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The Chairman called upon the REV. THOMAS JAMES, M.A., 
Vicar of Theddingworth, to read a Paper upon

THE HISTORY OF LOUGHBOROUGH CHURCH, 
Which that gentleman proceeded to do as follows :—
HAVING undertaken to read a paper on the history of your church, 
I must at once disown anything but a most superficial description. 
I have had no leisure or opportunity to consult any but the most 
obvious sources of information in the printed histories of the county, 
and profess to bring no new light from any hitherto undiscovered 
stores. Still, at the time of the publication of the county histories, 
architectural details had been so little studied, that the account of 
the church given in those authorities is very meagre and unsatis 
factory. So far, then, as the existing fabric affords evidence of its 
own history, I will endeavour to set that history before you.

And fortunately both for you and me, its story is extremely plain 
and simple. It has none of the complications and difficulties which 
most churches of its size possess. You have but to remember two 
dates, and you have the whole before you.

The church is stated by Nichols to be dedicated to S. Peter and 
S. Paul; but his authorities are not conclusive, and therefore the 
traditionary dedication of All Saints may be safely followed. It 
consists of a western tower, nave with single aisle on the north, and 
double aisle on the south, north and south transepts and chancel. 
There is a porch parvise over it on the south side.

The nave consists of four bays, though the outer south aisle, 
owing to the projections of the porch and transept, consist of only 
two. The main body of the church, including all the piers and 
arches, is of the fourteenth century, say about 1330; and this is 
the first date I wish you to note. It is of the style called second- 
pointed, or more commonly "Decorated," but the application of 
this term to this church you see at first glance is singularly inap 
propriate.

A more undecorated church of its size you probably never saw; 
and those who define architecture (as is the fashion of the present 
day) to consist in ornament, must allow the church of Loughborough 
'to have no architecture at all. But passing at once from the exterior 
(the outline of which, good as it is, has been completely altered 
since the time of which we are now speaking) no one can doubt 
the impressive effect of the severe and simple architecture of its 
interior, marred and clogged though it now be with its cumbrous 
and unsightly galleries.

Its bold and lofty piers; its still more lofty arches, and those, 
too, boldly moulded, and their excellent proportion,— are the features
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which give the grand character to the whole, and render it one of 
the finest among the parish churches of the county. Us fault (and 
a fault it has) is not its simplicity, but its monotony. Throughout 
the church, every pier, every window, every moulding is the same. 
Nor is it relieved even by the introduction of sculpture, which so 
often gives variety in the details, where the main lines are identically 
repeated.

Even the hood mouldings of the windows are all terminated 
(with one exception which I shall mention) with the same invariable 
monotonous unmeaning notch-head; very useful as giving almost the 
certain date of the fourteenth century, but the most bald and inartistic 
of all architectural ornament. The windows of the nave consist 
throughout of the same character of—I can hardly say " tracery "— 
but of mullions crossing in the head—(another very safe sign of 
the fourteenth century work); and one cannot but regret that that 
beautiful variety of window tracery, which gave to this style the 
name of " Decorated," should be wholly wanted here.

It may possibly be, however, that at one time it existed to some 
amount; for I hold the present mullions in many cases to be com 
paratively modern. If you will examine for yourselves the east 
window of the north transept, you will see this considerably differs 
in details, though not in outline, from the other windows. In this 
the mullions are round moulded, not simply splayed or chamfered 
as the others are; and you will observe that the curves at the top 
of the windows run naturally into the rounded mouldings of the 
jambs; whereas in all the other windows the juncture of the curved 
chamfered lines with the round jambs is incomplete and inartistic, 
and such as we can hardly allow the architects of such noble work 
to have admitted.

Whatever may have been the case with the other windows, there 
is no doubt but that this east window of the north transept is in its 
original and perfect state, and if you look at the light and shade 
produced by the round moulded and filleted mullions of this window, 
as compared with the chamfered mullions of the others, you cannot 
fail at once to see its infinite superiority over them. It often, how 
ever, occurs in old churches that one window only was made much 
more ornamental than the rest; and this may have been the case 
here, as the corbel head on the one side and the uncarved block on 
the other, show an intention in this part of something superior to 
the repeated notch heads of the other windows.

