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LEICESTERSHIRE AND THE QuoRN HUNT. By Colin D. B. Ellis. xiii + 221 
pp. Leicester: Backus. 1951. 30s. 

The title of this book has been accurately chosen. As the preface tells us, 
it "is nqt exactly a history of the Quorn Hunt . . . . It is an attempt to show 
the Quol:n Hunt against a local background". It will appeal to two classes 
of readers: to hunting people and to studeI1.ts of local history. The former 
will, I hope, need no persuasion to buy it. My business here is to consider 
it as a contribution to the history of Leicestershire. 

As readers of Mr. Ellis's History in Leicester will remember, he is a 
notably just and sensible historian. It may seem strange to single out 
justice and sense as the leading qualities of his new book: yet here they are 
again, most conspicuously, as valuable and refreshing as before. His narra
tive calls for a good many acts of justice: justice between the Meltonians, 
the wealthy visitors who invaded Leicestershire in the hunting season, and 
the Leicestershire gentry and farmers who formed the permanent backbone 
of the Quorn; justice in the great dispute between the Quom and the 
Billesdon Hunts in 1878-1879; justice, and sympathy too, in displaying the 
characters of the long line of Masters who have led the Hunt in the two 
hundred years of its history. As for good sense, that shines out on every 
page of the book-and it is a quality for which many historians, alas, are 
not distinguished. 

Mr. Ellis has his own contributions to make to Leicestershire 
social history. I am sure he is right in suggesting (p. 19) that "what 
really put Melton 'on the map' was the opening of the Wreak canal at the 
end of 1794. Canals meant coal and coal' meant a good fire, a hot bath 
and a well-cooked dinner after hunting. More remotely, it meant bricks 
to build a hunting lodge and a range of stables". Again, he has an inter
esting and characteristic point to make in the history of enclosure. He 
says quite truly (p. 24) that while it is usually easy to find the dates of 
enclosure acts and awards, "it is almost impossible to find out when a fence 
was actually made round each holding, and quite impossible to find out when 
the holding was divided into separate fields". And, to tum to a different 
subject altogether, consider his interestiRg analysis (p. 52) of the titles borne 
by the noblemen who hunted with the "Quom in the early nineteenth cen
tury: "The people whom Nimrod named are to be found in Debrett and 
Burke rather than in the Dictionary of National Biography. It is noticeable 
that most of the titles were less than half a century old when he wrote. 
[Here there is a long and interesting 'foot-note, proving this contention in 
detail.] The typical Quornite was no feudal aristocrat but a young man 
who had inherited wealth and energy from a recent ancestor and who meant 
to have as many runs as possible for his grandfather's money". 

Mr. Ellis's contributions, in these and other matters, are so interesting 
that I am tempted to make a suggestion to him. Would he consider writing 
a study of some aspects of Victorian Leicestershire? It is a delightful 
subject, yet at the same time a manageable one. Nobody has written a 
serious social study of English provincial history in the Victorian age. But 
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this is the time to do it, before the age recedes into the past, beyond living 
memory; and the qualities it calls for in --the writer are justice, sympathy, 
humour, and a candid common sense, all of which are displayed to admiration 
in this book. 

JACK SIMMONS 

FRIAR LANE: THE STORY OF THREE HUNDRED YEARS. By Douglas Ashby. 
131 pp. The Carey Kingsgate Press. 1951. 

THOSE TAKING PART, 1802-1952: A BRIEF HISTORY OF BOND STREET 
CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH, LEICESTER. By E. M. Drew. 32 pp. 
Bond Street Congregational Church, Leicester. 1951. 

1751-1951: TWO HUNDRED YEARS OF CHRISTIAN WITNESS IN DISEWORTH, 
LEICS. 8 pp. Coalville Times Ltd. 1951. 2s. 6d. 

If the history of Leicestershire Nonconformity is ever to be written, it must 
be preceded by and founded on a. study of the particular Nonconformist 
churches. For this reason the slightest contribution to that study is 
welconie. Here are three such contributions, one fairly lengthy and solid, 
another much slighter, the third very slight indeed. Their order in size is 
also their order in historical value. 

