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MR. WING read the following Paper upon

CHURCHYARD CROSSES.

IN the manners and habits of mankind we find an almost natural 
disposition to make use of emblems, the semi-barbarous exhibit 
ing it as well as those advanced in civilisation; nor has the 
discovery of printing, and the consequent extension of education 
amongst all classes, superseded this practice. We may very readily 
conceive its convenience and importance when letters were taught 
only to a favoured few, as in times gone by; it was then amongst 
the means most effectual of making lasting impressions on the 
mind, and especially so of facts and doctrines connected with 
religion; hence the dark ages as the Mediaeval period has been 
called, were so fruitful in ingenious symbolical inventions. In 
those times of ignorance, the fountain of Holy Writ, to which we 
can so happily resort, was scarcely accessible, at least to the multi 
tude, and instruction in religion through any written medium was 
impracticable with them, by reason of their inability for reading. 
Then, as the mind and heart must be approached through the 
external senses, and as their ears could serve them only at the set 
times appointed for hearing, their eyes were fed more constantly 
with pictures or imagery; and by a kind of refinement of the 
latter there were presented to them symbols, to engage their 
reflection upon leading truths, and to impart a more abiding 
recollection of them. We may go farther back, for it was for this 
purpose, as well as others, that the Divine Founder of Christianity 
instituted Baptism and the Eucharist; and, in more ordinary usage, 
the Church has all along employed a multiplicity of outward and 
visible signs with similar intention; whilst of the many symbolical 
representations which she has introduced, first and foremost has 
been the cross. Indeed, every opportunity has been seized to 
obtrude this sacred symbol, until, through the perpetual tendency 
which there is in makind to extremes, it has served the purposes 
of superstition, and been degraded almost to a heathenish charm; 
but in its more legitimate treatment, it has been the crowning 
ornament of the domes and gables of Christian temples, it has 
been unfurled to the breeze as the banner of our strength, and has 
constituted the fairest emblazonment of the defensive shield. It 
is, in fact, the monogram of our principles; in Christian countries 
the most important solemnities have been thought defective without 
it, and in many, as in our own, it has been adopted as the chief 
feature of the diadem to grace the monarch's brow.

In England the cross existed in every churchyard before the 
iconoclastic havoc of the Interregnum; and various public crosses, 
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here and elsewhere, have been so numerous as to have furnished, 
in a manner, the livery or outward distinction of a Christian country. 
We are all familiar with the street or village cross, the market cross, 
and the wayside cross. Those exquisite artistic productions, the 
Eleanor crosses were built, we know, as monuments of conjugal affec 
tion ; others have been erected to commemorate auspicious events, 
and, in instances not a few, places of public concourse have been 
marked conspicuously by these influential and instructive monitors. 
At " Paul's Cross," in London, in the olden time, the Folkmote 
assembled, and the king, when about to visit his foreign dominions, 
would take leave of his subjects there. Leicestershire, like many 
other counties, is studded over with remains of crosses. Some are 
•worth scrutiny to ascertain their original beauty of design, as those 
at Frisby and Asfordby. The street cross at Willougbby, near the 
border of the county, we may remark by the way, is memorable 
for its singular luck in escaping destruction. The abolitionist 
Parliamentary soldiers had fixed their ropes to pull it down, but 
were converted to conservatism by a timely supply of beer from 
the rectory. However, in later times, from want of archaeological 
protection, and probably in ignorance of the interesting escape men 
tioned, the greater part of it has been permitted to be destroyed. 
There were also the eight sanctuary crosses marking the boundary 
for the refugee. ' Various are the reminiscences and associations 
connected with public crosses, and of such structures not the least 
interesting are those found within the sacred precincts of the 
churchyard enclosure, whose forms and uses we have now to 
glance at.