There is no doubt but that the main walls of the present chancel 
are also of the same date as the nave of the church. At first sight 
the Perpendicular windows of the fifteenth century might lead to 
another view; but these are merely insertions, and the jambs of 
the original Decorated east window are still visible on the inside, 
with the panelling and tracery of the fifteenth century rudely and 
awkwardly infringing upon them. The door on the south commonly
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called the priest's door, is also unmistakably of the same date as 
the main body of the church—as are also those traces of the sedilia, 
which have been imperfectly developed, but of which I hope suffi 
cient will be discovered to enable them to be accurately restored. 
In a church like this, where the map is so plain, the accession of a 
fine bit of sculpture, such as this promises to be, would be a double 
relief and gain. I would remark that the head of the piscina to 
the east of this sculpture is at least a century later, and may rank 
its date with the great Perpendicular movement of the fifteenth 
century, which so greatly modified the external appearance of the 
church, and is that second great epoch in its history to which I will 
now advert.

Down to the year, say in round numbers 1450, the church must 
have remained very much as it was originally built, viz., with a high- 
pitched roof to the chancel (of which you may still see the marks 
on the east end of the nave wall, outside). There were also high- 
pitched roofs to ,the aisles and transepts, and certainly to the nave, 
where it rose in place of the present clerestory. In place of the 
present tower there stood another, of which we have no traces, and 
so can only guess at its character from the style of the early church.

It is a marvel to us (when we find the fifteenth century churches 
standing so firm and stout and needing nothing but a little occasional 
repair) how it was that the churches built but little more than a 
century before were deemed by fifteenth century people to need so 
much reconstruction. I have never seen the matter satisfactorily 
explained. One hundred or even two hundred years could not 
have so rotted the timbers and perished the stone as to have 
necessarily required those extensive alterations which we every 
where find. If it were that mere ornamental details were altered, 
we could understand it as being done as a matter of taste, just as 
the churchwardens of the last century thought round-headed brick 
windows really prettier than old fretted Gothic, and so put them in 
accordingly. But the fifteenth century people oftener left the 
ornamental details, and attacked the heavier constructed work, as 
indeed they did in your church. Here, except in the chancel, the 
windows were left, but the whole of the roof (which we can hardly 
consider by that time to have been decayed), they ruthlessly pulled 
down and put up their own in their stead.

Nothing but the love—I may say the very greed—of church 
building can account for it, and there is much certainly in this zeal 
of theirs which we cannot but admire, even while we regret that 
the work which they displaced was often better than the work which 
they substituted for it. The fifteenth century was the great age of 
Clerestories, and seldom had an architectural fashion so wide a 
run. They had existed indeed before, but in a much humbler 
form, and by no means as a marked feature. Now, however, they 
were made one of the leading characteristics of a building, giving
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the character to the whole external church. It was hardly light 
that could be wanted in such a church as this; but perhaps it may 
be conceded that real additional beauty was gained by such a row 
of windows as you have here, in place of the heavy, unlighted, high 
pitched roof. Whatever was the motive, the fifteenth century folk 
set themselves to work on this church, and (as I have said) utterly 
altered its earlier character by the clerestory to the nave—by the 
low roof and parapets to the aisles and transepts—the inserted 
windows in the chancel—and the lower stage at least of the western 
tower, including the very fine west window, now shut out by the 
blockings and iucumbrances of later times.

It is sad to see that a traditionary habit (which has, I under 
stand very long and very high prescription in its favour) has made 
this fine window the sport and cockshy of every idle passer-by. 
But I must own that when you enter the western door under it, the 
state of things found there almost justifies the sacrilegious vagabonds. 
They may think that they have a fair right thus to sport with a 
window from without, which is so utterly uncared for within; but 
I will venture to say, that when once opened (as I trust it shortly 
may be) to the church of which it is so integral and ornamental a 
part, it will be as much respected by the schoolboys as its sister 
windows of the nave.

