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I have been asked to write some account of the history of a 
Society with whose fortunes I have been closely· connected for 
thirty-five years. At the end of this period one can look back to 
a date when the Leicestershire Architectural and Archaeological 
Society, as it was then called, had already celebrated its jubilee. 
Born at a period when ecclesiological and antiquarian zeal was 
spreading beyond a limited circle of enthusiasts and provoking 
the curiosity of a wider public, the interest to which it testified 
was quickened by the activity in church-building which accom
panied the development of the Gothic Revival, stimulated by the 
Oxford Movement. At the time of whkh I write, it was pur
suing a tranquil course on the old lines which its founders had 
established. The long reports printed in the volumes of its 
Transactions display considerible watchfulness over the state of 
historical monuments in the county, one of the chief duties of 
such societies, and form a valuable record of the vicissitudes of 
old and the progress of new buildings during each year. For 
this it had to thank its chief honorary secretary, Major Freer, 
whose devotion to its interests continued unabated until his 
death. The range of contributors to its Transactions and the 
subjects with which they dealt were somewhat limited- a 
phenomenon by no means confined to this Society-and one 
result of the division or its publications between two periodicals 
was that much scholarly and useful work by its members found 
its way year by year into the somewhat inadequately named 
Associated Architectural Societies' Reports and Papers, published 
at Lincoln. Here, bound up in one volume with equally inter
esting productions of the Lincolnshire, Worthamptonshire, 
Worcestershire and Yorkshire Architectural Societies, all founded 
about the same time and for the same ends, several important 
papers lie entombed. In some respects the decision of each of 
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these bodies to break their time-honoured union and publish 
separate records of their proceedings is to be regretted, as the 
co-operation involved in the planning of the yearly volume 
brought their leading members into annual consultation and 
correspondence with beneficial results. At the same time, while 
the other societies had no independent organs of their own, there 
can be no question that our separate Transactions suffered by the 
arrangement, so that, in the first decade of this century, the 
annual reports of the Society, with illustrated accounts of its 
annual excursions, were the outstanding features, with few 
exceptions, of parts published at long and irregular intervals. 

My own association with the Society began at the annual 
excursion of 1907, when, living at Lincoln, I was invited by the 
Rev. S. T. Winckley, then organising secretary, to conduct the" 
members on a visit to Lincoln and Newark-on-Trent. Shortly 
afterwards I removed from Lincoln to Gretton in Northampton
shire, when, in the summer of 1908, my services were again 
required for a similar visit to Kettering, Oundle and other places 
of interest in Northamptonshire. Full accounts of these excur
sions and of some of the buildings visited will be found in the 
tenth volume of Transactions. For me they were the beginning 
of many pleasant friendships and remain vivid memories after a 
long lapse of years. At further excursions, to Wisbech, the 
Norfolk Marshland, and neighbouring Lincolnshire churches in 
1911, to Boston and Tattershall in 1912, and to Bath and Glaston
bury in 1914, these ties were strengthened. Although these outings 
were all held in districts outside the county, as for some years 
had been the case, they had the advantage of acquainting 
members with noble examples of architecture in more distant 
parts of England and with those local peculiarities of style with
out some knowledge of which the special qualities of no neigh
bourhood can be fully ~ppreciated. 

The Society during those years was managed by a permanent 
sub-committee of five members, including the three honorary 
secretaries. As some thirty distinguished gentlemen of position 
shared the office of President, and, together with all professional 
architects who were members of the Society, were ex officio 
members of a large general committee, this arrangement was 
inevitable. Reference has already been made to Major Freer and 
Mr. Winckley, two of the secretaries. The third, Dr. Hermitage 
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Day, editorial secretary, had recently come from a living m 
Radnorshire to be rector of Pickwell near Melton Mowbray. His 
stay in Leicestershire was but short and reasons of health obliged 
him to seek the more congenial climate of Hereford. There, 
however, he was able to use his powers to great purpose. For 
several years he edited The Church Times with marked success, 
spending part of every week in London, until the rigour of Eng
Lish winters became too much for him and he left England for 
South Africa, where he still makes his home. 

In addition to these, other members of the. general committee 
exercised a more than passing influence upon the prosperity of the 
Society. The quiet and unobtrusive presence of iits auditor, 
John Wade Wartnaby, will be remembered with affection by all 
who took part in the annual excursions, at which hew.as for many 
years a regular figure. The Archdeacon of Leicester, John 
Edward Stocks, learned in ecclesiastical law and long efficient as 
Prolocutor of the Lower House of Convocation of the province of 
Canterbury, always took .an active interest in its welfare. Among 
those who devoted themselves to focal history and the study of 
local records we must not forget Henry Hartopp, a painstaking 
and accurate worker with special knowledge of the history of the 
borough of Leicester and its leading families. There were from 
time to time others whose association with us was transitory but 
noticeable while it lasted, such as Newton Mant, for some years 
rector of Cossington, well known as a talented ecclesiologist and 
lover of ecclesiastical art, witty and eccentric. 

Two names, however, deserve special record. No two men 
could have been more different in temperament than the two 
architects, Thomas Henry Fosbrooke and Samuel Perkins Pick, 
the one absorbed in the loving study of Gothic art, the second 
keenly alive to the later developments of English architecture 
and to contemporary movements in its practice. Fosbrooke did 
valuable work in calling constant attention to points which, in his 
judgement, deserved consideration as necessary to the welfare of 
the Society; and his sharp criticism of the shortcomings which he 
was never slow in discovering had its part in promoting reforms 
which took place in its constitution before the end of his life. At the 
same time, his policy was critical rather than constructive, and 
the present writer well remembers conversations with him in 
which his ideals seemed far beyond the power of a mere archaeo-
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logical society to compass. To Pick, on the other hand, the 
business of an archaeological society was archaeology, or at any 
rate the history of art rather than its practice: its practical duty 
was to do its best to preserve historical monuments and protect 
them from demolition and damage. It had its definite part in 
the activities of a community whose combination of effort towards 
a well-ordered life it may be daimed for Pick that he saw as 
clearly as any man of his generation. His own architectural 
work in Leicester, his active support of the admirable work in 
the education of public taste achieved by the local School of Art 
under the direction of the gifted and versatile Benjamin Fletcher, 
the influence exercised by his precept and practice on younger 
men who readily responded to his aims, were important factors 
in the progress of Leicester in his day. And to this may be 
added a sensitive perception of the living and essential quali
ties in the architecture of the past manifested in sketches which 
were something mor,e than merely accurate records of their 
subjects. 