Very many relics of antiquity of this class, fortunately, are still 
in existence, and owe their preservation possibly to the consecrated 
ground protecting them from the ruthless destruction of works of art, 
which has for centuries been the idiotic delight of the English 
clown. Some claim our attention as rude examples of the earliest 
Mediaeval attempts at pictorial device; making a divided appeal 
to us from the venerable and the ludicrous. One of the most 
ancient in this district is to be seen at Rothley; it has been 
ascribed to the Saxon period, but its date is probably soon after 
the Conquest. Not a few have evidently possessed great beauty, 
though the construction of these has usually been of so fragile a 
character that only fragments remain to tell their pristine merit. 
Some have been rich in sculpture. The shaft at Highani Ferrers 
is an exquisite piece of work. The Crucifixion was not unfre- 
quently portrayed on the front, and on the back the patron saint. 
In the remains of the churchyard cross at Sherburne, in Yorkshire, 
we have a fine example. Sometimes the foot of the cross was 
carved with figures and devices. The shaft was not uncommonly 
surmounted with tabernacle work; in some instances containing a 
figure of the Saviour on one side, and the Virgin Mary on the
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other, but more frequently having four sides with the four Evan 
gelists, or the Evangelistic symbols. Others, again, were built for 
a preacher to stand in, as the one at Iron* Acton, in Gloucester 
shire, and another at Bisley, in the same county: that in St. 
Paul's churchyard, London, may be more especially named, as for 
ages before its destruction, which took place in the seventeenth 
century, we know that'the most learned divines preached in it, the 
congregation even adjourning to it after worship in the cathedral.

There is one form which demands our more special considera 
tion, as it is found to be more or less a type of many in various 
and distant parts of the country. It may be described thus:— 
There is the calvary or base divided into three or more stages; 
this is surmounted by a shaft; at the top of the shaft is a sculptured 
piece of stonework, having four sides, with canopies and figures of 
the four Evangelists; and from the centre of the tabernacle rises 
the cross. This the cross at Stevington, Bedfordshire, will exem 
plify ; in it the head is chiefly a restoration; the lower part of the 
niches, with all below is ancient. The feet of the figures remain, 
but the figures themselves have not been restored. In many places 
where this elegant structure has been destroyed, a remnant of the 
tabernacle part is still in existence, lying about in the churchyard, 
puzzling every one, it may be, to tell what it has pertained to. 
The head is often much larger in proportion than the head of that 
at Steviugton, and when the block only remains which has been 
the base of such a cross, its previous existence in that form may, 
with some probability, be inferred from a hole in the north and 
south sides, about two inches square, and sometimes on each of 
the four sides; this it may be presumed would receive a holdfast 
for the iron rod, which would be necessary to support the upper 
part. Where the shaft is complete, as at Kirby Bellars, Leicester 
shire, (an illustration of which is given on the following page), for 
example, there is to be seen on each side near the top of it, the 
place where the ironwork connected with the rod was fastened. 
There has been a very handsome one at Thorpe Arnold, near 
Melton. At Kirby, the head of the cross has been equally elabo 
rate, and has been carried up to such a height as to require much 
external support. The remains of it are now in the churchyard 
wall, and they show that the iron has been attached in many 
places, and even above the canopies. The ironwork, we must 
conclude, was light and ornamental; and if carried out, as it pro 
bably was, with leaves and branches gilt, this beautiful structure 
thus irradiated would be strikingly gorgeous and effective.

One use of the churchyard crosses was, as before intimated, 
preaching from them ; and it must be admitted that the style under 
consideration was well adapted to give an imposing effect to the 
friar or evangelist, with his audience grouped around. Sometimes 
an additional piece of stone is found attached to a step on the
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north side for the convenience of the friar or herald, or, it may be, 
of the bishop to give his benediction. They were also used for 
station performances, and for circumambulating with the corpse 
previously to interment. From them the Rogation processions 
started; and proclamations would be made from them. The cross 
would shed a sanctity upon the graveyard in times of superstition, 
and be supposed to exercise a guardianship of the dead. In more 
private use, before it the rosary would be counted out; and the 
devout would resort thither for meditation and prayer. There 
would be a peculiar solemnity at night, when the fanal or dead 
light was kept burning. The building connected with the cross 
was sometimes constructed so as to serve the purpose of the fanal. 
The situation of the cross was usually on the south side of the 
church, but not invariably; a conspicuous place near to the chief 
entrance was chosen for it, for the better accomplishment of that 
which may be deemed the principal purpose, namely, to constrain 
the passers-by to think of Him who endured the agony it speaks 
of, and by its fructifying emblems, which essentially belong to it, 
to proclaim the benefits of his passion.*

A sundial on steps in a churchyard will, on investigation, prove 
to be the remains of the cross, so converted at the beginning of 
the eighteenth century.