The upper part of the tower seems to have undergone several 
alterations at a date later than that which I should assign to the 
nave. Burton, writing in 1623, says: " The fair and large tower 
steeple of this church was built within the memory of man;" but 
if he means within the memory of men then living, this could not 
be. .This remark may, however, refer to the rebuilding of the 
pinnacles and parapet, which were greatly damaged by a high wind 
in the year 1551, and built up to be again blown down in 1715. 
These were replaced by very indifferent imitations till the year 
1774, when the present very well-proportioned pinnacles were 
erected. The arms in the west window and spandrils of the door 
way would doubtless lead to the discovery of the builders of the 
tower. I have not had time enough to decipher them, nor have I 
heraldry enough to assign them if I had made them out. The 
advowson and manor, about the time of the erection of the tower, 
was passing through the hands of the Beaumonts, Hastings, the 
Lovells, and the De Veres; and the discovery of the coats of any 
of these families would probably fix truly the date of the building. 
The bearing of the " merchants of the staple" occurs in the left 
hand spandril of the west door; on the other the arms of Burton.

As years rolled on, no additional beauty accrued to the church 
either within or without. From the entries in the parish books of 
the year 1592 we find that the chancel in Elizabeth's reign must 
have existed for some years as many chancels did—in a most 
dilapidated and disgraceful state, as in that year we have the
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following charges:—" Paid to Thomas German and iis men for 
taking down the wall in the chancel (it had probably been blocked 
out, as the west end is now) and mending the walls therein, 7s. 6d." 
To others " for carrying nunmel (rubbish or rubble) out of the old 
school in the chancel, 6s. 3d.;" " for six men labourers and four 
women labourers for another day's work, 6s. 4d.;" and the glazing 
of the windows is also mentioned. The chancel was then, no 
doubt, restored from a school to its proper uses; and so, with the 
addition of new bells and chimes, things went on in ordinary fashion. 
Accounts occur in 1604 and 1627 for painting the church; and in 
1636 the steeple was repaired, at the charge of £42. More tasteful 
times occurred: we read in 1639—"Paid Thomas Sewell for 
painting the stone the eagle stands on, and for laying the Pulpit 
Green and reading-desk, and gilding the knobs, £1. 14s."

The next year—" Paid for lavender to lay in the chest to sweeten 
the surplice." No sum mentioned.

But, alas! such good times soon passed away: in 1646, John 
Wright, the clerk, served the office of churchwarden, and we have 
this sad entry. " This year the Brass Eagle in the church was 
sold," and sold, too, as old brass—which, at 6d. a pound, came to 
£5. 2s. lOd.

In 1648, " For dressing the church, after the Scots, 4s. 6d."
Worse times for the church adornments were yet to come. 

Oliver Cromwell was now in power, and in 1650 we hare—" Paid 
Robert Foster for washing out the King's arms, 4s." A very dear 
job.

In 1658, "Spent on the ringers and other neighbours, when the 
Lord Protector was proclaimed 10s." This was for Richard 
Cromwell: but the bells had soon to ring another tune—when 
Charles II. was restored, and with him came back Mr. Nicholas 
Hall, the minister of this town, who was ejected at the time of the 
Usurpation.

But Hall did not enjoy his restoration long, for the next entry 
is his burial, and the next—" Paid for a quart of burnt claret, when 
Mr. Bright (his successor) took possession, Is. 8d."—a most reason 
able charge; and " Gave the ringers to drink, 6d." Who drank 
the burnt claret, unless it were the churchwarden, or the church 
warden and parson together, the book forbears to say.

But alas for the vicissitudes of human affairs! Mr. Bright 
became " Dr." Bright, and Dean of St. Asaph, yet is the next 
entry of the said Doctor, " buried."

We now come to the House of Hanover. Utilitarianism was in 
the ascendant, and we read of £26. 10s. paid in 1717, for a new 
clock and chimes.

