follow as the 
plague slowly decreased. Similar requests were made through the 
same secretary and one may be found even in the very month when 
the lists kept by Thomas Donkley prove the resumption of public 
healings, for we have another appeal under date September 6, 1667,* 
a month in which 109 persons presented themselves for the king's 
touch,4 and probably John Dixon, the petitioner, was one of these. 

1 The 78 patients touched in May, June, July and August, in 1667, were probably 
received in private and on progress. 

2 MS. State Papers Domestic, Carl II , vol. 152, No. 10. 
3 MS. State Papers Domestic, Carl II , vol. ccxvi, No. 83. " Upon the desire of 

the bearer John Dixon our neighbour and parishioner who is (as he hath the opinion 
of some of the surgeons) troubled with the Evill, we make our desire that you will 
do that charitable kindnesse to provide for him his gracious Mat'66 touch for the 
Cure of the said desease and thereby you will oblige Sir yor affectionate servant 
John Lamplugh." Signed also by Geo. Lamplugh and Pickering Hewer, and 
addressed to Jos. Williamson, Lord Arlington's secretary. 

4 Appendix to Browne's Charisma. Donkley's List begins in May, 1667, with 
the healing of 10 patients only: 32 persons presented themselves in June, 21 in 
July and 15 in August. Clearly these point to private healings. The public healings 
began as usual at Michaelmas. We notice that the 1500 pieces provided to " the 
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(This Michaelmas healing in 1667 had been foreshadowed in 
several numbers of the London Gazette, to which I have already 
referred.1 Throughout April, May and June, the announcements 
of the usual temporary cessation of the receptions appeared. These 
postponements make no allusion to the late plague, and the words in 
the April notice " there shall be no further Public touching till the 
heats be over " is suggestive that the king had in 1667 received his 
patients in Passion week and Easter,2 as in the time before the 
pestilence had put a stop to such proceedings, but concerning this 
we have no certain evidence. Nevertheless, Browne's lists show 
that persons were received, at least privately, in May and June, 
but it is only in the former of these two months that a Pr ivy Seal 
warrant enabled Baptist May to obtain 1500 medals,3 a stock which 
can hardly have lasted him until the new provisions of February 25, 
1667-8, came into force,4 and until this, the previous May 22, he, 
with the exception of a few medals bought on progress early in 
February, must have relied on the surplus of his predecessor in 
office. 

Privy Purse " under his Warrant of May 22, 1667, would not quite cover the expendi-
ture until February 2 5 ; there must therefore have been some few medals on hand 
from his predecessor's store. 

1 See our page 113, London Gazette, Nos. 154, 155, 157, 158 and 159 : " There 
will be no further Touching for the Evil till Michaelmas." 

2 London Gazette, No. 145, April 8, 1667. This was Easter Monday. 
3 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2091. 
4 Although some 6700 medals should have been produced by the amount of 

gold set aside for the purpose in 1664-5, only 2000 appear to have been delivered 
to the then Privy Purse. If an Easter healing was held in March, 1664-5, see our 
p. 136, there may yet have been a small surplus, which would naturally come into 
Baptist May's hands on the death of Lord Falmouth (Charles Berkeley, Viscount 
FitzHarding) in June, 1665. There is, as we shall see, no evidence of a delivery to 
Baptist until May, 1667, when he received 1500. We have thus a deficit of 3200 
medals, and it is just possible he might have obtained these for ready money from 
Slingsby, paying for them from his general Privy Purse account. In this case the 
Mint Master would naturally be responsible for the money, for which his widow was 
in 1690 called to account, after his death. There is, however, no evidence of this, 
and if the surplus medals were made, it is more likely that they passed into the account 
from 1667 to 1673. 
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Let us turn for a moment to these Declared Accounts of the Mint 
at the Public Record Office, for detailed information concerning 
these first healing-pieces, issued under the order of February, 1664-5.1 

Henry Slingsby, the Mint Master, after giving details concerning 
the recoinage for the French money paid for the cession of Dunkirk, 
continues as follows : " Alsoe this Accountant is allowed ye money 
he paid by his Mat5 speciall Order dated ye xxv t h of Febry 1664 
unto Henry Brounker Esq r e 2 for the use of ye royall Company 
trading into Affrica in satisfaction of lxiijIb•wt• ixoz- iijdwt- xvgrs- of 
Crowne Gold of xxi j Carrats fine upon ye pound weight deliver'd 
unto this Accountant by ye said Henry Brounker for making of 
Meddalls for healing by ye Mill & Presse accord to ye Medall specified 
in ye Ordr to be delivered by weight of Tale unto ye then Lord 
Viscount Fitzharding3 late Keep of the Privy Purse as by said Order 

1 1 0 

and ye receipt of ye said Henry Brounker apprs ye sume of M M I X 
lxx i i i j " v5." 

But the matter of this large number of medals remains somewhat 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2088. Henry Slingsby's account from 
1662 to 1670, of coinage resulting from the " Sale of Dunkirke," audited on February 
14, 1680. 

2 Henry Brounker, who succeeded his brother William as third Viscount Brounker 
in 1684, was cofferer to Charles I I and Gentleman-in-waiting to James Duke of 
York. He became later Commissioner of Trade and Plantations. He died in 
January, 1687-8. 

3 Charles Berkeley, first Viscount FitzHarding, created first Earl Falmouth in 
March, 1664-5, the predecessor of Baptist May as Privy Purse, held the office until 
his death in June, 1665, having in his turn succeeded Henry Bennet, first Lord and 
afterwards Earl of Arlington. The latter had resigned this appointment on taking 
up the post of Secretary of State on the retirement of Sir Edward Nicholas in October, 
1662. From his entering on his duties on his return from Madrid soon after the 
Restoration, we find in the Treasury Books large sums such as £10,000 or £5,000 

paid to the use of the Privy Purse, often to discharge some particular debt, but healing 
is not specified, and the same may be said of his successor, Lord FitzHarding. 
Similarly large sums were often paid to Baptist May, but his Declared Accounts, Pipe 
Office, Rolls 2795 and 2796, enable us to sift the matter. The last general payment 
or the Privy Purse (not for healing) to FitzHarding is under date March 13, 1664-5, 

see Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. i, p. 653, for £10,000 ; a like payment was made 
to Baptist May on the following September 8. Ibid., p. 683. 
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puzzling. How long they were expected to last we cannot exact ly 
tell, for the Keeper of the P r i v y Purse was not then expected to 
g ive an account of the pieces consigned to his care. W e have evi-
dence only of the delivery of 3500 out of the amount computed by 
Mr. Hocking at 6700, but if the balance of 3200 remained on hand 
it seems curious that Henry Slingsby, the Mint Master, when sus-
pended from office in 1680, should not have endeavoured in his 
lifetime to clear up the matter. 1 His widow, Ann Slingsby, rendered 
a supplementary account in 1690 to the Government of Will iam 
and Mary concerning some outstanding liabilities, pr inc ipal^ of 
the Dunkirke coinage, balancing against them such items as a 
bequest from Blondeau of sundry arrears of his salary in 1681, and 
May's own allowances whilst suspended from office and so on.2 

She admits that he had been paid for the gold he had received from 
" Henry Brounker Esqre afterwards Lord Brounker for providing 
of healing medals pursuant to a warr* from his late Matie Charles 
the Second." She defined this sum as £2974 5s., and gives the date, 
February 25, 1664-5. This is obviously the same warrant to which 
Mr. Hocking referred and which we have just reported from 
the account delivered in Slingsby's lifetime. Against this she 
states that there is " allowed this Accomptant the value of severall 
healing pieces or Meddalls made and delivered b y her said late 
husband according to severall warrts from his late Matle K ing 

Charles the Second, vizt for M M healing pieces weight xviij l b , w t ' 

vijoz- xijdwt- xviij® delivered ye Earle of Falmouth, then keeper of 

his said Maties Pr ivy Purse b y warr* dated x x v of Febry i 6 6 f by 
c li 0 

x v j xiiij5. For MV like Meddalls or healing pieces weighing 

1 The Affairs of the Mint were for a time executed by Commission and an enquiry 
was held, ending, in the following reign, in his deprivation, and his accounts were 
finally passed, after his death, by his widow in 1690, under William and Maiy. She 
succeeded in balancing the large sum of upwards of £27,000, for which he was held 
liable, but only by setting the massed expenses and receipts the one against the other 
and the matter of the healing medals does not balance by £1383 3s. 