Under these and other influences some progress was made 
towards the reconstruction of the Society on new lines. A most 
fruitful source of fresh energy was the entry of the late George 
Francis Farnham into active relations with its members. He 
had joined it several years previously, but had taken a merely 
passive interest in its affairs until the annual excursion of 16th 
Juhe, 1915. Owing to the war, the usual two days' excursion 
had been abandoned; but a formidable one day's programme had 
been arranged whose arduous details will not easily escape the 
memories of those who survived it. Beginning the day, fortu
nately in the best of weathers, at Loc:kington near Loughborough, 
we crossed the frontiers of Derbyshire to Sawley, where we duly 
admired the tombs of the Bothe family, and Little Wilne, with 
its tub-font formed by a section of a Saxon pillar-cross turned 
upside down and its beautiful south chapel, much damaged some 
years later by fire. We lunched at Castle Donington, went on 
with energy unabated to Breedon-on-the-Hill and to the fine 
Romanesque church of Melbourne, where we also walked round 
the Hall garden, famous for its fine eighteenth-century lay-out 
and its leaden ornaments. We arrived at Ashby0 de-la-Zouch for 
a very late tea and spent the early evening between the ruins of 
the castle and the exhibition of a series of charters which Lady 



I 26 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

M:aud Hastings invited us to inspect. After such a day, many 
of our members found themselves faced with long journeys home 
accomplished with difficulty. Among these was Mr. Farnham, 
who had joined the party at the cross-roads close to his house at 
Quorn. He had long been known to me by sight as an assiduous 
worker in the Public Record Office, engaged upon Plea Rolls at 
the table in the middle of the Research room, and by this time, 
when he was constantly in residence at Quorn and his visits to Lon
don had become merely occasional, he had got together the greater 
part of those collections of material for the history of Leicestershire 
which had been the occupation of his spare time. From that day 
onwards his intimate relations with the Society began, and that 
day also was the beginning of a personal association with him 
which lasted during the greater part of eighteen years and now 
seems to me to have been all too short. 

Much has already been said in past numbers of these Tran
sactions of what the Society and Leicestershire in general owe to 
George Farnham, and what is to be said here must be brief. No 
requisite is more needed by an archaeological society than the 
help of an accomplished student of historical records; for it may 
be remarked that, while archaeology and history are distinct 
branches of study, the popular use of the term archaeology to 
include branches of history which are not political or constitu
tional is too wide-spread to be altogether rejected. Archa.eo
logical societies have nev,er been backward with contributions to 
the history of their districts and in certain parts of the 
country their work has been admirably supplemented and 
frequently surpassed by that of record societies. How 
much a single person can do in this respect is well 
illustrated by the work of William Brown in Yorkshire, 
Charles Wilmer Foster in Lincolnshire, and Herbert Salter, still 
fortunately with us, in Oxfordshire, to say nothing of others as 
patient and prolific. Leicestershire had within recent years bene
fited by the presence of William George Dimock F1etcher, who, 
later, as vicar of Oxon near Shrewsbury, became a tower of 
strength to the Shropshire Archaeological Society; but his resi
dence in Leicester was too short to produce any solid body of the 
work in which he was skilled. Occasionally also the Leicester
shire portion of the Associated Societies' Reports contained 
transcripts of interesting ecclesiastical documents, chiefly from 
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Lincoln and Peterborough, by the registrar of the archdeaconry, 
Arthur Perceval Moore. These, however, were casual contri
butions, dealing with isolated points. Moreover, no reco,rd 
society existed for the county of Leicester; the single published 
volume of the Victoria County History had advanced little beyond 
Domesday, and few people can have had much idea of the amount 
of material which existed for the history of the county, un
explored and unpublished, outside the sources used for the 
volumes of Nichols. 

"All things", said an ancient philosopher "were in chaos; 
but Mind came and set them in order". Much has been said of 
Farnham's work since his death, but the fact deserves emphasis 
that to him belongs the credit of giving definite shape in these 
later days to our Society's aims. Coming as he did with a large 
body of accomplished work, and with his fine volume of Quorn
don Records to show what could be done for the documentary 
history of a single place, he was able to enlist co-operators and 
infect them with his own enthusiasm. His researches had led 
him iinto those most fruitful sources of local history, the Plea 
Rolls. At the vast extent of this series of records most searchers 
in their time have looked with despair, hoping only to extract 
useful fragments with the aid of chance. General Plantagenet 
Harrison's history of a single Yorkshire wapentake, which, 
almost alone among county histories, shows systematic study of 
this class of document, may very well warn the ambitious of the 
task that lies before them in this field. Farnham often used to 
repeat that Leicestershire was a small county and that it was 
possible to use up the material for its history. So far as the 
results of his own research are concerned, there was no doubt 
some truth in this, and he found himself able in his later years 
to bring them into compact and complete form in his six volumes 
of Leicestershire Medieval Village N ates, the last of which 
appeared after his death under capable and devoted editorship. 
At the same time, while these must form an important part of the 
foundation of the history of any Leicestershire manor in the 
future, and especially of the lesser manors not held in chief of the 
Crown, yet still more discoveries await the trained explorer, and 
at no time will it be possible to say of any single worker, however 
careful and thorough, that he has drawn up the ladder after him 
into the rich storehouse of original research which, even when 
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confined to a comparatively limited area, is incapable of 
exhaustion. 

In the work which Farnham undertook for the Society 
I, with a personal interest which had been exercised upon the 
ecclesiastical records of the county in the diocesan registries at 
Lincoln and Peterborough, was privileged to collaborate for some 
years, until my removal to the North of England and official 
duties connected with it made it impossible for me to give it the 
full care and attention which it deserved. By that time, however, 
Farnham had become the guiding spirit of the Society, and the 
object of its Transactions was taking fresh shape under his leader
ship. At the end of 1915, some of the more forward spirits in 
the councils of the Society urged the conversion of the Tran
sactions into something more than a series of reports with illus
trated records of excursions and occasional articles. The 
committee had acquired members who were to be of great service 
to it in the future, and it was about this time that it was joined by 
S. H. Skillington, already the contributor of a paper on the N ewarke 
hospital and college to the Associated Societies' volume. As he 
is still in our midst and, we may hope, will long remain there, I 
will spare his blushes by omitting details which will doubtless 
adorn his far distant obituary, and merely call attention to the 
zealous industry with which he has followed Farnham's footsteps 
and maintained the ideals which Farnham inculcated. Among 
those called into consultation were Archdeacon Stocks, always 
wise and helpful, and Walter Godfrey Whittingham, then vicar 
of Knighton, whose life barely lasted beyond his recent retirement 
from the see of St. Edmundsbury and Ipswich. After some 
communication from the latter, I accepted the vacant editorship 
and for the next two or three years came every month to 
Leicester from my home in Northamptonshire to take part in the 
committee meetings . Although my departure to a distance in 
the autumn of 1919 made this woJ.1k no longer possible, I was yet 
still able to continue in touch with the Society by occasional visits 
to Leicester and to supply the Transactions with fairly frequent 
contributions. 