Then came, in 1747, the great event of new pewing. All the 
old woodwork of the benches, stalls, &c., was swept away after the 
fashion of the Brass Eagle, and the church was brought very much
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to the condition in which you now see it. There seems to have 
been great zeal and unanimity in the matter; and however much 
•we may now regret the carved open seats which were then 
probably swept away, I wish we had them back again; yet the 
people of the day acted up to the lights they had (though they 
certainly were but rushlights), and in this you may at least follow 
them, that they manfully set to work to raise the money which they 
deemed necessary to put the church into what they considered 
decency and order.

Nor did they stop here—for while they on the one hand cut 
down the minister and churchwardens to 5s. for their horse hire 
and other expenses to Leicester at the visitation, they set up 
(regardless of the green paint and gilding lately bestowed upon 
them) a new pulpit and sounding-board, and staircase (doubtless 
those now existing) at the cost of £31. 10s. recast their bells, and 
in the year 1792, erected the organ, which was built by Green, of 
London, at the price of £450. This they inaugurated with a great 
concert of Handel's music, and aided their new instrument with a 
full accompaniment of drums, trumpets, and horns, and finished up 
with a concert and ball at the George Assembly Rooms in the 
evening—not perhaps the most legitimate way of getting money 
for such a purpose ; but, in my opinion, quite as allowable a source 
of raising church money as by any modern fashionable bazaars.

But the most wonderful thing was that it was carried out with 
such spirit and success, that after they had paid all their expenses 
they had £200. to spare, an unprecedented surplus, surely, in a 
charitable collection; but which I hope may become a precedent 
for any future church subscriptions in the good town of Lough- 
borough.

I have dwelt rather on these details, which perhaps, to some, 
may appear too trivial—not only, because, as 1 told you, the 
important annals of the church are very soon exhausted, but 
because few places have the advantage of a book containing so 
many curious particulars relating to the common life history of 
their parish, as you possess in the volume from which I have 
extracted these minutes, and because I fully believe that these 
seemingly unimportant details more truly open the life and manners 
to us of past times, than more ponderous and abstract disquisitions.

We antiquaries (if I may be allowed to swim by the side of such 
learned gentlemen as Mr. Nichols, Mr. Bloxam, Mr. Gresley, Mr. 
Thompson, and others whom I see here) are often accused of 
wasting our time upon trifles, and peddling with particulars, when 
the true student of history is propounding his principles. But of 
what use is any theory, and what truth can it contain, if it be not 
founded on particular facts ? We may be but hewers of wood and 
drawers of water, but still the stately pile of history could not rise 
without us.
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Now I think the few extracts I have read to you may show us 
this—how unsafe it is to make sweeping generalizations, without 
attention to such little facts. I suppose if there is one general 
proposition more universally acknowledged than another, it is the 
sweeping condemnation of the last century as to its utter apathy 
and deadness in all matters concerning the church. It is one of 
those few regular historical data in which all parties agree. Yet 
the extracts which I have just been giving you will hardly bear out 
so sweeping a generalization. On the contrary, we find a succession 
of changes, year after year, all bearing reference to the improvement 
of the church, and shewing the interest felt in it by the people. It 
was not zeal, or liberality, that was wanting, but knowledge. If 
we say that they had never understood or studied Gothic Archi 
tecture and had forgotten the spirit of congregational worship— 
that the middle classes, in taking care of themselves, had thrust out 
the poor—that they thought more of preaching than of prayer— 
more of their bodily comfort in church than their soul's devotion, I 
fear we should be saying quite true. But we of this generation 
have not so utterly outgrown all these things (much as we have 
improved concerning them) as to allow us, in charity and truth, to 
be quite so hard on the past generation as we are apt to be.

We certainly, in these days, have greater knowledge of church 
architecture, have a more intelligent appreciation of the spirit of 
common worship, and of the arrangement of the church as a house 
of prayer, and we admit that its poor have at least as great a claim 
as the richest among us, to their place in God's house. Only, let 
us not pride ourselves, on our knowledge, or vaunt ourselves above 
our fathers, but rather try to act up to our knowledge, with the 
same zeal and simplicity as they did to theirs.