2 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2091. 
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xiij lb wt- xjoz- xviijdwt- xiig delivered to Baptist May Esqre according 
c 

to a like warr1 from his said Matie dated the xxi j of May 1667 v j 
lxxxv i j " xixs and for charges in passing the said Warr' vj11 ixs. 
In all as by the said Warr' and the severall Acqui"5 of the 
said Earle of Falmouth and Mr. May appeares . . . the 

C X X 

sume of Mviiij xiH i j s . " If the surplus medals were made and 
not previously required they would, if delivered to May after the 
commencement of his itemised accounts, have been duly balanced 
b y Treasury payments. But we must recall firstly : that Fitz-
Harding only received the title of Falmouth in March, 1664-5, and 
that medals delivered to him in this name must have been intended 
for a healing at or before Easter which fell on March 26th. Secondly, 
be it said, that apparently no receptions were held later than Easter, 
1665,1 and the residue of the 2000 medals probably lasted, passing to 
Baptist May on Falmouth's death on June 3rd, until he obtained a 
further supply of 1500 by a fresh warrant on May 22, 1667, and that 
therefore only 2000 persons must have presented themselves for the 
King's touch between March, 1664-5, and May, 1667. 

Before many months were passed, namely from the beginning 
of the year 1668, according to the new style of reckoning, we are on 
sure ground, for not only do Baptist May's itemised accounts2 com-
mence in February, 1667-8, but from January onwards the reduction 
of the Royal expenditure came under discussion, and we notice that 
the grant to the Privy Purse was reduced to £20,000 a year.3 The 

1 See p. 136. 
2 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2795, Public Record Office. This account 

begins with the authorisation to the Commissioners of the Treasury to pay to May or 
his assigns by way of imprest under the Privy Seal of March 20, 1667-8, such sums 
of money as he should require " for the provision of angel gold or otherwise medalls 
for healing Peeces of Crowne Gold." 

3 State Papers Domestic, Carl I I , vol. 233, No. 150. " Whereas we have found 
fitt in the present state of our affairs with the Advice of our Privy Councill to make 
some considerable Retrenchment of our expenses in all parts thereof and amongst 
others in that of our Privy Purse wch Wee have henceforth reduced to the yearly sume 
of Twenty Thousand pounds, and therefore Wee have thought fitt hereby to signify 
the same to you. To the end you may for the future governe yorselfe accordingly 
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p r o p o r t i o n r e s e r v e d f o r h e a l i n g m o n e y is n o t , u n f o r t u n a t e l y , s t a t e d 

i n t h e l e t t e r d i r e c t i n g t h i s r e t r e n c h m e n t . I t w a s d e c i d e d t h a t t h e 

n e w r u l e s s h o u l d d a t e f r o m M a r c h 25, 1 6 6 8 . W e f i n d t h e first 

a l l u s i o n t o t h e h e a l i n g q u e s t i o n a t a m e e t i n g of t h e T r e a s u r y B o a r d 

u n d e r d a t e F r i d a y , J a n u a r y 1 7 , 1 6 6 7 - 8 . 1 " M r . S l i n g s b y a n d M r . 

B r i d g e m a n 2 t o b e c a l l e d in . H e m o v e s f o r t h e a n g e l l g o l d f o r h e a l i n g , 

w h i c h s p e n d s a b o u t 60001 p e r a n n u m , w h e r e a s f o r m e r l y i t c a m e b u t 

t o 1200' p e r a n n u m . " A f t e r t h i s s o m e w h a t s t a r t l i n g p r o n o u n c e -

m e n t t h e e n t r y c o n t i n u e s a s f o l l o w s : . . . " T h e h e a l i n g , g o l d 

w a s h a d o u t of t h e M i n t . M y L o r d s [of t h e T r e a s u r y ] w i l l s e t t l e a 

m e t h o d f o r t h i s b u s s i n e s s ; t h a t a n a c c t . m a y b e m a d e ; w h e r e a s i n 

t h e P r i v y P u r s e n o a c c t . t o b e m a d e . " 3 

in the expenses of the office wh°h Reduction Wee will that it begin to take place 
from Lady Day now to come " [This date is written over " from Christmas last past " ] , 
" and for soe doeing this shall bee yor Warran'. Given att Our Court att Whitehall 
the [blank] day of January in the 19th year of our Reigne 1667-8. By his Mat'es 

Comand. to our Trusty and Well beloved Baptista May Esqre Keeper of our Privy 
Purse." Endorsed " 20,000' p. an. for ye P. Purse." This draft is unsigned, but we 
find " 20,000' for ye Privy Purse " set down in Entry Book 30, p. 47 bis, and similar 
documents follow concerning all the retrenchments signed by Arlington and dated 
March 16, 1667-8. See also MS. State Papers Domestic, vol. 236, No. 193, containing 
a list of the reduction at the Privy Council Meeting of March 18, 1667-8. " Privy 
Purse, That the Expenses of his Privy Purse be kept yearly wthin ye some of 
20,000''." This decision, but for this change in date, ratified the retrenchments sug-
gested by the Lords Committee on the previous January 3, it being now, however, 
decreed that the reduced payment " do commence from the 25 day of this instant 
March 1668." Orders follow that Lord Arlington, principal Secretary of State, 
should prepare warrants of the King's signature. 

1 MS. Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 22. 
2 Henry Slingsby was Master of the Mint. Mr. Bridgeman (or Bridgmen) is 

indexed in the Calendar of Treasury Papers of 1669-1670 as William with a note of 
interrogation and described as " of the Privy Purse Office." According to some 
entries in the Secret Service of Charles II and James II, running from 1679 to 1688, 
he dealt with Secret Service money for the latter king, see pp. 195, 210-11, in July 
and January, 1688 and 1689. Another Bridgman, James by name, attested some 
bills concerning work done in the Privy Chamber for Charles I I between 1682 and 
Lady Day 1685,-Ibid., p. 132. Whether the " Mr. Bridgeman " of the above account 
be one or the other of these two, he appears often in the Treasury Minute Books as 
acting as deputy for Baptist May. 

3 Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 22. 
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This remark concerning the rendering of a healing account is 
significant and explains the fact that little information concerning 
the expenses of touching can be found during the administration 
of the office of Keeper of the P r i v y Purse b y Baptist May's pre-
decessor, or indeed b y himself, in the first two years of his service. 