With the growth of Farnham's influence upon the Society 
may be connected other changes. It had long been felt that the 
double title "Architectural and Archaeological" possibly claimed 
for it a too wide range of act.ivity and confused it with bodies 
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which had .a more definitely practical interest in the art of 
architecture. In a general revision of the Society's Rules, the 
old statement of its objects was retained, viz., "to promote the 
study of Ecclesiastical Architecture, General Antiquities, and the 
Restoration of Mutilated Architectural Remains within the 
County; and to furnish suggestions, so far as may be within its 
province, for improving the character of Ecclesiastical 
Edifices, and for preserving all ancient remains which the Com
mittee may consider of value and importance". All these aims 
are well and sufficiently covered by the elastic term "Archaeo
logical", and the epithet "Architectural" was dropped. This 
change appeared upon the cover of Parts III and IV of the 
eleventh volume of Tran,sactvons, issued for the years 1915 and 
1916. Other features of the revised Rules which concerned the 
constitution of the Society were the substitution for the dis
tinguished oligarchy of presidents of a patron, president, and 
an unspecified number of vice-presidents. The first patron was 
Duke of Rutland, whose son, the Marquess of Granby, well 
known for his antiquarian tastes and ability, succeeded the first 
president, Dr. Woods, Bishop of Peterborough, on the trans
lation of the latter to the see of Winchester. Subsequently Lord 
Granby, on his succession to his father's title, followed him as 
patron, and the Earl Ferrers, whose active work for the Society 
for the Protection of Ancient Buildings gave him special claim to 
the distinction, was elected third president. On his death in 
1935, his place was taken by one who, licet indignissimus from 
his own point of view, endeavours to fulfil its responsibilities as 
he can. 

Of more immediate importance to the welfare of the Society 
was the appointment of a Chairman of Committee, to be elected 
annually. This office, involving an unceasing vigilance in the 
direction of affairs, naturally fell to Farnham. None could have 
been better suited for it . Living in the neighbourhood of 
Leicester, with leisure which enabled him to give most of his 
time to antiquarian pursuits, he was easily :accessible to the 
Society's demands upon his energy. \Vith the administrative 
duties of such .a post he was well able to cope, for to business 
capacity he brought natural tact and patience which earned him 
the respect of his fellow-members, however widely their tempera
ments differed from his own. Seldom absent from home for any 
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length of time and very content with the attractions of his native 
county, he found in the Society, it may safely be said, the main 
interest of his later life, and the Society was not backward in its 
gratitude. 

With the revision of the rules and the modification in its title 
came the dissolution of a link with the past. The Associated 
Societies, after a long partnership in publication, were already 
showing signs of parting, and the \Vorcestershire Society had 
seceded shortly before the Leicestershire Society followed suit. 
The disadvantages of the old arrangement appear very clearly in 
the fact that, while Farnham and the present writer were colla
borating in a series of manorial histories of which the first three 
dealing with Allexton, Appleby and Ashby Folville, appeared in 
a number of the Transactions, a precisely similar paper on With
cote was reserved for an Associated Societies' volume. For my 
own part, the type of work with which I had already supplied 
recent volumes of the same series, Such as my edition of the 
Leicestershire Chantry Certificates and the papers which after
wards, with some addition and revision, were published as The 
History of the Newark e Hospital and College, was transferred 
under my editorship to the Transactions, with an edition of the 
Building Accounts of Kirby Muxloe Castle as its first-fruits. 
When the connexion was finally severed, I had ceased to be 
editor; but the benefit of a single publication was immediately 
apparent. The printing was put into new hands: with excellent 
paper, a more ample page and more attractive type, to say 
nothing of a great improvement in photographic illustration, our 
Transa1ctions became worthy of comparison with those of any 
other local Society in the country. There were those whose 
associations with the past made them ill-disposed to change; but, 
'1£ there were cavillers, the success of the result disarmed their 
prejudices. 

The contents of our Transactions, in their reformed shape, 
were intended to be contributions to the history of the county 
founded on docun1entary research. \Vhile the county possessed 
an elaborate history in Nichols' work, full of miscellaneous 
material collected from a large variety of sources, its value is very 
unequal. Nichols as editor preserved no very strict rules of pro
portion in the arrangement of the matter which he received from 
his numerous correspondents. His work suffered from gaps as 
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well as superfluities and, with all its permanent value, shows no 
systematic consultation of any series of historical documents, but 
rather a somewhat casual and selective use of sources. A case in 
point is the construction of his lists of incumbents of benefices, 
in which his work upon the episcopal registers at Lincoln, 
beginning with good employment of the early rolls of institutions, 
supplied a most meagre idea of the information to be obtained 
from the registers of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. How 
far this was due to difficulties of consultation or to insufficient 
energy on the part of Nichols' collaborators it is impossible, at 
this length of time, to say. But faults of this type will be found 
to pervade the work and especially the medieval portion of it. 
For the rectification of such errors and omissions Farnham's col
lections, covering the manorial history of the county from the 
later years of the twelfth to the middle of the sixteenth century, 
were invaluable and have been put to good purpose. 

The first-fruits of these, undertaken by himself in collabor
ation with the present writer, have already been mentioned. Our 
work was produced on an uniform plan, the fundamental principle 
of which was the recognition of the history of the manor or 
manors and of the advowson of the parish church as the essential 
starting-point for the history of any parish or village, a principle laid 
down several years before by the editors of the Victoria C aunty 
Histories. With this in view, Farnham put together the extracts 
from Plea Rolls, Subsidy Rolls and miscellaneous charters 
relating to the place whose history we took in hand, while I took 
charge of their interpretation in the form of a connected narrative, 
adding to them the results of my own study of ecclesiastical 
documents, with notes on manor-houses and churches of archi
tectural interest. The great improvement in the format of Trans
actions, including .a full provision of illustrations, gave good 
opportunities for the architectural part of the design, in which 
special activity, both in description and in the production of 
drawings and ground-plans, was shown, and is still shown, by 
Mr. Albert Herbert. 

It is unnecessary here to give a full account of these papers, 
-which can be studied at length in the volumes of Tramsactions, 
while summary lists of their subjects will be found in successive 
annual reports. It had been our original intention to give the 
places concerned a more or less alphabetical order, and the three 
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with which we began showed evidence of this purpose. As time 
went on, however, it seemed better to concentrate attention on 
those which were of particular interest and importance. This 
will explain, for example, our choice of Medboume and Holt, 
our work on which proved to be of great interest, to ourselves at 
any rate, in the close connection which it demonstrated between 
their history and those of other places illustrating the same 
descent of property. The history of Medbourne is that of other 
manors which belonged to the family of Scrape in Leicestershire, 
while that of Holt serves to unravel the complications of a whole 
collection of lordships in Leicestershire, Northamptonshire and 
elsewhere, which, descending from Edward I's minister, John of 
Kirkby, bishop of Ely, to his brother, and from that brother to 
their four sisters as co-heiresses, and so to other families, find 
their clearest exposition in the records of a manor which again, 
in its early history, brings the student into relation with the diffi
cult problems of the Nevill pedigree. Moreover, Medbourne 
provided us with a church, and Holt with a house and chapel, 
all of unusual interest. 