But I fear you will consider me straying from my subject into un 
warrantable sermonizing. That I have no more wish than right to 
do. I was led into it, by my justification of antiquarian details as 
often rectifying the indiscriminating theories of the general historian. 
I may be excused, therefore, if 1 call your attention to a few more 
minute objects of interest in the church before I conclude.

The ground plan has some peculiarities, and these highly 
advantageous for a large town church. The second south aisle, 
for instance, is an uncommon feature, except in churches of con 
siderable pretensions; but it gives space where it is most wanted. 
More convenient still is the position of the north and south entrances. 
These you will find in ninety-nine churches out of a hundred to be 
in the westernmost bay but one, with a passage running across, 
dividing the nave seats from north to south into two unequal blocks. 
Here, the entrances are in the westernmost bay of all, and consider 
able space and convenience is thereby acquired. The space of the 
chancel arch being unusually wide, and the chancel the same width 
as the nave, without any return of intervening wall, renders the
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chancel more available than usual for its proper use, as the place 
of the Choir; while the north transept offers itself, as if on purpose, 
for your fine organ. But I will not refer to future arrangements, 
because you may feel yourselves safe in the hands of Mr. Scott, 
whose great knowledge and experience both in ancient and modern 
churches, have deservedly raised him to the highest authority on 
such matters.

Of the monuments in the church, one cannot but regret that the 
most ancient and interesting of them, the sepulchral brasses, should 
have been so mutilated and effaced from the positions to which they 
have been moved. It would have been better had they been 
preserved under the pews, than placed so as to be worn by every 
passer-by. As Mr. Gresley purposes to take up this special subject, 
I will not further speak of them than to express a hope that in the 
repavement of the church, every brass, however worn, and every 
stone indicating the former existence of a brass, may be so preserved 
and placed as to prevent any further deterioration. May I beg 
also that the churchwardens, and those who take interest in the 
work, will be very careful to preserve any encaustic tiles, or even 
fragments of them, which are almost sure to be turned up when the 
present floor is disturbed ?

There are few special objects of interest here, for so large a 
church. The opening of the old sedilia, as I before remarked, 
holds out the greatest promise. There is also a trefoiled arch in 
the eastern wall of the south transept, which should be cleared out, 
the meaning of which it is difficult at present to determine. I do 
not think it a door (as has been suggested), for there are no marks 
of one on the outside, and a door in the east end is very rare 
indeed. It will probably be found to be a niche for an aumbry, or 
piscina, or for some purpose in connection with the side altar, 
which the cill of the adjoining window shows once to have existed 
there.

The two sacraments are rather strangely represented by the 
existing unecclesiastical font and altar table. For the first I cannot 
say much. It has not even the recommendation, which I own with 
me often goes further than mere architectural style—that it was 
done as handsomely and well as could be for its time. But 
this is the case with the communion table—and though somewhat 
anomalous, and perhaps challengeable by the letter of the canons, 
is yet of so handsome and unusual a character, that Ihope in any 
restoration it may be carefully retained.

One object of antiquarian interest I must mention, though I 
could better point it out to you on the spot than describe it now. 
It is one of those so-called low side windows which remain the puzzle 
and the crux of archaeologians to the present hour. If you look at 
the westernmost windows of the south side of the chancel, you will 
see that beueath the cill of the existing window there has been a
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square aperture, now blocked up, but which we know from hundreds 
of other existing examples, must once have been opened and 
unglazed—and closed only with a wooden shutter.

You would probably have hardly noticed this breach in the stone 
work—but if you will henceforth, on your visit to churches, look 
out for it, you will find traces of a similar window, generally in the 
same place as this, in nine out of ten churches. What the use of 
this aperture was, no one has as yet, with any certainty made out. 
It has received different names—some very absurd—from its 
supposed meaning, but in order not to commit oneself to any theory, 
it is better at present simply to call them, from their position, low 
side windows.