On Monday, February 3, Sir Robert Long,1 auditor of the 
Exchequer, was commanded to attend on the following Thursday 
" about settling a W a y of accounting for the healing money and to 
be 12,000' per annum for that use."2 This suggested sum of £12,000 
remains unexplained and does not agree with either previous or 
subsequent expenditure. Having carefully examined the original 
manuscript, I find the figures to be undoubtedly as calendared, but 
I should be inclined to suggest that either the initial one or final 
nought is a slip of the pen, on the part of the seventeenth-century 
clerk. 

I think we must either explain the intended allowance as £1200 
annually in view of the January report, " formerly it came but to 
1 , 2 0 0 V 3 or else, because of the growing expenditure, as £2000/ In 
favour of the latter assumption is the fact that we find about 3570 
medals must have been required for healing between this February, 

1 Sir Robert Long was Secretary to Charles during his exile and after the Restora-
tion was made Auditor of the Exchequer and a Privy Councillor. He was created 
a Baronet in 1662 and died unmarried in 1673. See Pepys's Diary, vol. ii, pp. 378-9. 

1 MS. Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 48, calendared in Treasury 
Books, 1667-8, p. 246. 

* T. 29, vol. ii, p. 22. See our page 144. 
1 There is evidence that some years later £2000 was the recognised allowance. 

Amongst the MS. papers in the collection of the Duke of Leeds is a Treasury Minute 
Book, which was quoted as vol. v in vol. iv of the Calendar of Treasury Books at 
the Record Office. From this MS., pp. 10 and 11, and Calendar, pp. 3 1 0 - n , it 
appears that this question was again brought forward on June 14, 1676, " My Lord 
Treasurer to have an account of how the Healing Medalls are distributed and what 
rules are observed for Healing." On June 12, " The Lord Treasurer directs 5001 

for healing medals and 25001 per quarter for stables." Marginal note, " Done." 
See also Disposition Book, T. 61, vol. iii, p. 39, at the Public Record Office, where 
we find, in January, 1684-5, an order for a payment to the Privy Purse to " compleate 
a quarter 2500', D° for healing gold 500V 
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1667-8, and the same time in the ensuing year and by September, 
1668, nearly £800 was already spent. On the 25th of this month a 
warrant was drawn directing that an annual sum of £3700 should be 
paid in quarterly instalments for the use of the Pr ivy Purse. This 
charge for the quarter's payment of £925 was made on the 28th on 
the County Excise, and was immediately followed by another war-
rant for £3700 on the Post Office. Meanwhile an order for the 
whole amount was made payable to May, and on October 7, £925 
was delivered to him.1 It is, however, not apparent that this money 
was set apart for healing, and it probably merely formed a part of 
the authorised £20,000 for Pr ivy Purse expenses. These payments 
were adjusted b y Privy Seals, but the maximum allowed was not 
infrequently exceeded, and in June, 1668, May had received £22,500,2 

to which we must add the £3700 above mentioned. Nevertheless, in 
January, 1668-9, the further sum of £6000 was required.3 When in 
January, 1675-6, a second enquiry was held into the King's affairs, 
the expenses of the Privy Purse were set down at £36,000, but only 
£2000 appears4 under the head of healing money, and according to 
Browne's lists this should at that time have sufficed. In the five 
and a half years covered b y Baptist May's5 first account, the sum 

1 Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. ii, pp. 621, 622 and 623. 
2 Ibid., p. 576. 
3 MS. Treasury Minutes, T. 29, vol. ii, January 27, 1668-9. 
4 Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. v, p. 117. 
5 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2795, and Audit Office Bundle 2021, 

Roll 4. The payments made from the Exchequer to May were as follows :—-
Easter Term, 1668, £500 ; Michaelmas Term, 1668-9, £200; Easter 

Term, 1669, £800 ; Michaelmas Term, 1669-70, £600; Easter Term, 1670, 
£1000; Michaelmas Term, 1670-71, £1000; Easter Term, i67r , £1600 ; 
Michaelmas Term, 1671-72, £1400; Michaelmas Term, 1672-73, £700; Easter 
Term, 1673, £140; Total, £7940. 

The deficit of £138 5s. xid. due to May was carried over to the next account and the 
total of £8078 5s. 6d. was spent in medals, with the exception of £83 12s. in legal 
expenses connected with clearing the account, such as charges for the Privy Seal 
and 10s. for the hire, on progress, of a house at Dartmouth. The medals supplied by 
the Mint were 17,351 at the price of £7906 8s. yd. and the remaining 183 were pur-
chased " upon extraordinary occasions " at sums varying from 9s. to 10s. and are 
massed with the 10s. house hire at £88 16s. 4d. Deducting, therefore, the 88 medals 
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expended by him for 17,534 medals, including outside purchases and 
some small legal charges, was £8078 5s. 6d. Of this total he had 
received £7940 and the sum of £138 5s. n d . remained owing to him, 
but he had 88 medals still in hand. Strange to say, no payment is 
set down in the Easter Term of 1672,1 but we have the Chapel Royal 
accounts covering this period, which prove that the healings were of 
the normal average, and we have also the evidence from the news-
papers that the usual receptions were held and we must, therefore, 
assume that the large sum entered in the year 1671 had met the 
pre-Easter expenses and that, roughly speaking, the yearly outlay 
was at that time about £1600. 

W e can hardly believe that £12,000 was contemplated as a 
grant, although it is certain that £1200 would not have sufficed. 
But to return to the deliberations concerning healing in the Treasury 
Chamber in 1667-8. 

A t first we find the decision under the head " Healing money," 
February 6th, 1667-8. " A Privy Seal for it to be to the Warden 
of the Mint as formerly.2 Until this period we have seen that the 
management of this affair had been privately managed by Slingsby. 

On the 27th this order, however, is reconsidered and " the Privy 
Seal for the Healing gold is to be to the Keeper of the Privy Purse."3 

To this fresh regulation we owe the Declared Accounts of Baptist 
May and his successor in office under James II, James Grahme. On 

left on hand, the King must have given 17,446 healing-pieces between February 12, 
1667-8, and March 25, 1673, at a cost of about £7950. The number of persons 
specified as touched in this period between February 1, 1667-8, and March 30,1673, 
in the Chapel Royal lists is 18,431, but of these some were no doubt presented before 
the 12th of February, and after the 25th of March, the healings being set down month 
by month and not day by day as in the Washington MS. 

1 A similar hiatus is found, see note 2 on our p. 152 in May's second account. 
No payments are there entered for Easter term in either of Charles I I 's 29th or 
32nd regnal years, although at these dates the number of persons touched was very 
large. 

2 MS. Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 51. See also Declared Accounts, 
Pipe Office, Rolls 2088-2091, when the matter was left in the hands of the Mint Master. 

' T. 29, vol. ii, p. 78. See also the Accounts of Baptist May, Declared Accounts, 
Pipe Office, Rolls 2795 and 2796, and of James Grahme, Ibid., Roll 2797. 