The largest, Mr. Ashby's history of Friar Lane Baptist Church, 
Leicester, is certainly the most valuable, because it not only runs the whole 
length of Nonconformist history, but aims at being a complete history of 
the church as a society, not restricted to a record of the pastorate. In 
attempting this comprehensive study Mr. Ashby has been bold, since com
parison is bound to be made with the earlier standard history of the church 
by J. W. Smith published in 1896. The newer work fortunately can stand 
the comparison. On several important points it revises and adds to Smith's 
narrative: in every respect it is more thorough, more honest and conscien
tious; and, further, it advances the history of Friar Lane very competently 
to the present day. Mr. Ashby's particular merit is his respect for 
historical truth, at the expense of treasured traditions and even the reputa
tions of pastors. This quality is particularly evident in his examination and 
repudiation of John Bunyan's connexion with the church; in his account 
of the building of the first meeting-house; and in the story of John Deacon's 
deposition from the pastorate. 

This independence of judgment, amounting at times to iconoclasm, is 
not the only merit of this boo~ Mr. Ashby has also taken into account 
the sociai aspect of the church's history in describing the moral discipline 
that it sought to enfo~~e, the change of taste in the nineteenth century and 
the development of new moral habits like that of total abstinence. It is a 
pity therefore that there is a less full description of the Sunday School than 
that given by Smith. On the other hand Mr. Ashby compensates the 
reader by a commendable analysis of the problems with which the social 
changes of the last fifty years have presented Friar Lane Church. 

With these virtues must be mentioned a number of defects. The 
historian is bound to criLicise the painting of the general historical back
ground. The cracks are particularly evident in the account of the rise of 
the Puritan sects : this will fog the reader if it does not positively mislead 
him. For instance, not .enough is made of the influence of the Civil War. 
It is not true that the Baptists alone preached the desirability of religious 
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toleration. It is hardly an effective description of Charles II's Declaration 
of Indulgence that it "somewhat modified" the law; nor is enough impor
tance attributed here to its effects. 

This handling of the history of the period is related to a more general 
defect, one of style and presentation. Mr. Ashby is not an easy writer and 
his narrative does not stand comparison with Smith's : indeed it often bears 
the character of a commentary on Smith, rather than of a story in its own 
right. The general development is interrupted too often by the relation 
of trivia like the bringing of a meteor into the chapel. We must thank Mr. 
Ashby, all the same, for a useful work of revision and thank him also for 
having provided some apparatus of notes and index, even if they are not as 
full as the historian would wish. 

Mr. Drew's book is less ambitious and within its limited scope more 
successful. Its style is smoother, its presentation more assured. It is 
exactly what it claims to be, a brief history of Bond Street Congregational 
Church, Leicester, and, as its main title suggests, is concerned chiefly with 
the succession of pastors. As such it provides a clear and concise account 
of the powerful Nonconformist revival in the nineteenth century and the 
troubles of the present day. It is only to be regretted that Mr. Drew could 
not have given us still more--a fuller account, for example, of the Church 
Rate Contest and Mr. Baines the Church-Rate Martyr; of Edward Miall 
and the Liberation Society; of the social and political influence of the church 
-but then this would no longer have been a brief history. It is a pity that 
the illustrations are not up to the standard of the printing. 

The Diseworth brochure is a very slight pamphlet on an interesting 
subject. The church was founded as part of the religious revival, connected 
in Leicestershire with the Countess of Huntingdon, which led to the foun
dation of the "New Connexion" of General Baptist Churches and through 
this to the General Baptist revival later in the century. Unfortunately the 
brochure is not fully worthy of its theme. Not that it does not contain 
useful information; but it is written in a style that will hardly commend 
itself to the historian, even if he is able to appreciate "A Bit of Humour 
from Old Minute Books". 

R.H. EVANS 

LEICESTER MUSEUM AND ART GALLERY BULLETIN. Third Series. Vol. I, 
no. 1. 1952. 24 pp. Museum and Art Gallery. Is. 9d. 

This is a revival, in a wholly new form, of a publication suspended since 
1944. The form, indeed, is the first thing that strikes one. The production 
is in the best tradition of Leicester printing: it is attractive, distinguished, 
and yet economical, and Mr. Tomory, the editor, and Messrs. Gee, the 
printers, are to be warmly congratulated on it. In content also the new 
series of the Bulletin shows originality. In this number, and in each of its 
successors, "the articles contributed will be linked together by some common 
and fundamental idea". We begin with "origin": the theme of the next 
issue will be "growth". Here we see origin treated successively by the 
geologist, the zoologist, the archreologist, the archivist, and the historian 
of art. Readers of these Transactions will be particularly interested, per
haps, in the last three articles: Mr. Clarke's, in which he explains the 
importance of the place of origin in archreological finds; Mrs. Woodcock's, 
on the Old Town Library of Leicester-one of the earliest in the country; 
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and Mr. Tomory's discussion of a drawing by Sir James Steuart, acquired 
for Leicester iri 1943. 