On the north side of the chancel, eastward to its ordinary place 
you may still see the remains of the old vestry—in some projecting 
stones which bore the roof,—and on the south side are the remains 
of an original doorway, now blocked up, and it may be a puzzling 
question how it got there. It is certainly as old, if not older than 
the earliest part of the present church : there is nothing, however, 
in its form necessary to carry it back earlier than the fourteenth 
century.

Either, then, it is the only relic of a church somewhat, but only 
a little, earlier than the existing one, and was the priest's door of 
a former and smaller chancel, or (which I think is quite as likely, 
and to which I am myself more inclined)—it may be that the 
builders of the present fabric began (as they generally did at the 
chancel) in a smaller scale and poorer character, and then before 
they had proceeded far, changed their views and their plan, and 
without thinking it worth while to pull down this doorway, carried 
out the main work on the grand scale in which we now find it.

On the past architectural history of your church, I have nothing 
more to say. I wish that I could have made my description more 
interesting to you; but it is always difficult (even if one had the 
requisite knowledge and power) to adapt, (without too great gene 
ralities on one side, or too much technicality on the other), a 
discourse on church architecture to an audience, some of whom are 
fitter to be one's teachers, and some of whom come to learn.

The future history of the church is one on which all can meet 
on more equal grounds, and in which, in the present hopeful pros 
pect of a thorough restoration, there must be a more common and 
and a deeper interest.

You have placed yourselves in such good hands that it would seem 
presumptuous in me to offer any warning or advice. Such destruc 
tions however, have taken place and are daily taking place, under 
the name of restoration, that I must exhort you to carry out your 
restoration in the most conservative spirit. Do not destroy for the 
sake of uniformity—for making all things smooth and fair—a single 
old time-mark in the walls of your church. Many such will doubt-
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less turn up when the inside plaster is removed, and will give notes 
and helps to some future chronicler of your church, more careful 
and faithful than myself. And do not over restore what is not con- 
structionally required. Let time show his thumb mark among the 
many beautifiers and improvers which the church has had. When 
safety and real convenience is at stake, you will not, of course, 
allow any love of antiquity to stand in the way of a real want: but 
where this is not the case, you will do well not to attempt to restore 
mere beauty of form and detail.

But each separate object requires a special judgment on it, and 
there is no judgment that can be more trusted in such matters than 
that of the architect whom you have chosen.

I will not dwell on the disfigurements which now internally 
obscure the beauties of your church—though they used to form 
fruitful ground for jest and for abuse on such occasions as these. 
I will rather congratulate you that they are so soon to disappear.

Will you permit me, in conclusion, as one who has had consi 
derable experience in the restoration of the churches of a neighbouring 
county, and lately in that of his own, to assure you how certainly 
the correct and orderly re-arrangement and restoration of a church 
leads to higher benefits than those of mere outward beauty and 
order. I do not now speak of those mere obvious advantages of 
arrangements which extesnally bring all men equal, as they ought 
to be, in the sight of God, but I mean that the sacrifices of small 
privileges and old prejudices—and, it may be, of cherished associa 
tions which every parishioner is called upon, in such a work, to 
make—will be, in every well ordered mind, a source of satisfaction 
rather than of a discontent, of pleasure than of bitterness, if he 
looks with single eye to the great aim, with which such works 
should always be carried on—the glory of God and the good of our 
brethren.

Sacrifices in money you will be called upon to make, and no 
doubt these will be cheerfully given. The money (if the work is 
started well, and the start is everything) is often the easiest part of 
Church Restoration—but the sacrifice of self which, more or less, 
every party must make in such a work, is often*a far harder matter, 
though you do not require me to tell you that it is a much greater 
one—and much more demanded of us. Yet it is this sacrifice, 
made more by one, less by another, which will be found the firmest 
bond of future union, and the basis of a restoration more deep and 
sacred than that of wood or stones. It is not an offering that will 
cost you- nothing—for our feeling and prejudices, and interests, and 
selfishness, cling to us far more closely than the purse we carry 
about us; but it is these things which as disciples of our master we 
are especially called upon to give up—and we may well believe 
that no sacrifice we can offer, to the honour of His sanctuary, will 
be half as acceptable in His sight as that of our self-interest and 
our self-will.