L 2 
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M a r c h 2, w e r e a d w i t h r e g a r d t o " H e a l i n g , t h e K i n g ' s h a n d t o b e 

g o t t t o t h a t P r i v y S e a l , " 1 w h i l s t o n t h e n t h t h e e n t r y o c c u r s : 

" H e a l i n g g o l d , T h e P r . S e a l s i g n e d . " 2 

F u r t h e r f o r m a l i t i e s m u s t h a v e i n t e r v e n e d a n d i t i s p o s s i b l e t h a t 

a m o m e n t a r y d e l a y i n d r a w i n g t h e w a r r a n t s e n s u e d , a w a i t i n g t h e 

m e e t i n g i n C o u n c i l , of M a r c h 1 8 t h , w h e n t h e d e c i s i o n w a s m a d e t h a t 

a l l r e d u c t i o n s i n e x p e n d i t u r e s h o u l d d a t e f r o m t h e 2 5 t h i n s t a n t . 8 B e 

t h i s a s i t m a y , t h e a c t u a l d a t e of t h e P r i v y S e a l is M a r c h 20, 1 6 6 7 - 8 , 

of w h i c h t h e o r i g i n a l t e x t m a y b e s e e n a t t h e P u b l i c R e c o r d O f f i c e 4 

a m o n g s t t h e r o y a l w a r r a n t s . I g i v e t h e d o c u m e n t i n a n o t e , 

t h a t i t m a y b e o b s e r v e d t h a t n o s u m is s p e c i f i e d , b u t t o t h e e a r l i e r 

of t h e t w o c o p i e s of t h e P r i v y S e a l i s a p p e n d e d a m a r g i n a l n o t e , 

i n a h a n d w i t h w h i c h t h e c o n s t a n t p e r u s a l of t h e T r e a s u r y M i n u t e 

B o o k s h a s m a d e m e f a m i l i a r a n d w h i c h t h r o w s s o m e l i g h t o n t h e 

m a t t e r . T h e s e i t e m s a r e s e t d o w n a g a i n s t t h e w o r d s : 

1 T. 29, vol. ii, p. 83. 
2 Ibid., p. 97. 
3 See our p. 143, note 3, and MS. State Papers Domestic, Carl I I , vol. 236, p. 193. 
1 Treasury Miscellaneous Warrants, Early, vol. xv, p. 77, now catalogued T. 52, 

vol. i. " Charles R. Healing gold. Our will and pleasure is that you prepare a 
Bill to passe our Privy Seal to the Effect following. Charles the Second by the grace 
of God King of England, Scotland, France and Ireland, Defender of the Faith etc. 
To the Com" of our Treary now being & to the T r e a r and Under Trear and Coms 

of our Treary now and for the time being greeting. Our Will and pleasure is and 
We do hereby authorize and require you out of our Treary that now is or hereafter 
shalbe remayning in the Receipt of Our Excheq1 to pay or cause to be paid unto 
the Keeper of Our Privy Purse for the time being or his Assigns such Sum or Sumes 
of money as you shall thinke necessary, for provision of Angell Gold, or otherwise 
Meddalls for healing peeces of Crown Gold for Our use in healing. The same to be 
received by the Ld Keeper of our Privy Purse for the time being by way of Imprest 
and upon Accompt for the Service aforesd, and these Our Letters etc., given etc. 
dated the 20th day of March in the 20th yeare of his Maties Reigne [signed by 
J . Mathew]. To the Clerke of our Signett now attending." For what reason it is 
difficult to say, but another copy of the above, varying slightly in spelling and certified 
as " a true Coppy," was entered again in the Treasury Warrants on May 16th, 1680, 
and runs to greater length, but in neither Document is any limit set to the amount 
of money which might be drawn. The second copy is dated " from our Pallace 
at Westminster the Twentyeth day of March in the Twentyeth yeare of our Reigne." 
See King's Warrants, T. 52, vol. vii, p. 301. 
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" Healing gold: 5001 on ye Exchq r . 
8001 

2001 on 11 mo. T a x 
8001 on tenths." 

A s these payments in the Exchequer Office are usually 
charged on the Customs, the eleven months' t a x or " the tenths," 
it seems that the calculation was probably a forecast of the likely 
expenditure in the first year. But a truce to conjecture. From 
this time forth Baptist May obtained, " b y w a y of imprest," such 
sums as he required, although, as it appears, not always so soon as 
he demanded them, and all warrants were drawn " by virtue of his 
Maties Lres under his P r i v y Seal, given at Westminster the X X t l i 
of March in the X X t h year of our Raigne," and are so cited in the 
declared accounts of the Keeper of the P r i v y Purse.1 

T h e first payment which I find mentioned in the Treasury 
Minutes as a result of this arrangement is under date May 7, 1668. 
" A Warrant for 500" to the Pr ivy Purse for healing gold and to 
call in the Lord's former letter about it ."2 

But we have not yet done with the regulations laid down on 
March 2, 1667-8, at that important meeting of the Treasury Board, 
for it was then decided that " the Clerk of the Closet and the Chirurgon" 

1 Baptist May's Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Rolls 2 7 9 5 and 2 7 9 3 . Duplicates 
of these accounts are in the Public Record Office, Declared Accounts, Audit Office, 
Privy Purse, Bundle 2021, Rolls 4 and 5, but these latter, being on paper, are so 
fragile that I have thought better to give reference to the " Pipe Office " parchments 
throughout. Mr. R. W. Cochran Patrick, in the Numismatic Chronicle, Fourth 
Series, vol. vii, p. 123, attracts attention to the earlier of the two Pipe Office Rolls, 
but the account running from 1 6 7 3 to 1 6 8 4 - 5 appears to have escaped his notice. 
Both rolls rehearse the powers given to Baptist May to draw the money " for the 
Provision of Angell gold or otherwise meddalls for healing Peeces of Crowne Gold." 
Approximately the same words may be seen in the warrants in Surgeon-General's 
Library at Washington, published by Dr. Garrison in his Relic of the King's Evil 
and in various documents, amongst the Treasury Papers at the Public Record Officc. 
See our page 15X, notes 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

2 T. 2 9 , vol. ii, p. 1 6 1 . 
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were " to certify every healing D a y into Sir Robt . Long's office.1 

How many healed."2 

Herein we see the origin of the " Chirugeon's register," one of 
the loose sheets whereof I was permitted to reproduce opposite our 
page 130 from the collection of manuscripts in the Surgeon-General's 
Library at Washington. 

On July i s t , 1668, the P r i v y Purse account is referred to Auditor 
Beale.3 On September i s t , we meet Mr. Bridgeman again in the 
Treasury Chamber. He " moves about the business of ye healing 
money, that he m a y have money for y t use, the K i n g being now about 
to goe a progress."4 " A v d r Beale6 alsoe called in about it, whoe 
saith there is about 6oon due to Mr. Slingsby for what hee hath 
already furnisht for healing." It was perhaps on account of this 
urgency that on the next day £800 was apportioned to Bridgeman 
for medals,6 for it transpired that Beale had under-estimated the 
debt. On the 8th Slingsby is told to attend about the matter7 

again on the morrow, and on the 10th the warrant is made out to 
May for £800, and " the Warrant for y e summe on the Exchequer 
to be vacated." 8 On September 23rd Alderman Backwell advances 
" £200 for the Angel gold Warrant for Mr. May." 9 

B u t I must not weary m y readers with any more detail from 
the Treasury accounts. Suffice it to say that we frequently find 

* 

1 Sir Robert Long was Secretary to Charles during his exile and was subse-
quently made auditor of the Exchequer and Privy Councillor and created a Baronet 
in 1662. See Pepys' Diary, ed. 1828, vol. ii, p. 378, note * . 

2 T. 29, vol. ii, p. 81. 
3 Treasury Minute Books, T. 29, vol. ii, p. 235. 
* Ibid., p. 312. 
5 Bartholomew Beale was Auditor of Imprests. 
6 T. 29, vol. ii, p. 316, September 3, 1668. " The Mint is hard at work 

in making still; also he [Slingsby] movs for payment of about 700" worth of medalls 
and near 1001 more hee hath furnisht them for mefllls. A warrant for Mr. Bridgeman 
of 8oou for healing Gould on the Exchequer." 