The first part of the improved Transactions contained a 
paper, by several authors, on Rothley, which sufficiently illus
trated the object which the Society had before it. It is almost 
unnecessary to point out that in this, as in all subsequent papers 
of the kind concerned with manorial history, Farnham's work 
lies at the root of everything. It would be mere repetition for 
me to attempt to estimate here its full value. I need merely refer 
to the appreciation of the Leicestershire Medieval Village N ates 
which I wrote for the sixteenth volume of Transacti,ons, and to 
Mr. Skillington's full obituary notice contributed to the Society's 
annual report for 1933. When, on 29th October, 1928, he was 
presented with his portrait by a large body of friends in the Lord 
Mayor's Rooms at Leicester, Farnham himself, with character
istic modesty, summed up the addition which he had made to the 
material for the history of Leicestershire. Alluding to the work 
of Nichols as a county historian and emphasising the difficulties 
of research in Nichols' day as contrasted with its greater ease in 
our own, he briefly resumed the sources which he had examined 
and added : "None of this work had ever been done by Nichols, 
and the most useful part of my work to the Society and to village 
historians in the county is that I have added to what they can find 
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in Nichols' History very much knowledge of the medieval period, 
which is the weakest part of that great work". No-one cnuld 
put the matter more clearly and more succinctly than in these 
words, which in this particular instance express the aim and the 
achievement of the historian, to build faithfully upon the foun
dations laid by predecessors to whom full credit for their diligence 
.and honesty must be given, and to pass on this example to 
successors who, profiting by it, will add their contribution to the 
completion of the work. How well those who have followed in 
his footsteps have attempted to continue and to extend his labours 
may be studied in the parts of Transa.ctions issued since his death, 
while the writings of new contributors, opening up new fields of 
research, remove the fear which he sometimes expressed that the 
interest of Leicestershire to the historian was finite. Few men, 
however, have accomplished as much .as Farnham in a lifetime, 
and his achievement is a model of devotion to and concentration 
upon a single end. 

The Transactionsnaturally furnish the most permanent memorial 
of the Society's work. But there are other sides of it which c-all 
for special notice, as promoting and keeping alive the interest of 
members, especially of those who, without a specialised or pro
fessional connection with archaeology and history, are neverthe
less lovers of antiquity and antiquities in general. Periodical 
lectures, frequently illustrated by lantern-slides, have played an 
important part in giving members opportunities of meeting and 
discussion, and at no time more than of recent years, under the 
management of a Library, Lectures and Publications Committee, 
of which Farnham was the first chairman and convener. The 
high level maintained by the lectures is due to no persons more 
than to members of the Society who have given of their best on 
these occasions, and in this context the co-operation of local 
artists and architects has been of great service. More than onre 
skilled teachers from the School of Art have given address,es on 
forms of craftsmanship of which they have had expert knowledge, 
and one of them, the talented Alexander Brookfield McDonald, 
who died in 1931, was for some years an active and useful member 
of the Committee and once lectured to the Society on Stained 
Glass. Looking back to the second decade of the present century, 
many will remember the occasional visits of authorities of the first 
rank to our annual meetings, and recall discourses, for example, 
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by Professor Haverfield on Roman Leicester and by the late 
Gordon McNeil Rushforth, with his vast knowledge of medieval 
iconography, on the panels of stained glass formerly in the 
Wigston house in Leicester. Among more recent lecturers have 
been antiquaries prominent in other societies, such as Charles 
Hunter Blair of the Newcastle Society of Antiquaries, on the 
subject of Medieval Seals, which he has made his own, Dr. Felix 
Oswald of Nottingham, on his excavations a.t Margidunum 0n 
the Fosseway, and the Rev. Henry Lawrance, of the Derbyshire 
and Yorkshire Societies, on Medieval Military Effigies. On the 
eternally interesting subject of Place-names Bruce Dickins, now 
Professo,r of English Language at Leeds, set the ball rolling in 
1921 with a discourse on the place-names of Leicestershire, and 
in 1923 and 1925 members had the advantage of hearing the 
joint secretaries of the English Place-name Survey, Professor 
Stenton and Professor (now Sir Allen) Mawer, speak on similar 
topics; while in 1933 Professor Owen of Nottingham treated the 
value of Place-name evidence to the historian. In 1931 Mr. (now 
Dr.) F. C. Eeles, the indefatigable secretary of the Central Council 
for the Care of Churches, gave an address upon the Care of 
Ancient Churches, at which Lord Ferrers, our then President and 
long secretary of the Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Buildings, appropriately took the chair. No lecture, however, 
has been more welcome than one by A. W. Clapham, now Presi
dent of the Society of Antiquaries, upon the sculptured stones 
built into the fabric of the church at Breedon-on-the-Hill. Their 
date has in time past been much disputed, and the early date 
ascribed to them on a cast in the Leicester Museum seems to 
have rested on purely conjectural grounds. Mr. Clapham gave 
good reasons for assigning them to the eighth century which 
cannot easily be set aside, and his lecture was subsequently 
printed, with adequate illustration, in our Transactionf. 

It was much to be regretted that another distinguished 
authority, Mr. Hilary Jenkinson of the Public Record Office, was 
prevented by illness in 1925 from lecturing on his special depart
ment of work. Since that date, however, the City of Leicester, 
in common with other historical municipalities, has acquired an 
archivist of its own, and in 1932 the holder of the office, Miss Ann 
Deeley, conducted the Society over the Muniment Room and 
explained its most noteworthy contents. Further, the Society 
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within recent years has lent warm support to two works of exca.
vation in the city and has heard the results described by the 
excavators with keen approval. The first of these, the uncovering 
of the remains of Leicester' Abbey by Mr. vV. K. Bedingfield, 
under the auspices of a committee formed in 1926, was the subject 
of r,eports delivered before the members in 1928 and 1931 . The 
second, the discoveries made by Miss Kathleen Kenyon on the 
site adjacent to the Jewry Wall, revealing the remains of the 
Roman Forum and. Basilica, were described by her in 1936, and 
are second in interest to none of those additions to our knowledge 
of the topography of Roman Britain which have been increasingly 
frequent of late years. 