Two small criticisms may be offered. If references are to be given 
to authorities (and it is often most desirable that they should be), could 
they be given more precisely? "The Letters of Sir Walter Scott. Grierson 
Edition" is not very helpful as it stands, for the edition runs to twelve 
volumes and has an inadequate index. And it is unfortunate that this issue 
of the Bulletin bears no price. At Is. 9d. it is good value: the price, like 
the format and the contents, reflects credit on the Museum and on Leicester. 

J. s. 

BEGINNING IN ARCH£0LOGY. By Kathleen M. Kenyon. 203 pp. Phrenix 
House. 1952. 12s. 6d. 

"Beginners are welcome." With these words Miss Kenyon ends her 
account of what it is desirable for a beginner in archreology to know. A 
beginner so equipped would undoubtedly be welcome, for Miss Kenyon's 
admirable instruction is both practical and spiritual: the archreological 
conscience is as important as archreological technique. Every beginner 
nowadays knows that digging up the past is not a matter of treasure-seeking 
and that to dig up a site inexpertly is far worse than not to dig at all, but 
only the trained conscience boggles at such things as discarding surplus 
pottery away from the original site lest it should confuse future archreologists. 

The day of the untrained amateur is over. It is the plain duty of a 
prospective archa:ologist, whether professional or amateur (for there is 
room for both), to inform himself of modem excavation technique, the fruit 
of past experience. Such information can be gained only by studying expert 
reports of excavations and by field work under skilled direction. But by 
reading thisJ,ook the beg.inner will gain a flying start. From valuable hints 
on clothes and tools ("a pick, carefully used, can do extraordinarily delicate 
work"), notebooks and the use of indelible ink for labels, essential in Britain, 
the climate being what it is, to the proper way to dig a trench and the 
fundamental rules which govern its direction (always at right angles to the 
line of walls), the procedure and principles of excavation are expounded in 
a remarkably lucid and practical manner. More difficult is the section on 
recording and interpretation : it needs close attention but iti is well worth 
it, for the combination of text and clear diagrams makes even these com
plications plain. Particularly enlightening in this connexion is the specimen 
page of a notebook, which demonstrates not only the difficult matter of 
recording a stratified archreological section but also how to combine, with 
economy of space and trouble, the processes of preliminary description, 
correlation of levels and structures, identification and classification in 
periods. 

The scope and complications of archreology have so much increased 
that specialisation both in time and space within the subject is now necessary. 
Consequently it is comforting to know that to excavate at home in Britain 
and preferably on a Romano-British site is considered "possibly the best 
training a beginner can get", and that membership of the local archreological 
society is recommended as being in the beginner's own interests as well as 
his duty. Dealing with the problems of local sites with the help of local 
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experts is not only the most readily accessible means of gaining archreo
logical experience but also provides a useful grounding in practice and 
theory to which more complicated techniques can readily be added. 

The very lofty standards of technical efficiency and professional 
integrity which are implicit in this book might well seem intimidating to 
the stumbling beginner, were it not that the author writes with sympathy 
(but not excuse) for those that err. Archreologists do sometimes put the 
wrong number on a label, or misjudge the depth of a layer of soil : so 
practical .directions are given for guarding against or minimising the effect 
of such mistakes. For instance it is better to dig a layer too deep than too 
shallow, for a stray find attributed to a higher, later level does less harm 
than the other way about. It is pleasant as well as useful to know that an 
archreological photograph should if possible be a thing of beauty, taking 
advantage of pleasing effects of trees and cloud; that there are ways of 
dealing with an unrewarding-looking side of a ditch so that it reveals its 
treasures of strata and structures to the camera; and that extraneous objects, 
such as "wheelbarrows and interested spectators", should be cleared out 
of the photographer's way. 

Among the appendices is a list of the places where university teaching 
in archreology is available. This list includes institutions which provide 
even a modest contribution such as a course represented by one examination 
paper out of ten for a B.A. Hons. Degree in Classics. · It is there
fore the more strange that there is no mention of the University of 
London's provision for "The History and Archreology of Roman Britain" 
as a Special Subject in the course for B.A. Hons. in History, Branch II (two 
papers out of ten), or of the fact that our own University College of Leicester 
(like University College, Exeter, which is mentioned in this connexion) 
provides the instruction necessary for this Special Subject. It is , odd, too, 
that the list of professional posts in archreology omits the Chair in Roman
British Archreology in the University of Durham held since 1950 by 
Professor Ian Richmond. 