It is impossible to dismiss the subject without the question 
forcing itself upon some of us, Is it desirable in this Protestant 
country to erect anew, even in an orthodox form, or to restore if 
dilapidated, these striking emblems of our faith ? To advocate 
either side would introduce controversy inconsistent with the 
liberal constitution of our Society, but it may be convenient 
nevertheless, to state a few things which have a legal, an archaeo 
logical, or an artistic bearing, with a remark also on the score 
of expediency. Churchyard crosses were not objected to for a 
century after the Reformation. There is no lawful authority for 
the removal of them. And we are not without examples erected 
in Protestant times. In the churchyard of Irgoldinell, in Lincoln 
shire, one dated 1600, has this very appropriate inscription:—

" Christus solus mihi ealus."

The feelings of the antiquary would be most consulted by ab 
staining from restoration beyond what would be absolutely necessary 
to preserve the relics. As to the erection of new crosses, it might 
be urged that, designed with taste, they are ornamental accompani 
ments of our ecclesiastical edifices, and they could be constructed 
void of offence in minor details, whilst impressive in their principal 
significance. The cross itself, even that which served the Ransom

* The illustration on the opposite page shews the cross now existing at Kirby 
Bellars in this county, with the missing portions conjeoturally restored. The 
stonework between A B and C D remains; the rest is a conjectural restoration.
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of the world, as an object of worship, would be nothing; much 
less is a material representation of it an invitation to idolatrous 
honour. An inspired apostle contemplated in the figure of the 
cross, presented by his imagination, the great fact on which all 
his hopes were founded; and if benefit were experienced from a 
judicious employment of this heart-stirring symbol, could reason, 
it might he said, forbid the use of that which is most helpful in 
suggesting the principles in which alone we are taught to glory ? On 
the other hand strong repugnance to the erection of these crosses 
would be felt by some on the supposed ground of inconsistency: it 
would be viewed by them as a return to Medievalism, and would 
be identified with a recent movement which they deplore as having 
been accompanied with more defection to Rome in a few years 
than open emissaries could have effected in centuries. Neither 
are they few in number, nor unworthy of consideration, who enter 
tain these feelings: they are perhaps the majority of the nation ; 
their sentiments are not formed inconsiderately, and they are 
strenuously acted upon from a principle of loyalty to the Church 
of England. In existing circumstances, therefore, we must dis 
claim the advocacy of the erection of churchyard crosses. It must 
be extensively a scandal, and, however proper, if greater unity 
prevailed, we submit that now, at least, it is not expedient.

A letter was read from the Secretary of the Northamptonshire 
Architectural Society inviting members to join their meeting at 
Worksop on the 7th and 8th of June.

The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks to the chairman.

June 25lh, 1860. 

The REV. G. E. GILLETT in the chair.

ME. GODDARD exhibited a watercolour drawing of the interior 
of the Round Church, Cambridge, by the late Mr. Pugin, previously 
to its restoration by the Cambridge Camden Society, and another 
of the Colonnade under the Library of Trinity College, Cambridge, 
by Westall: also two circular fibula;, a pair of shears about ten 
inches in length, and two flat circular pieces of stone or slate, of 
about two inches in diameter, being Roman antiquities discovered 
in Leicester: also an oval piece of brick, with the Crucifixion in 
relief upon it, which he picked up among some rubbish dug out at 
Brixworth Church, Northamptonshire. Mr. Goddard also produced 
some Chinese curiosities, brought to England by Mr. R. Cotton, of