In the earlier part of this paper I have said much of those 
annual excursions of the Society through which I formed my first 
acquaintance with it. In those days it was customary to makt;; 
an excursion, which lasted two or even three days, to places at 
some distance from Leicester. The introduction of members to 
fresh scenes in which they were able to see monuments of antiquity 
affording interesting comparisons and contrasts with those they 
had left at home was all to the good, as w,as also the friendly 
co-operation with the leading members of kindred societies for 
which opportunities were furnished on such occasions. Pleasant 
indeed are the memories of such visits as that to Bath and Glaston
bury in the summer of 1914, which ended on the third day with 
interruptions of the homeward journey at Bradford-on-Avon, the 
beautiful :fifteenth-century manor houses at South Wraxall and 
Great Chalfield, and Lacock Abbey, where, in a somewhat 
soporific atmosphere of syringa, with the lulling voice of the 
Avon plashing over the weir across the adjoining meadows, the 
late Harold Brakspear held the wakeful attention of the Society 
in the cloisters. But, less than two months later, the outbreak 
of war suspended such activities. Nevertheless, they have been 
maintained upon a more modest scale in the form of single day 
or half-day expeditions extending from time to time into neigh
bouring counties. Of one of these, during the first year of the 
war, I have already spoken, and we have seen that this involved 
a fonnid!able programme which has not sinoe be€n imitated, 
although visits have since then been paid to more than one of the 
places included in it, to Ashby-de-la-Zouch, for example, in 1933, 
and to Melbourne in 1938, when the excursion was combined with 
one to Repton. 
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Some of these more recent excursions deserve special record. 
It was not until 1926 that the new diocese of Leicester was formed 
and the county was severed from the diocese of Peterborough, to 
which, after its long association with Lincoln, it had been attached 
in 1837. In 1923 the Society, then still presided over by Dr. 
Woods, who was translated from Peterbornugh to Winchester in 
the same year, visited Peterborough, not for the first time. Th;s 
excursion and a perambulation of Leicester later in the year were 
the last occasion on which Mr. (who became in that year Canon) 
Winckley acted as organiser. His place was taken, and very ably 
taken, by Mr. Walter Brand and the late Ralph Bedingfield; bnt 
for several years his genial presence was still welcomed at meetings 
where, as a senior member, it frequently fell to him to express 
in appropriate terms our gratitude to our guides and entertainers . . 
In 1924 Lord Granby, who had succeeded the Bishop of Win
chester as our President, received the Society at Belvoir, and a 
year later his successor, Lord Ferrers, invited us to Staunton 
Harold. The year of our visit to Belvoir also brought us back 
to Lincoln .after sixteen years. Other visits to places beyond the 
limits of Leicestershire have been to Haddon Hall in 1927, to 
Stratford-on-Avon in 1928, to Newark and Southwell in 1929, to 
Ashbourne, Norbury and Sudbury Hall in 1930, to Higham 
Ferrers in 1931 , to Grantham and Colsterworth in 1932, when 
the ex cursion ended inside the county boundary at Buckminster, 
to Kenilworth and Maxstoke in 1933, and to the borders of Not
tinghamshire and Yorkshire at Blyth, Tickhill and Roche Abbey 
in 1937. Of this last the writer retains grateful memories, for 
it was in the inn at Barnby Moor, on the Great North Road, that, 
at a special meeting held after an excellent luncheon, he was 
installed as President in .an atmosphere of compliment almost as 
heady as that of the syringa, already alluded to, at Lacock. To 
oneself at such moments the praise of others is mercifully tem
pered by private consciousness of only too many shortcomings; 
while, in addition, as I travelled in thought along the thirty years 
which had passed since the Lincoln meeting of 1907, memories 
recurred of many familiar faces which had disappeared and might 
well be regretted. 

Among other places Stamford has been twice visited, in 1925 
and 1939, under the guidance of that most devoted of its sons, 
Mr. H. F. Traylen, who laid the foundations of his architectural 
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education in Leicester and has more than once lectured to us 
upon the antiquities of his native town. Stanford-on-Avon, 
with its noble church, rich in stained glass, monuments and 
historic furniture, and its hall, has been the obj,ect of two visits, 
in 1927 and 1939. The Society indeed has shown a peculiar 
fondness for that district, on the edge of Leicestershire and 
Northamptonshire. In 1926 it made its way from Market Har
borough to Lutterworth, and part of this journey was again 
undertaken in 1935 in a visit to Lubenham, Theddingworth and 
Marston Trussell. During his lifetime Farnham usually accom
panied the Society on these excursions, at which his knowledge of 
history and topography was always freely at its disposal; and in 
1927 at an excursion to Loughborough and Quorn he entertained 
members to tea a11d spoke to them in Quorn church. 

In this connection we must not forget occasions on which 
the Society has enjoyed the. hospitality of friends. Many years 
have now passed since it went into the highlands of East Leicester
shire, when, after visiting Tilton and Owston, members were 
received at Withcote by Sir Geoffrey and Lady Palmer and 
inspected the church close to the house, with its splendid stained
glass windows. In 1934 a visit to Newnham Paddox and High 
Cross was concluded in tea at Ullesthorpe Hall with Mr. and Mrs. 
Hugh Goodacre; and, later in the same summer, a party invaded 
Northamptonshire and, after seeing Dingley Hall and the church 
at Brampton Ash, arrived at Deene, where they were addressed 
by the veteran authority on the architecture of the early Rennais
sance in England, J. A. Gotch, and were entertained by Mr. and 
Mrs. George Brudenell. Several other similar visits might well 
be mentioned. Here, however, we may content ourselves with 
naming two, one to Mr. and Mrs. Broadhurst at Rothley Temple 
in 1932, and another to Colonel and Mrs. (now Sir Robert aml 
Lady) Martin at the Brnnd two years earlier. This last included 
an excursion to Ulverscroft and Bradgate, to celebrate the 
handing over of Bradgate Park to a body of Trustees. Charnwood 
Forest and its manors have been a fruitful subject of discussion 
in our Transactions, and there are few districts which combine 
natural picturesqueness with historic interest (not by any means 
inseparable companions) in equal measure. In 1938, with the 
intention of determining its actual boundaries, the Society again 
visited Charnwood and Bradgate under the leadership of Colonel 
Martin. 
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It may be said here that, while the churches and other 
buildings of Leicestershire as a whole do not compare in beauty 
with those of the counties situated, like the adjoining counties 
of Northampton and Rutland, within immediate reach of first
rate quarries of building stone, they have their own interest and 
in some instances reach a high level of artistic merit. Articles 
and illustrations in our Transactions testify to the exceptional 
chann of such country churches as Stoke Golding and Gaddesby, 
Claybrooke and Medbourne, while, apart from the churches nf 
Leicester itself, those of Melton Mowbray and Loughbornugh 
stand high among the parish churches of English towns. A 
casual glance through the reports of the Society's excursions will 
show that still in the highways and byways of Leicestershire there 
remains plenty of ground for it to cover and that the example of 
such excursions as those in 1935, one to Barkby, Beeby and Queni
borough, and the other to Keythorpe Hall, Tugby and Billesdon, 
may be followed vvith profit without fear of exhausting material. 

There can be no doubt that the part played by such excursions 
in stimulating the curiosity and interest of members in the objects 
of the Society is very important. On a public occasion to whkh 
I have already referred and shall refer again, Farnham said: 
"While the duty of such a body as ours to keep an eye on all 
objects of archaeological interest in its county is more or less 
passive, it is by its research work that an archaeological society 
lives". This is very true, but in the nature of things the number 
of members who can occupy their time in research, whether this 
take the form of field-work or of the study of buildings and 
written documents, is few, and the visible and tangible results 
of their work can be atta.ined only by the support of a majority 
which has neither the necessary time nor training. It is to these 
that excursions make their special appeal, and to them such 
outings are a constant reminder of the Society's corporate duties. 