These are minor details and in no way affect the value of the book, 
which not only provides an authoritative introduction to modem archreo
logical tebnique but also explains the reasons underlying procedure and 
principles. The beginner will certainly not need to put into practice 
all he knows when he has read it, but his understanding of the supervisor's 
purpose and problems will immensely increase the value of his assistance 
on a dig. 

A. K. B. EVANS 

THE PRESERVATION OF OUR CHURCHES. 112 pp. Church Information 
Board (Church House, Dean's Yard, Westminster, S.W.1). 1952. 
3s. 6d. (without illustrations). 5s. (illustrated). 

This is the report of a Commission appointed by the Church Assembly in 
June 1951 "to advise .. . on the problems concerned with the repair of 
churches and with the proposals for securing their regular inspection". 
The Commission has done its work quickly and competently, and it is satis
factory to find that its recommendations are unanimous. 

The problem is grave and urgent, as anybody who is in the habit of 
visiting churches, ancient and modem, up and down the country will know. 
It is partly due to the economic circumstances of our time. Parish funds, 
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which were once adequate to keep the fabric of the church in repair, are now 
no longer so : the value of investments goes down, the cost of the work goes 
up. The number of churchmen able and willing to contribute to the work 
has declined. But there is another cause of the disrepair of so many of our 
churches, and a greater one, immediately, than either of these. The second 
World War put an almost complete stop to repair work for nearly ten years, 
and its effects are still felt in the diversion of building labour and materials 
to housing and other work that is considered, in the national interest, to be 
more urgent. 

The Commission's first task was to estimate the extent of the problem. 
Its work here is excellent and will be of permanent value. Each of the 104 
archdeacons of England was asked to make certain returns, giving two kinds 
of information: first, the number of churches within his jurisdiction, divided 
up into medieval buildings, those built between 1537 and 1800, and those 
built since 1800; second, the number of churches within the archdeaconry 
needing repairs, with estimates of their cost. The Commissioners take pride 
in the first group of these statistics, and with justice: "it is surprising", 
as they remark, "that no authoritative estimate of these figures had pre
viously been made". No doubt they would be open to challenge in detail, 
for their value must vary with the varying knowledge of the archdeacons and 
the varying quality of the historical information at their disposal. But they 
are very well worth having for reference, even in this summary form; 

The number of these churches needing repairs is large-some 23 per 
cent for the country as a whole. But what must strike us in Leicestershire 
is the exceptionally high proportion in our own diocese: 36 per cent, 
a figure exceeded by only three dioceses in the country-Durham, 
Coventry, and Oxford. The archdeacons of Leicester and Loughborough 
may perhaps have been more cautious than their colleagues elsewhere, some 
other archdeacons too optimistic. But even allowing for that, the gravity of 
the state of church fabrics in our diocese is distressing. 

The remedies put forward by the Commission will already be familiar 
to most readers of this review from the accounts of their report given in the 
press. They propose that a "Trust for the Preservation of Historic Churches" 
should be founded, and that it should set out to raise £4,000,000 (the sum 
that the Commissioners think necessary) in ten years. This should be 
spent on immediately urgent repairs, in the form of grants-in-aid to parochial 
church councils, who would be expected to bear some proportion of the cost 
of the work as well. If this sum can be raised, and spent before any further 
disastrous rise in costs, the Commissioners believe that the existing revenues 
should be sufficient to maintain the fabrics thus put into order. 

But their recommendations do not stop there. They were asked to 
report on the problem of the regular inspection of churches, and they advise 
that a general rule should be laid down that all of them should be examined 
at least once in five years by an architect who is trained in the special 
problems of such work. They are not prepared to recommend that this 
requirement should be made compulsory. It would be difficult to enforce, 
they argue, and would rouse all the deep-rooted dislike of compulsion that 
is to be found in the Church of England. In all but a little minority of 
parishes they believe the voluntary system would work well. 