7 T. 29, vol. ii, p. 321. 
8 Ibid., p. 322. 
9 Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. ii, p. 620, September 23, 1668, " On the 

credit of the Eleven Months tax . " 
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that the letters under the Privy Seal enabled May to draw upon 
imprest large sums of money, £3000,x £3250,2 even £4000,3 were 
thus " imprested " in various years, but it is not always possible 
to trace the exact payment, and it is more usual to find the money 
noted in the Exchequer accounts as being charged on this or that 
fund, usually on the Customs, on certain taxes or on some loan, 
at about £500 at a time at intervals of some few months.4 P a y -
ments were obviously made as convenient and transferred to the 
Mint, by May, at the Easter and Michaelmas Terms, and he in the 
later years of the reign seldom spent less than £2000 or more than 
£4000 in the healing medals in one year. It would be idle to balance 
the various items in the Exchequer books against the massed figures 
of the Keeper of the Privy Purse. As time went on the expenses 
swelled from the modest £1500 or £1600 a year to about £2500 
or more, and between March 25, 1673, and the time of the king's 
death on February 6, 1684-5, £27,382 18s. were expended inclusive 
of £100 10s. 2d. for legal expenses connected with the Privy Seal, etc. 

1 Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. vi, No. 528, Warrant under date May n t h , 
1680, " money order, dated May 16, thereon," and there is a record of the receipts 
of this order under date May 22nd " for provideing Crowne gold for healeing Medalls " 
in the Washington MSS. 

2 Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. iii, p. 187. " Treasury orders registered on 
the Tenth, for 32501 to Baptist May for the Privy Purse for Healing medals." 

3 Again we read in the Calendar of Treasury Books, vol. vii, p. 642, " November 
27, 1682, Baptist May 4,000" as imprest for the provision of gold for his Majesties 
use in Healing Money. Order dated November 28 hereon." Money Book iv, p. 97. 
We notice £4000 once more in November, 1683, in much the same words : Calendar, 
vol. vii, p. 950, and Order dated November 12 in the Order Book xxxix, p. n o . 

1 That the money was paid as convenient to the Exchequer is clear; take, 
for instance, the accounts for the year 1678-9. " May 30th, 1678, Letter of direction 
in 1951 16s 3d in part of an order, in March last for 20001 to Baptist May for Crown 
Gold for Healing Medals as by a privy seal of 1667-8, March 20th," Calendar, vol. vi, 
p. 72. This is followed on Nov. n by £500 " i n further part of the Order of March 10 
last for 20001'," etc., etc., " of which only 1951 16s 3d has been paid." Ibid., p. 259. 
Again on March 2 £600 still on the sum £2000 " of which only 6951 6s 3d has been 
paid." Ibid., p. 452. On April 6, 1680, yet another £600 on the 20001 order, 
" on which order only 12951 16s 3d has been paid." Ibid., p. 493. I need not 
multiply illustrations any further. 
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£ 2 3 , 2 2 2 6s. 3d. 1 w a s p a i d b y t h e T r e a s u r y a n d t h e f u r t h e r s u m of 

£ 4 1 4 0 u s . 6 \ d . w a s n o t e d a s o w i n g . 2 T h e n u m b e r of h e a l i n g - p i e c e s 

s u p p l i e d b y t h e M i n t i n t h i s p e r i o d w a s 6 1 , 3 8 3 , b e s i d e s 1 9 9 w h i c h 

h a d b e e n p r o c u r e d a t t h e p r i c e of £ 1 0 2 6s. 4d. , b e i n g b r o u g h t f r o m 

g o l d s m i t h s a s b e f o r e o n " e x t r a o r d i n a r y o c c a s i o n s . " T h e t o t a l of 

£ 2 7 , 3 8 2 18s . m u s t of c o u r s e b e d e b i t e d w i t h t h e 1 9 0 5 m e d a l s r e m a i n -

i n g o n h a n d t o w h i c h I h a v e a l r e a d y r e f e r r e d . F o r t h i s i n c r e a s e 

i n t h e e x p e n d i t u r e I w a s n o t u n p r e p a r e d , f o r t h e r e g i s t e r p u b l i s h e d 

b y B r o w n e h a d l e d m e t o r e a l i s e t h a t t o w a r d s t h e e n d of t h e r e i g n 

l a r g e r g r a n t s w o u l d b e r e q u i r e d . A c c o r d i n g t o t h e C h a p e l R o y a l 

l i s t s b y t h e y e a r 1 6 7 3 t h e n u m b e r s r e s o r t i n g t o t h e k i n g h a d r e a c h e d 

4 5 2 0 , a n d i n 1 6 7 4 , 5 0 7 9 ; i n 1 6 8 1 , 5 9 0 7 ; a n d i n 1 6 8 2 , 8 5 7 9 . T h e 

T r e a s u r y p a y m e n t s i n 1 6 8 3 a m o u n t e d t o £3940, b u t e v e n s o d i d 

1 The Abstract of May's Account gives the total paid by the Treasury as 
£23,222 6s. 3d., but we must remember that against the £138 5s. ixd. carried from 
his last account he had 88 medals in hand and there is also a note of the sum of 
£11 18s. 3d. paid short in one instance. 

2 The account stood as follows : — 

Payments made " by the Treasurer, under Treasurer & Tellers of the 
Exchequer to Baptist May : Michaelmas Term, 1673-74, £800; Easter Term, 
1674. £600 ; Michaelmas Term, 1674-75, £1260 ; Easter Term, 1675, £800 ; 
Michaelmas Term, 1675-76, £1082 5s. 3d. ; Easter Term, 1676, £1200; Michael-
mas Term, 1676-77, £1217 14s. 8\d. ; Michaelmas Term, 1677-78, £1000 ; Easter 
Term, 1678, £500 ; Michaelmas Term, 1678-79, £500 ; Easter Term, 1679, 
£195 16s. 3d., Michaelmas Term, 1679-80, £1700 ; Michaelmas Term, 1680-81, 
£1000; Easter Term, 1681, £500 ; Michaelmas Term, 1681-82, £2700; Easter 
Term, 1682, £1500; Michaelmas Term, 1682-83, £1500 ; Easter Term, 1683, 
£1650; Michaelmas Term, 1683-84, £2340; Easter Term, 1684,' £176 ios. ; 
Michaelmas Term, 1684-85, £1000; Total £23,222 6s. 3\d., plus money owing, 
carried from last account, £138 5s. 11 d. 

Arrears from the former account ... 
Medals supplied at the Mint 
Extra pieces bought of goldsmith ... 
Legal expenses, auditing, &c. 

£ s. d. 
1 3 8 5 1 1 

27,041 15 
102 6 4 
100 10 2 

Total £27,382 18 0 
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not apparently cover the expenses.1 In August, 1684, the expen-
diture had dropped by reason of the reduction in price of the medal, 
so that £1176 10s. paid during the Easter and Michaelmas Terms 
was called upon to do duty for some 4700 healing-pieces. 

When Charles II died, we learn from May's two accounts that 
although £31,162 6s. 4d. had been paid into the Mint between 
February, 1667-8, and the same month in 1684-5, the deficit of 
£4146 l i s . 1 1 remained owing, making a total of upwards of £35,000 
spent in healing-pieces in seventeen years. 