· Not only this, but they foster good feeling and friendship born 
of the sense of a common object, and they were often recruiting
grounds .and training-fields for members in whom the spirit of 
research is strong. Valuable, too, have been those exhibitions 
of objects of antiquity and art which the Society has held from 
time to time. Thus in May, 1926, when the lecture to be given 
by Mr. Hilary Jenkinson had to be cancelled, such an exhibition 
took its place, at which the resources of private collectors in 
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Leicester and neighbourhood were drawn upon with excellent 
effect. More preparation was made for an exhibition of paintings 
and drawings by local artists held ·on 31st July, 1928, interesting 
not only for its display of high talent, but also as an historical 
record of the topography of Leicester. In both these respects 
the work of John Fulleylove was specially remarkable, but it is 
worth mentioning that the collection included a large series of 
a,rchitectural drawings by Mr. Walter Brand, the joint secretary 
for the Society's excursions. 

During a period of great progress and increasing activity, 
the Society inevitably had from time to time to lament the passing 
of old friends. Allusion has been made already to the services 
rendered to us and to Leicester generally by Samuel Perkins Pick, 
who died on 23rd May, 1919. Here, in addition to what already 
has been said of him, may be noted in particular his enthusiasm 
for one form of local art, shown in his constant insistence upon 
the merit, both in design and lettering, of the tomb-slabs of 
Swithland slate of which the city and county contain many 
examples. He left behind him the memory of one in whom the 
admiration and encouragement of the work of local artists and 
craftsmen was an active and beneficent principle; and his death 
was all the more to be regretted because it happened when he 
seemed to have many years of useful and vigorous life still before 
him. 

On the other hand, there are probably few members living 
who recall George Clarke Bellairs, the bearer of an old Leicester
shire name, who died in January, 1922, ,after a long life of ninety
five years. For sixty-seven of these he had been a member of 
the Society, and for more than fifty its secretary, contributing 
occasionally to its Transactions. At the time when my acquain
tance with the Society first began, he was still one of the secre
taries, but had recently retired to Southbourne-on-Sea. His 
connection with our Society and his activity as Colonel of the 
Leicestershire Volunteers and as churchwarden of St. Mary's 
are recorded on a tablet unveiled in that church on 28th January, 
1924, by his old friend and collea.gue Major Freer. 

The name of Colonel Bellairs was at his death already a 
memory. Two members of the Society, however, John Wallace 
Watts and George Moore Henton, were called away, the first at 
the end of 1922, the second in April, 1924, whose interest in 0 11r 
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proceedings, though unobtrusive, was genuine and constant. 
Watts, the rector of South Croxton for the last few years of his 
life, was a man of quick intelligence and much antiquarian know
ledge, an excellent photographer and maker of lantern slide3, 
occupations which greatly served his purpose and aided his gifts 
as a lecturer earnest in the cause of popular education. Henton. 
retiring and diffident, w.as a water-colour artist and photographer 
who used his talent generously in the service of archaeology and 
was seldom absent from the excursions of the Society. These 
deaths were followed on 12th June, 1925, by that of Thomas 
Henry Fosbrooke, of whose co-operation in our work we have 
already seen something. We owe him a great debt for his never
ceasing endeavours to maintain our energy at the highest pitch 
and promote our interests in all quarters where he exercised 
influence. There was in him a "divine discontent", impatient of 
anything that in his judgement stood in the way of progress. 
His election as a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries put him 
into touch with prominent authorities in London with whom he 
was in frequent communication. They in turn made ~se of his 
gifts with confidence, and he took his part in the conservation of 
the castle of Kirby Muxloe by the Office of Works. His trial 
excavations on the site of Leicester Abbey were after his death 
renewed and continued by his partner, W. K. Bedingfield; but 
his permanent memorial in Leicester is his judicious and con
servative restoration of the Old Town Hall, of which he himself 
was justly proud. If the proposals by which he sought to remedy 
the shortcomings only too clearly apparent to him in the conduct 
of our Society were sometimes too drastic to be pr.adicable, they 
were at any rate extremely stimulating. His enthusiasms bad 
an almost juvenile freshness : his never-ending investigations into 
the history of the fabric and parish of St. Mary in Leicester were 
a recurrent topic on which he was never tired of speculating, and 
I well remember how a first visit to the beautiful but not well 
known church of Clifton Campville, in a corner of Staffordshire 
closely adjoining Leicestershire, filled him with all the ardour of 
discovery. A bookcase in the Society's room at the Old Town 
Hall was appropriately placed there in memory of him by a body 
of subscribers. 

On 29th August, 1926, the Society lost an old friend in John 
Edward Stocks, canon residentiary of Peterborough Cathedral, 
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who for nearly fifty years had been connected with the city and 
county, first .as vicar of Market Harborough, then of St. Saviour's, 
Leicester, and for twenty-one years (1899~19·20) as archdeacon 
of Leicester, during twelve of which (1902-1914) he was rector 
of Misterton near Lutterworth. Of him also and of his work in 
the public life of the Church of England something has been said. 
His interest in documents, both civil and ecclesiastical, was 
strong : his early part in editing the parish r,ecords of Market 
Harborough marked his special skill in this direction, and Miss 
Mary Bateson's masterly work upon the Borough Records of 
Leicester owed much to his co-operation and advice, while an 
additional volume was edited by one of his daughters. He was 
a native of Leeds, and his constant interest in his birthplace is 
illustrated by his article upon the consecration service of St. 
John's, Leeds, in 1632, contributed to a volume of the publications 
of the Thoresby Society. For myself, I can speak from experi
ence of his keen scent for profitable fields of record work and of 
the sound knowledge that lay behind his advice. He had, too, 
the gift of a humour which did not disdain trifles, readily entering 
into the mood of his companions. I always remember how one day 
entering a railway compartment and finding there two young 
friends from the neighbourhood of Lutterworth, he asked what 
they were doing and received the impromptu intelligence that 
they were playing at being the Archbishops of Canterbury and 
York visiting his archdeaconry. "I hope", said the Archdeacon 
with the utmost gravity, "that your Graces find everything to 
your satisfaction". The way in which such things are said is 
more than the things themselves, but the ready answer and the 
faculty desipiendi in loco v;ith dignity which it showed were 
characteristic of the man. 

Quietly useful members of the Society were Mr. Ralph 
Stephenson and Mr. J. H. Taylor, who died in 1927 and 1930 
respectively. To the first we owe an active interest in the re
arrangement of the library, while the second, a collector of objets 
d'art with singular taste and discrimination, was of 'invaluable 
help to our periodical exhibitions, bringing out of his treasure 
things new .and old with unfailing resource. In 1932 two mem
bers departed, each of whom had been of service to the Society in 
his particular way. Canon A. 0. James, rector of Wanlip, who 
sixty years earlier had come as a young curate to Stoney Stanton 
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and had spent the greater part of his ministerial life in the county, 
was an excellent man orf business who could always be trusted to 
manage committee business with success and tact. Charles 
James Billson, who died at Heath.field in Sussex, had a less close 
connexion with us, but as a scholar with leisure to pursue his 
chosen tastes, he always kept in touch with old friends in Leicester 
and made contributions of considerable merit to its historical 
literature. 