On such issues as this the Commissioners are perhaps over-optimistic. 
To take another example. They recommend that advisory panels of archi
tects should be set up, who should be consulted on the choice of an architect 
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for the repair or restoration of a church. Again they will not make it 
compulsory for parishes to refer to these panels. They argue that if grants 
from the proposed. Trust were made only on condition that the advice of 
such panels was taken, the parishes would find themselves forced to accept 
it. But what happens when the money is forthcoming from an independent 
source? Very recently I revisited. a famous and lovely medieval church in a 
diocese contiguous to Leicester. It was some time since I was last there, 
and I was horrified. to find that in the meanwhile the chancel roof had been 
bedizened in a gaudy and thoroughly unsuitable manner and two of its 
windows filled with glass designed to eclipse-as it were, to shout down
the subtle and delicate glass in the east window. The incumbent told me 
with pride that all this had been done with £3,000 that the patron of the 
living had given him to spend on the church. There would be nothing to 
prevent such atrocious vandalism under the scheme put forward by the 
Church Assembly Commissioners. The fault lay with the Chancellor of 
the diocese for granting the faculty under which the work was carried out
and, more profoundly, with the architect, who was certainly "skilled in the 
maintenance of churches", but whose manners and taste wer~ both 
deplorable. 

l1:t may be~ then, that the authors of this report are inclined to dismiss 
some obstacles in their way too lightly; but the ideal they put forward and 
the means they propose for reaching it are wholly sound. It is very much 
to be hoped that the Church of England, and the country as a whole, will 
follow the lead they have given with energy and petermination. 

J. s. 

LIST OF ANTIQUITIES IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF SURREY. 
Edited by C. D. Hawley. Fourth edition. xvi + 2II pp. Kingston
upon-Thames: Surrey County Council. 1951. 15s. 

This is an exemplary publication, which deserves to be studied by societies 
like our own and by local authorities all over the country. The List dates 
back to 1912. Its third edition appeared in 1939. The present edition 
is substantially enlarged and takes account of recent developments-the 
damage wrought during the second World War, the changes due to the 
Town and Country Planning Act of 1947. It is liberally illustrated with 
clear and well-chosen photographs, with architects' elevations, with an 
adequate map showing the modern administrative divisions of the county, 
and with a very large reproduction of Emmanuel Bowen's mid-eighteenth
century map of Surrey-an invaluable gift to local historians, for which 
they should all be most grateful. The book is well printed and stoutly 
bound. It is a thoroughly creditable production, sold at a modest price: 
clear evidence that the Surrey County Council takes a serious view of its 
duties as the guardian of the county's antiquities. 

But what is an antiquity? Mr. Hawley and his collaborators make no 
attempt to define the term. Perhaps they are wise: it is notoriously diffi-

, cult to do so. Yet surely some definition is needed, even if it is an 
arbitrary one. The Surrey County Council seems to have taken a bold 
line: "any building or monument becomes an antiquity if we declare it so" 
-that is what they say in effect, though not expressly. An admirable rule, 
so long as the Council is advised by people of knowledge and discernment; 
and easy to apply to monuhlents of the remoter past-to the Roman villa 
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at Titsey Park or to Sutton Place, for instance. But what about the 
antiquities of the last century and a half ? Though Polesden Lacey is here 
and Betchworth Bridge of 1843 and the Bidder Memorial at Mitcham, 
dating only from 1896, you will search in vain in this list for a Victorian 
house. Again, the chief buildings of the Botanical Gardens at Kew, down 
to and including the Temperate House of 1860, are declared "antiquities". 
Then why not the remarkable Italianate waterworks buildings at West 
Molesey? 

It is a genuinely difficult, and an important, problem. Perhaps the 
Surrey County Council will give it some attention and . be prepared to 
pronounce upon it by the time the fifth edition of their excellent List 
appears. 

J. s. 

ENGLISH CHURCHYARD SCULPTURE. By Frederick Burgess. 19 pp. Arts 
Council of Britain. n.d. Is. 6d. 

This booklet was prepared for an exhibition of pictures and casts of carved 
stones in English churchyards held in the spring of 1952. It is a modest 
and pleasant survey of the subject, distinguished particularly for the excel
lence of its eight photographs. They show Mr. Burgess's high regard for 
the headstones of the East M.idlands : three of tlie eight pictures are of 
Leicestershire subjects. It is good to see their merits recognised in this 
way, though some people may feel it is at the expense of the more familiar 
limestone carving of the Cotswolds. Mr. Burgess is collecting material for 
a biographical dictionary of the masons who worked.on gravestones, and he 
appeals for assistance in his search for information. ······ One minor correction 
may perhaps be offered. He implies that Christopher Staveley of Melton 
was the architect of Stapleford church. It is quite true that that term was 
applied to him by Throsby in this connexion; but Mr. Marcus Whiffen has 
recently shown1 that the church was in fact designed by George Richardson. 

J. s. 

1 Stuart and Georgian Churches outside London (1948), 73. 