May's accounts are not only interesting from the light they cast 
upon healing, but also from the information imparted as to the 
varying price of gold, the number of medals supplied b y the Mint 
at so much per ounce, the amount paid, the weight and value being 
all set down, although, unfortunately, not with corresponding dates, 
and we are left in doubt when each change occurred. Thus we have 

1 C X X 

" M.v. iiij vi i j medals," weighing, " clxxixoz- viijdwt- xvjgrs- at lxxix2 

c 

p. oz. ,"2 at a cost of " v n viij" xv s ijd " and so on, giving us 
the information that when these 1588 medals were struck at the 
weight of 179 oz. 8 dwt. 16 grs. and at the cost of £708 15s. 2d. gold 
stood at 79s. per ounce, and we m a y look down the list, and find 
1688 medals at 79s. 6d. per oz., 600 at 80s. 6d., 300 at 80s. 9d., 2507 
at 80s., 3926 at 81s., 1421 at 81s. 6d., 5316 at 82s., but this does not 
prove that gold rose steadily in value, for in the second account, 
beginning in 1673,3 the first item of 400 medals stands at £4 4s. per 
ounce, and each delivery is lower instead of higher than the last, 

1 The payments made in the years 1683 and 1684 were as follows : May 
acknowledged the receipt from the Exchequer of £5116 5s. in two years, viz. : Easter 
Term, 1683, £1600; Michaelmas Term, 1683-84, £2340; Easter Term, 1684, £ij6 5 s. ; 
Michaelmas Term, 1684, £1000. The Treasury orders for payments for Medals 
consist in : January 15, 1682-83, £500 ; April 7, 1683, £500 ; May 26, 1683, £50 ; 

June 13, 1683, £100 ; October 6, 1683, £500 ; November 17, 1683, £500 ; December 
22, 1683, £500 ; February 27,1683-84, £500; March 2 4 1683-84, £340 ; August 13, 
1684, £176 10s. ; October 16, 1684, £500 ; January 9, 1684-85, £500. The total 
here reached is £50 5s. in excess of that acknowledged by May as above. 

2 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, No. 2795. 
3 Ibid., No. 2796. 
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the price dropping from the above sum to 678 medals at £4 3s. 6d. 
per ounce, 1574 at £4 3s. ; 6154 at £4 2s. 6d. ; 4140 at £4 2s. ; 1170 
at £4 is. 9 d ; 3679 at £4 i s . 8d., and finally to 43,589 at £4 i s . 6d} 
This arrangement suggests that the Mint Master set out his accounts 
b y value rather than b y sequence of dates. The amounts of medals 
supplied do not absolutely correspond to the separate payments 
which were apparently made only at the end of each term and figure 
as " Easter Terme " and " Michas Terme " in such and such year 
of the king's reign, and are almost always, as we have seen, in large 
round sums. But there is one very small payment, that made at 
Easter Term in Charles II 's 36th year, that is to say in 1684, and 
one entry of a startlingly large number of medals at £4 i s . 6d. per 
ounce, and these do not agree in amount with the calculation that 
about 106 medals go to the pound weight, or roughly speaking 9 
to an ounce,2 at the cost of about 9s. each. W e find too many 
medals b y quite 2000 for the weight of metal, and also notice that 
the price is too low for the number of 43,589. These two circum-
stances must, I think, synchronize, for in the August of 1684 a 
lighter medal was ordered of which 16 went to the ounce. 

T h a t such change was made in the size of the touchpiece in 
the reign of Charles is a fact which has usually passed unnoticed. 
There is, however, a specimen weighing only 29 grains in the Mint 
Museum, and Mr. Hocking, in his catalogue, has drawn attention 
to the fact that it agrees in size with those later made for James II,3 

but kindly informs me that the Roya l Mint possesses no documentary 
evidence concerning their issue. 

1 I t is clear from the charge for the medals supplied to Falmouth in 1664-5 
that gold then stood at 81s. 3f d. per ounce, whilst those handed to May in 1667 were 
charged for at 8 is. 2\d. See our pp. 142-3. 

2 See our p. 135 and Mint Catalogue, vol. i, p. 126 ; see also our p. 157, showing 
that the medal ordered in 1664-5 was " at about 8s 4d in proportion to the guinnies at 
20 s ," but the weight of the guinea was in 1670 reduced from i 3 i f f grains to 129H 
grains ; but I have found no evidence that the weight of 54*3 grains for the touchpiece 
was then changed; on the contrary we have proof that the medal rose in value to 
9s. 6d. 

3 Royal Mint Museum Catalogue, vol. i, p. 126, No. 1376. 
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After a search of some years' standing I succeeded in finding 
two other examples : the one now in my own collection turns the 
scale at 29-8 grs., the other, which I presented to the Wellcome His-
torical Medical Museum, is somewhat worn, and weighs 25 grains 
only. 

Browne, in his Charisma, written at the end of 1683, makes 
no reference to any reduction in the value of the king's gift. More-
over, the extreme rarity of this touchpiece at once suggested to me 
that it was made late in the reign of Charles, and a letter addressed 
by Henry Guy, the Secretary of the Treasury, to the Mint Com-
missioners under date August 7, 1684, enquiring the price of the 
touchpiece—an unnecessary question if no change had been m a d e — 
practically informs us of the time when the small medals first appeared. 
" The Lords Com15 of his Mats Treary having been informed that 
700 healing Meddals wilbe wanting Command and desire you to 
send their Ldps an acct. how much that number will come to. I 
am etc. Servt. Hen. Guy." 1 The answer is not directly reported, 
but the unusually low charge in the Dispositions Book :2 " Keep, of 
the Privy Purse for Heal. Medalls £176 10s. paid on the 12th August ," 
is an all sufficient reply and from this time forward the expenditure 
is small. 

The gold stood, as we have reason to believe, at this time at 
£4 is . 6d. an ounce, and taking the medal at 30 grains, or 16 pieces 
to the ounce, this would represent 5s. id. as the price of each, or 
£177 18s. 4d. for 700. Allowing, however, for the hole, it seems 
probable that few specimens would be likely to exceed 29J grains, 

1 Out-letters Generals, Public Record Office, T. 27, vol. vii, p. 406. 
' Dispositions Book, vol. ii, T. 61, pp. 392 and 393. 

SMALL TOUCHPIECES OF CHARLES II. 
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and indeed the three examples known to us vary much in weight, 
the heaviest being 2g'8 grains. A t 5s. each the sum works out at 
£175, and £176 10s. would pay for 700 healing-pieces at about 5s. \d. 
each, so that £176 10s. being stated in May's Audited Accounts and 
in the Dispositions Books, it is obvious that the sudden drop in 
the expenses and the appearance of the small touchpiece coincide in 
point of time. 