In 1932 also, the Society lost an old and staunch friend in 
William Jesse Freer, who for fifty-six years had been its principal 
honorary secretary. The head of a well known firm of solicitors 
in Leicester, he had long been a prominent figure in local life, 
a Major in the Volunteers and, in his later years a deputy
lieutenant for the county. His genuine interest in antiquities 
brought him into foequent touch with distinguished archaeo
logists, whom he was often the means of introducing to the 
Society; he belonged to a large number of archaeologicalsodeties, 
and was for a time President of the Royal Numismatic Society. 
His special attention was given to military medals, on which he 
contributed a few articles to our Transactions. Attached to old 
ways and somewhat slow in recognising the necessity of progress, 
he nevertheless realised during the last years of his connexion 
with the Society that a new spirit was abroad in it and accepted 
the fact readily. The kindness of his nature, his fidelity to his 
friends and his generous hospitality were known to all who came 
into contact with him, and, if there were some who, in the days 
when he largely controlled the Society's operations, felt impatient 
for the adoption of a policy more forward than his somewhat 
leisurely methods, his affection for it and his anxiety for iLs 
future were sincere and profound. 

Here we go forward a few years to 19'37, for the names of 
Major Freer and his brother-in-law, Sidney Thorold Winckley, 
must always be closely associated in the annals of our Society. 
It was through \Vinckley that I first owed my introduction to its 
meetings; for thirty years our relations had been close and cordial, 
and it is a satisfaction to me to remember that, only a few week'l 
before his death, he was able to attend the annual meeting at 
which I was elected President and to express his approval. \,Vhile 
rector of Houghton, he became one of the first priest-canons of 
St. Martin's when the collegiate body was formed, and was au 
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honornry canon of Peterborough from 1923 to 1927. In 1927 he 
resigned Houghton for the mastership of Wyggeston's Hospital 
and at the same time was appointed canon and treasurer of St. 
Martin's cathedral. His strong ecclesiological tastes were of the 
greatest service to the work of church building and repair in the 
dioceses of Peterborough and Leicester for many years, and in 
this direction his help and advice were wisely given and duly 
appreciated. Although he could express an opinion with con
siderable vigour, he was never lacking in tact and was a good 
and tolerant judge of men. His good humour and good temper, 
easily recognised a,t a glance, were never more conspicuous than 
at the Society's excursions, events which came to him as a real 
pleasure. It would have been impossible for them to have been 
anything but a suocess under hiis genial management. His 
knowledge of Leicester and its inhabitants was long and intimate; 
there were few members of the Society unknown to him, with 
their families and miscellaneous relations, and thus it was that 
annual excursions were not unlike family parties over which he 
exercised paternal care. His pleasure in the cathedral church of 
Leicester, to which he wrote a succinct guide, was as whole
hearted as in anything else that came his way. It was with his 
habitual gift of entering thoroughly into the spirit of the moment 
that he took the part of Cardinal Wolsey in the Leicester Pageant, 
and when in 1930 I visited Leicester for the day to deliver 
a speech on Cardinal Wolsey in the Abbey Grounds in 
commemoration of the fourth centenary of his ci.eath, Canon 
Winckley, in spite of raging wind and soaking rain, preserved 
his spirits and did much to save a situation which might well have 
been depressing. For years he earned our gratitude by a natural 
inclination to find pleasure in the pleasure of others, and he will 
long be remembered and regretted. 

I have already spoken of the meeting on 29th October, 1928, 
when Farnham was presented with his portrait and with an address 
contained in a silver0 gilt casket, which, with the exception of the 
enamel shield of arms on its cover, was the work of Leicester 
craftsmen. Enough has been said here and elsewhere of the debt 
of which this was the fitting acknowledgment : in the course of 
thirteen years the policy of the Society had been directed by 
Farnham into new channels which had giv,en it fresh life an<l 
fertility, and nothing could ha,ve been more gratifying to hitn 
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than to see his leadership, exercised so modestly yet so resolutely, 
accepted gratefully, not only by those who were thoroughly alive 
to the nature and value of his work, but by the staunchest sup
porters of the old regime as well. In 1928 he was close upon 
seventy, but he showed no signs of advancing age, and indeed 
to myself he alwa:,Ys seemed in the prime of life. His death on 
7th January, 1933, was a surprise to his friends and a very serious 
blow to the Society. From what has been said it will be easily 
understood how the Society had learned to depend on him. Our 
reports and Trans/JJctions are in no small degree a monument to his 
memory, and the short memoir which Mr. Skillington contributed 
to the report for 1933 paid him a tribute of respect and affection 
which found an echo in the hearts of all his friends. 

Some further names call for record. During the years that 
have passed since Farnham's death we have lost that patient and 
well-informed worker, Henry Hartopp, whose wide knowledge 
of the history of the city and county was drawn upon by many 
inquirers, and Colonel Sir Frederick Oliver, a frequent attendant 
at meetings and excursions. The first of these acted for some 
years until his death in 1937 as assistant secretary, while the other 
was for a few years financial secretary of the Society. In 
1935, too, the Rev. W. G. D. Fletcher, of whose past connection 
with us we have spoken, died at his home in Shropshire. Al
though it was long since he resided in Leicester, he retained a 
strong interest in the county and kept up communication in par
ticular with Farnham; and in 1933 he came for a few days to the 
meeting of the Royal Archaeological Institute in Leicester. To 
him, as to Farnham, the importance of historical research was 
paramount to all other functions of such .a, society as ours; ancl, 
in the speech of thanks delivered by Farnham in answer to the 
presentation made him in 1928, he paid significant tribute to the 
soundness of Fletcher's methods and achievements and to the 
pioneer work which he had done for the Society in this direction. 

In 1937 came the death of Lord Ferrers. He had not been 
our President for long, but his interest in our doings was shown 
by his occasional presence at meetings, and, as has been said, 
he and Lady Ferrers once welcomed the Society to their honse 
at Staunton Harold. Moreover, his personal interests were onr 
own. He had been brought up in a scholarly atmosphere; his 
father, a canon of Christ Church, Oxford, was an historian who 
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had edited an important text for the Rolls Series of Chronicles and 
Memorials. He himself had been trained and had practised as 
an architect; his fove of ancient buildings ~as a practical enthu
siasm, pursued with zeal and knowledge; and the work which he 
did, in association especially with the late A. R. Powys, for the 
Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings was untiring and 
most salutary in its effect. Quick to note incidents which calleu 
for the offices of his Society, whether by way of active help or 
necessary protest, he saw that the first was punctually and faith
fully rendered, while the second was made clearly without that 
fierce accent of 'condemnation which so often defeats its own 
purpose. It is perhaps for him, as for many others, a good thing 
to have been spared the sight of the destruction wrought by wrur 
to historic buildings and works of art, yet to the problems of 
future repair and reconstruction few would have brought advice 
more wise and sober. 

To these names I may add a more recent loss, that of Ralph 
Bedingfield, whose work as secretary of excursions was carried on 
so effectively that the power of organisation and the unselfish 
labour which it involved might run the risk of being overlooked 
in their apparently effortless success. 