I think it is almost safe to assume that from first to last about 
4700 of these little pieces were coined, for after this August payment, 
two others were made by the Treasury for medals, the one of £500 
on October 16, 1684, and the other of £500 on January 9, 1684-85, 
and May states that he received from the Treasury £1000 in the 
Michaelmas Term 1684-5.1 But it appears that on the death 
of Charles, 1905 medals remained in hand, and it is possible that 
these would be melted and recoined for James.2 

The very large number of 43,589 medals at 4603 oz. 8 grs. valued 
at £4 is . 6d. per ounce resulting in an expenditure of £18,745 7s. 6d., 
would not work out correctly if some of the touchpieces had not 
been at 30 grains instead of 54"3 grains, whereas an allowance of 
about 4700 of the smaller size as against some 38,889 or so of the 
larger, produces the requisite figures. A t some period in the reign 
of Charles subsequent to the year 1675, and probably about three 
or four years later, a similar reform had been suggested and rejected. 
B y the kind permission of Sir Richard Graham of Netherby and of 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, No. 2796. 
2 I t is within the range of possibility that a certain unstated number of medals 

included in the account were not delivered until after the death of Charles, and 
may therefore have been altered and struck in James I I ' s name. The account is 
endorsed Memd that " Altho' this Acc4 determines the 6th Feb?y 1684 there is 
allowance made for Medalls delivered the n t h April 1685, wch are not to be allowed 
in any succeeding Acc' ." James " healed " for the first time on March 4th and must 
either have used his brother's medals or had them recoined. The design remains 
the same, but for the alteration of the name, and the same puncheons would have 
served, and I would suggest that the medals left over by Charles were possibly 
recoined and delivered again for the use of James in April for the Easter healing, 
April 19. 
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the Controller of His Majesty's Stationery Office, I am permitted 
to transcribe a paper dealing with this subject which was printed 
from the Graham muniments b y the Royal Commission on Historical 
manuscripts.1 The collection at Netherby contains much corre-
spondence pertaining to Henry Slingsby, Master of the Mint under 
Charles II, and this is one of the series. " The former gold made 
for healing was a 10s piece of current money made of fine gold, 
which after his Majesty 's raising the value of the gold coins became 
worth 11 s 6d.2 In the year 1664, H.M. was pleased, b y reason 
of the difficulty and charges in the providing of such fine gold, to 
appoint certain medals to be made for that use of Crown gold, being 
of the same standard in fineness with his Majesty's coins, and in 
value about 8s 4d in proportion to the guinnies at 20s. But the 
market having since raised the value of the guinnie to 21s 6d the 
said medals are likewise raised to about 9s, which is yet 2s 6d 

less than the former pieces ; and should 4s more be taken out of 
the weight of the present healing medals, they would not be above 
28 or 29 grains in weight, little bigger than the 2d piece of H.M. 
new silver money and too thin to receive any impression. Besides 
the number of them spent one year with another being about 5600, 
which amounts to but 25001 ; there would not be saved b y such 
alteration more than about 10001 year ly . " The allusion in this 
manuscript to " the 2d piece of H.M. new silver money " might 
suggest that this paper was written in about the year 1668, for it 
was then that this coin first appeared, and it was followed in 1670 b y 
the groat and threepence, the latter coin agreeing more nearly with 
the size of the touchpiece on its later appearance than does the half 
groat. But papers annexed to the report show the expenditure 
on healing on certain days in 1675 and the calendarer mentions 

1 Appendix to Sixth Report, vol. i, p. 333. The Manuscripts of Sir Reginald 
Graham, Bart., Mint Papers. 

2 This probably refers to the proclamation of August 26, 1661, although the 
rise in value is there specified at 11s. 8d. for the n s . angel and at 10s. 8d. for the 
10s. angel, struck prior to and after 1619 respectively. See ante, p. 121. 
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the existence of others bearing date 1677 and 1688.1 The last of 
these figures struck me as almost impossible, seeing that 1688 does 
not fall within the reign when the reduction of weight was effected, 
namely that of Charles II, and I think it is probably a misprint 
for 1678 or 1680. Unfortunately, as Sir Richard Graham kindly 
informed me, owing to the war he was unable at the moment to 
veri fy this point, but it is highly improbable that one of Slingsby's 
Mint Papers should bear date 1688, seeing that he was suspended 
from his office as Master in June, 1680.2 Moreover, as we have seen, 
the change in size was successfully carried out in 1684. The rise 
in the price of the guinea should suggest a date, but it is not easy 
to bring it to book. The reduction in 1670 of this coin to 1 2 9 f t 
grains had of course affected the proportional value of the healing-
piece, the weight whereof had been fixed in 1664-5 at 5 4 ' 3 and 
the value at 8s. 4d. ,s whilst the number of medals issued to the pound 
T r o y being some 1064 presented a large economy in comparison to the 
old angel weighing 64f-f grains. The indenture of James II in 1685 
followed the lines laid down b y his late brother, and ordered the 
guinea to be issued at 20s. It has accordingly been very generally 

1 The samples of Accounts printed by the Royal Historical Commission in this 
connection are as follows :— 

" 1675 March 20, 921 4 8d for 200 Healing pieces weighing 22 oz 11 dwt 
18 gr etc. etc. 

" 1675 March 22, 921 11s 6d for 22 oz. 13 dwt. 10 gr, 
" 1675 March 23. For healing pieces weighing 22 oz. 13 dwt. at 41 Is 8d 

per oz. 921 9s iod . 
" 1677 a n ( i 1688, a page of accounts of the numbers of pieces, weight of 

gold and value in money. Two other papers." 
These extracts are of value as showing that in 1675 gold stood at 41, is. 8d. per oz. 
2 An enquiry was instituted into the affairs of the Mint on June 9, 1680, and 

from this time his duties were executed by commission. Matters dragged on until 
after the accession of James, when his indentures were cancelled. He died in or 
before August, 1690, at which date his widow proved his accounts. 

3 In the itemised accounts we never find the medals costing so little as the 
specified 8s. 4d., not even those paid to Lord Falmouth in 1664-5, which come out 
at about 9s. £d. each, but at one moment, date unspecified, when gold stood at 
79s. per ounce, an issue of some 1588 works out at about 8s. 9\d. each. 

4 See our p. 135. 
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assumed that it had remained current more or less at this rate 
throughout the reign of Charles II, although made the subject of 
much legislation under William III, having reached the price of 
30s. at the time of Mary II's death. But judging from some of the 
Declared Accounts,1 the guinea was reckoned at 21s. 6d. in the last 
few years of Charles II's life. Under dates 1681, 1682 to '84 and 
1684 to '86 we find " Guineys and Pieces of gold money placed in 
the P y x " charged in the Mint expenses " a t ye rate of xxj s v j d 

a piece," and at some undated period in Charles II 's reign gold 
stood at £4 4s. per ounce. 

Observation of May's Declared Accounts prove that according 
to the rise and fall in the price of gold the medals stood after 1667 
at varying sums, one small consignment costing even so much as 
9s. 6d. when gold stood at £4. 4s. the ounce and 9s. 5\d. at £4 3s. 6d., 
while the usual deliveries came out at 8s. nd., 9s., 9s. id., 9s. 2d., 
9s. 3d. or perhaps 9s. 4d., the most common sums being 9s. or 
9s. 2d. 

Let us turn to the touchpiece itself, which has given rise to so 
long an array of figures. There is no great likelihood that until 
the reform of August, 1684, any deliberate reduction was intended 
of the amount of gold employed on each medal, but there is some 
discrepancy in size and also in weight in the larger specimens. I 
have found pieces (see illustration on page 135) which turn the scale 

55? grains, but the majority waver between 53 and 55, the 
proper weight being, as we have seen, 54*3. This slight variation 
in size in the medal valued at about 9s. is probably the accident of 
new dies, for the smaller are the thicker. The difference of nearly 
2 dwts. in about 22J ounces may be noticed on almost successive days, 
in calculations respecting two hundred pieces in the Graham papers, 
resulting in an extra charge of 5s. in £92. There is, therefore, no 

1 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Rolls 2092, 2093 and 2094. " ccclxi peeces 
and a halfe of gold put into the said Pyx between Vth Aug. 1681 and xvij of Nov. 

XX 
1682 at the rate of xxj s vjd the peece, amount, to ccciii j viij"xij siijd ." This 
appears in Roll 2092, but the two following rolls contain similar entries for various 
sums in the years between 1682 and 1684-5. 
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need to excite ourselves over infinitesimal variations. Until the 
five-shilling touchpiece took the place of that valued at nine shillings, 
the same puncheons, I think, continued in use. There seems little 
doubt that the Roettiers brothers were responsible for the healing 
piece, and this is rendered the more certain by some records now 
in the Royal Mint, where there exists a book containing a list of 
" Good Dies of severall sorts for the coyning of gold and silver, taken 
on the 4th day of October 1677 in the custody of the gravers." 1 

Amongst the stock mentioned in this document the late Sir Charles 
Freeman tie noticed in particular " Dies for the healing piece with 
the Angell " and " Dies for the healing piece with the Shipp." Now 
the " gravers " in whose " custody " these dies were left must have 
been one or other of the Roettiers, whose names figure in all Mint 
Declared Accounts of this period, as " the iij Roetiers Chiefe Graver's " 
whose pay is set down at £325 per annum.2 After the departure 
of Joseph for France in 1672 or '73 the payment was continued 
to John and Philip, but as we see no change in the workmanship 
throughout, and Philip8 also had left England before he could have 
had time to engrave the healing-piece of James II, which exactly 
resembled its immediate predecessor, I think we m a y place the 
touchpieces to John Roettiers's account, and it is more suggestive 
of his technique than of his brother's. Although clearly made in 
the Mint, as we have seen in the extracts I have given from the 
Declared Accounts, either Pipe or Audit Office, that the healing-pieces 
until the time of James I I were not mentioned in the Warden's 
or Master's general Accounts, but were specially provided by the 
Mint Master and separately audited. Of the developments under 
James, I will write in our next volume. 

1 Annual Report of the Deputy Master of the Mint, 1674, p. 13, by the Honble. 
Sir Charles Freemantle, K.C.B. 

2 Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2089, from 1666 to 1670. In Roll 2092 
1676-77, this payment is entered to " John and Phillip Roetteers the Chiefe Gravers," 
whilst in Roll 2096, 1687-88, the salary is continued to John alone. 

3 Philip only left England for France in or about February, 1684-5, and it 
was therefore possible that he- might have made the last touchpiece of Charles I I . 
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Did we not know from the documents I have quoted concerning 
the order of February, 1C64-5, that the medal was a new departure 
in type, we might readily assume that the healing-piece illustrated 
below, the largest I have seen, belonged to the hammered series. I t 
decidedly presents such an appearance, but long before 1664-5 
the mill had superseded the hammer. The last document in which 
I have found a charge for the " better sizing of the H a m m ' d money 
at i d a L w t . " bears date 1662-3 to 1666, and refers, I think, to the 
silver only. 1 The piece more probably slipped its collar, for we have 
seen that the order demanded the use of " y e Mill and Presse accord-
ing to y e Medall specified." Experts, nevertheless, have regarded 
this large touchpiece, which is of correct weight, as made b y the 

HEALING-PIECE MENTIONED ABOVE. 

hammer, and as it might possibly be an experiment struck in early 
days I have thought it worth illustrating.2 Study of the large 
number of healing-pieces belonging to the late Dr. Sisley enabled 

1 Declared Accounts, Audit Office, Bundle 1601, Roll 55, January x, 1662-3, to 
December 20, 1666. " To the Moneys for the better sizing of the Hamei4 money 
at i d a L w t . xxxj l ; 6s i d . " This shows that after January, 1661-2, the amount 
of 7513 pounds weight was coined by hammer. In later accounts the charge of the 
extra penny for correct sizing was still made, but the word hammered is omitted 
and the " silver moneys " were specified as made by " Mille and Presse." See 
Declared Accounts, Pipe Office, Roll 2094. 

2 I bought this specimen from the well-known collection of Dr. Richard Sisley, 
which contained the two small touchpieces to which I have referred. By the kindness 
of our member Mr. S. M. Spink I had the opportunity of carefully studying this 
collection of 35 pieces, 10 of which were of the time of Charles I I . I have seen, in 
Mr. Spink's cabinet, another rough specimen, similar to that illustrated above, but 
weighing not quite 50 grains. Some years ago Mr. Webster gave me a note of yet 
another piece of the same character, and this again was of a different weight, but 
heavier instead of lighter, turning the scale at 55J grains. 

M 
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me to judge of rarity, and I found that seven out of eight medals 
were of the exact type of the piece which I illustrated on our p. 135 
and averaged 53 to 54 grains in weight. The eighth is of the 
slightly smaller and thicker order to which I have already referred, 
and which is always distinguished, so far as I have observed, by 
having a dot after Gloria, as illustrated below, but there is no change 
of puncheon, merely a new die. The little medal of the lighter 
weight has been shown on our p. 155. 

Considering the obverse of a medal as the side bearing the king's 
name, we must attract attention to the fact that the ship which had 
formed the reverse decoration of the old angel coin and of Simon's 
pattern piece assumes the prominent place on the obverse under 
Charles II, whilst the figure of St. Michael on the reverse is sur-
rounded b y the legend SOLI DEO GLORIA. 

There has been one slight misconception to which I must refer 
before closing this section of my paper. 

B y an unfortunate printer's error in the first edition of Medallic 
Illustrations of British History, Vol. I, p. 477, No. 86, it was there 
stated that a silver example of Charles II 's touchpiece existed at 
Munich. Unable in wartime to ask particulars concerning this 
supposed rarity, I applied to Mr. H. A. Grueber, who with his usual 
kindness referred to Sir A. W. Franks' original notes taken when 
compiling this very valuable book, and only regrets that the error 
was not discovered in time to prevent its repetition in the second 
edition in describing it as No. 16 or Plate X L V . Sir Edgar Sheppard, 
Sub-Dean of -the Chapel Royal, in his Memorials of St. James's 
Palace/ quotes a newspaper paragraph from the Kentish Inde-

V A R I E T Y OF HEALING-PIECE OF CHARLES II. 

1 Memorials of St. James's Palace, vol. i, p. 205. 
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pendent, under date September 5, 1857, wherein it was stated that 
an old woman, then resident in the parish of Wye, possessed a silver 
touchpiece, which had been given to her great-grandmother by 
Charles II. One cannot help wondering whether we have here 
another printer's error, and the medal described as bearing the 
figure of an angel was really of gold. Again, we might suggest that 
for Charles II we should read either James II or Charles III . A 
very slight imperfection in the touchpiece might easily result in the 
latter misreading, especially if the narrator was not aware that 
Prince Charles Edward presented silver healing medals bearing the 
title, CAR: I I I . I can only say that with the exception of the 
uniface trial piece figured on our p. 97, I have found no trace of 
a silver touchpiece under Charles II. We have, therefore, to 
chronicle besides Simon's pattern angel, shown on our p. 97 and 
the slipped coin or possibly early hammered pattern, two small 
variations in size, although not in weight, and the little five-shilling 
touchpiece of 1684, only five varieties to supply the demand of some 
105,000 or more persons touched during a reign of less than 25 years. 
Allowing, further, for the fact that of these 105,000, nearly 23,000 
received angels and not touchpieces, and about 2700 had the small 
medals, we are yet amazed to see that the dies used for quite 80,000 
pieces present little change, and it is possible that the necessary 
substitution of fresh puncheons was one of the factors in making 
the new and smaller design. 

I hope in our next volume to follow the fortunes of the little 
medal of which, as we have seen, 1905 remained on hand at the death 
of Charles II. 
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