The death of George Farnham, it might be feared, might 
have been the end of the period of active revival of which he had 
been the leader; for it happens too often that a society which has 
learned to look confidently to the efforts of one man to keep it 
alive finds it difficult to survive his departure. But in his life
time he had been careful to train others in his footsteps, not by 
any formal process of indoctrination, but by infecting them with 
an interest in his pursuits which inspired them to follow his 
example. He was one of those who taught by conveying to others 
the sense that they were not pupils, but fellow-workers. Further, 
in his public utterances he very clearly defined, as we have seen, 
the ideals which, in his view, our Society should set before it, 
and whether we followed his recommendations for ourselves or 
received them passively, we could make no mistake about them. 
Thus it was that, instead of suffering violent interruption by his 
death, the Society went on after it along the lines which he had 
laid down and still continues its course. 

At the annual meeting of 1933 there were two important posts 
vacant, that which Mr. Farnham had held as Cha:irman of Com-
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mittee, and the secretaryship formerly held by Major Freer. The 
chairmanship was filled by Colonel (now Sir Robert) Martin, who, 
apart from his own prominent position in the active life of the 
county and the diocese of Leicester, was marked out as 
Farnham's successor by the long friendship which had existed 
between the two friends and neighbours and by his understanding 
of the aims and methods which Farnham had spared no pains to 
inculcate in the Society. To him we owe the continuation of that 
example .and a constant encouragement and advice which we may 
well hope may be extended to our efforts for many years to come. 

The new secretary was Mr. S. H. Skillington, who for many 
years had been an indefatigable member of the Committee and 
was pre-eminently one of those who had conspicuously profited 
by his association with Farnham. The study of the more recent 
volumes of our Trainsactions will show the care with which he 
has maintained the high level of our publications, both in their 
contents and their forma.t, while in their own contributions both 
he and Mrs. Skillington have carried on that work of investigation 
into the history of Leicestershire villages which, under Farnham's 
inspiration, the Society has set itself as a main object. As we 
ha,ve seen, the precedent of appointing an assistant secretary had 
been set in the case of Mr. Hartopp, and the present secretary has 
found an able and willing .assistant in the person of Mr. Anthony 
Herbert, the son of a father to whose architectural knowledge and 
artistic skill the volumes of Transa.ctions bear constant witness. 

After the resignation of Sir Frederick Oliver, the title Hon. 
Financial Secretary was changed to Hon. Treasurer. In that 
office the Society has been well served by the late J. B. Newill, 
Mr. A. W. Death, and the present treasurer, Mr. Selwyn 
Parkinson. To these and others we owe much, and in fact 
at the present time, difficult and dangerous as it is and 
as the years immediately before us may be, our Society has 
much that it well may be thankful for. With eighty-seven years 
behind it, it sees itself ·in a position in which it may face the 
future with confidence, with its strength renewed and with a firm 
conception of its policy and mode of action. Without saying tco 
much of the living, I feel that at no time has it enlisted the ser
vices of so many members imbued with zeal and enthusiasm for 
historical research, and for historical research upon the right 
lines. It will be clearly seen from what I have said, that this is 
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very largely, and indeed chiefly, due to the industry and fore
sight of one man who realised the power inherent in such a 
Society and united efforts, hitherto isolated and tentative, into a 
single purpose. 

Farnham did so much for the history of a county whose 
resources are possibly not so rich ,as those of some others that we 
ma¥ well ask whether he has left us to do anything beyond filling 
outlines which he has provided for us. Soon after his death a 
paper in our Transactions, by his friend Mr. G. Keith Thomson, 
who shared his zeal and understood his mind, gave an account 0.f 
his bequest of a large body of MS. material to the Society and of 
the establishment of a repository for Leicestershire muniments in 
Leicester itself, under the care of a trained archivist, in which he 
was chiefly instrumental. It is obvious that, as such a collection 
of muniments_ is increased by the donations and bequests which 
it and similar collections in other English counties from time to 
time receive, and is made more and more accessible to fit students, 
there v; ill be no lack of material for workers to explore and use. 
It may not all be of equal merit, but its very diversity will have 
the effect of opening out new avenues of research and suggesting 
new methods of approach to old topics. No research worker 1s 
without the experience of discovering how the pursuit of a single 
elusive fact, however, insignificant it may be, leads on from one 
thing to another until the object of the quest is seen in a new 
environment and entirely fresh light. And this is as true of local 
history as of any other form of research. 

It will also be remembered that Farnham's documentary 
researches were primarily among medieval sources from the 
twelfth to the fifteenth century. This was the period for which 
Nichols' authority is insufficient and faulty and stood in urgent 
need 6f remedy. For the more recent period material is more 
abundant and more accessible, though the worker among MSS. 
of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries may find himself con
fronted with palceographical difficulties and snares which need 
unremitting vigilance. As the resources of the local muniment 
room grow, it is this later material, in the form of court-rans, 
rent-books, leases, family letters, household papers and a multi
tude of other documents, which will accumulate, affording oppor
tunities for students of the social and economic history of the last 
four centuries. Manorial history is the ultimate basis of the 



148 LEICESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

history of any village community all over the country, but the 
structure tha,t can be reared upon that foundation has many 
aspects, and each aspect fertile in promise, from the rich harvest 
offered by ecclesiastioaJ records to the abundant, and often hardh 
suspected, evidences of the growth of modern trade and industry. 

If the prospects offered to such a society as ours in these 
directions stretch far beyond our immediate vision, they are not 
all. A recent paper on the field-names of Wigston Magna opens 
out a subject which may well become in its wider aspect inex
haustible. Interest in prehistoric sites has made a great advance 
in recent years, stimulated by remarkable discoveries in various 
regions. Our knowledge of Roman Britain has been greatly 
extended, and incidently of Roman Leioester and the topography 
of Roman Leicestershire. Research of this kind is eminently 
within the province of our Society, and the demonstration of its 
discoveries forms a necessary item in its excursion programmies 
and requires permanent record in its publications. Prehistoric 
and Roman remains, as truly as written records, are documents of 
the past, for a document, in the full sense of the term, is a piece 
of evidence, whether written or not. And, when we come face to 
face with those remains of La,ter periods, castles, churches and 
domestic and civic buildings, which naturally form the aim of so 
many of our excursions, we are none the less in the presence 0f 
documents of the past whose history is reinforced by written 
records. To these my concluding words may be devoted. While 
our Society has dropped its second title of Architectural, its con
cern with the architectural monuments of the past is as lively, 
and its watchful care for their preservation from damage and 
from needless alteration can be exercised with as, great anxiety 
as ever. Just as our object in tracing the history of any place 
should be to give the facts that co-ordinate shape which will pre
sent to our public a living organism with a definite place in the 
scheme of things, so, in the study of buildings, our first con
sideration should be to look at them as living works of art into 
whose development generations have put their intelligence and 
the best of themselves that they had to offer. In these lessons we 
have been fortunate to have capable and gifted instructors in tbe 
past, and we may look forward with confidence to the future. 


