
SOME NOTES ON AUGHTON 

By the Rev. W. A. Wickham

Read 26th November 1908

HP HE parish of Aughton is the smallest of the 
JL ancient parishes of the diocese of Liverpool. 

It is not mentioned in the Taxatio of Pope 
Nicholas IV. (1291), because it was then too 
poor to bear taxing. But the name occurs as 
" Acheton" in Domesday Book, and probably 
means " the Oak homestead." 1 It has since been 
spelt in various ways, and the local pronunciation 
of it is "Aff'n." 2

Aughton is divided from Ormskirk by a narrow 
brook, which scarcely interrupts the continuity of 

j| the long street in which Ormskirk ends and 
Aughton begins. After leaving Ormskirk the great 
road from the north leads up Holburn Hill for some 
distance until the summit is reached, and here, close 

; by a disused windmill, stands the modern Christ 
Church, with its wide prospect, its trim, well-kept 
churchyard, and its school-house. On the other side 
of the way is the inevitable public-house. For 
some twenty minutes the road now descends the 
south-western side of the hill (past the site of the old 
race-course, which was situated about as far below 
Christ Church as the now destroyed windmill was 
above it), and, just where it breaks into the level 
stretch of country which ends in the Mersey and

1 Cf. Harrison's Liverpool District Place Names, p. 36. 
' 2 Victoria History of Lancashire.
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Some Notes on Aught on 73

Liverpool, there stands the quaint old parish church 
of Aughton. The country round is flat and fruitful, 
but to-the south-west on a clear day the distant 
view of the Welsh mountains comes in, like a 
strain of Tennyson in a page of excellent prose. 

About the middle of the twelfth century Aughton 
Church probably consisted of a small nave, a 
smaller chancel, and a south porch. Of this church 
and of a rebuilding of a century later there still 
remain some portions of walling on the south side. 
There is also one precious doorway, of which the 
arch is nearly perfect. One scalloped capital re­ 
mains, and the two bases, but the nook shafts are 
gone. The doorway has long been walled up, and 
right against the middle of it is a large Perpendi­ 
cular buttress. A small window of the thirteenth 
century (Vict. Hist.} appears to have been hidden 
behind the buttress to the west of the porch. The 
fourteenth-century tower stands on the north side be­ 
tween the nave and chancel aisles. For some 45 feet 
it is square on plan. Then with a bold splay or batter­ 
ing from each angle it becomes an octagon, pierced 
on four sides with a two-light Decorated window, 
and finished with a moulded parapet, from inside of 
which springs an octagon spire, which reaches the 
height of 100 feet. The base of the tower is well 
moulded. There are similar, but later, towers at 
Halsall and Ormskirk, and also at Standish (rebuilt 
and altered). In each case the spire has been more 
or less rebuilt. In the interior, on the east, south, 
and west sides, the walls of the tower are pierced by 
three arches, plain chamfered and without capitals. 
The eastern arch is very acute. In the north-west 
corner is a doorway leading to the tower stairs. 
This has a flattened trefoil head, and much resembles 
the one in the south turret at Halsall and others in 
the towers at Winwick and Ormskirk. In the north 
wall of the tower is a recess 5 feet 6 inches long and
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18 inches deep. Above it is a rich hood mould 
with characteristic Decorated members. On the 
soffit within are eight foliations. The cusps are set 
back 4 inches in from the face of the wall, and are 
continued solid to the back of the recess. The 
recess is very simple but very effective. It is 
probably sepulchral. 1 In the centre of the tower 
floor now stands the ancient Decorated font of 
graceful outline. The bowl is an octagon with a 
double broken parapet at the top, the sides being 
plain. The leg is a quatrefoil on plan. The font 
was placed here in 1886. It used to stand in the 
north aisle. To the east of the tower is the chancel 
aisle. The expert who wrote the account of 
Aughton Church in the Victoria History of Lanca­ 
shire considers that this aisle was lengthened 
towards the east after it was built, and gives his 
reasons, which seem good ones. 2 In this aisle are 
some Jacobean oak benches, noteworthy for their 
great simplicity, strength, and discomfort.

To the west of the tower is the nave aisle, which 
is wider than the tower. It has a doorway in the 
north wall, which was closed up more than fifty 
years ago. . The aisle is separated from the nave 
by an arcade of four arches, of two orders and plain 
chamfered, borne upon three octagonal pillars. In 
eight out of the twelve ancient churches of the 
diocese of Liverpool the pillars are plain octagons, 
and in nine churches there are plain chamfered 
arches. Moulded arches occur only in four, and

1 From Mr. W. G. Taylor, for many years churchwarden of 
Aughton, I learn that, when in 1886 the font was placed where it now 
is, the water drain was taken through the tower wall by the recess. A 
stone coffin without a lid was found, not more than 18 to 24 inches 
below the raised flags. It had apparently never been used. It is 
there still.

2 At the north-east corner of the chancel is the clear trace of a 
buttress, with its plinth (at a different level from the plinth of the 
chancel aisle) projecting to the north from the chancel wall, clearly 
proving that the chancel aisle was formerly shorter than it is now.
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Some Notes on Aught on 75

moulded pillars only in three. Therefore we have 
only the capitals to guide us as to the date of the 
Aughton, arcade. These are very indeterminate, 
and might be either rude Decorated or rude Perpen­ 
dicular. Sir Stephen R. Glynne 1 considered the 
whole church, with the exception of the Norman work 
and the tower, "late Lancashire Perpendicular." The 
west window of the nave is altogether new, though 
it replaced an older window shown in the sketch in 
Gregson's Fragments (1817) (seep. 82), which shows 
also a round window in the gable,now closed up. The 
tracery of the west window of the north aisle is also 
new (1876), but the jambs and arch of the window 
are for the most part ancient, and exactly resemble 
those of the four windows in the north wall of the 
aisle. These contain a quantity of old green glass 
and some fragments of painted glass, 2 and exactly 
resemble the large windows in the tower of Ormskirk 
Church, and also those in the clerestory of Sefton. 
The mullions are carried through on a curve to the 
head of the window, intersecting each other. There 
are examples of this form in late Early English 
work, and it was continued for long after.

But in all probability the present aisle at 
Aughton was added in the time of Rector Brian 
Moorcroft (1528-47). In the Annals of Aughton 
(p. 48) an inventory is given, 3 which was made in 
1552, and from this it appears that at an earlier 
date ("iij yers befoare the first Invetoire was 
made,") 4 "ij other chalices and a coape were by the

1 Notes on the Churches of Lancashire, Chetham Society, N.S., 
No. 27.

1 The initials L. E. occur in the glass, and L. O. (twice). Baines 
(Lancashire, iv. 227) mentions initials L. G., and the date 1623. Both 
of these have disappeared. Baines may possibly have taken the L. O. 
for L. G.

3 See The Inventories of Church Goods, Chetham Society, vol. 
cxiii. p. no.

4 I learn from the Record Office that the first Commission to take 
Inventories of Church Goods and Ornaments was issued in the
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consent of the holle pische lade to pledge to Sr 
Bryan Morecroft decessid . . . and the money 
bestowed upon the building of the He in the body 
of ye same church." This is most important 
evidence, though, curiously enough, Mr. Newstead 
overlooked the significance of it. Apparently it 
establishes the date of the building of a north aisle 
about 1545. Was it the present one?

It will be noticed that the word used in the 
Inventory is "building," not "re-building," though 
I do not lay too much stress on this. In his paper 
on "Masons' Marks" (Lane, and Chesh. Hist. Soc., 
N.S. 7 and 8) Mr. W. H. Rylands speaks of the 
present north aisle as "probably post-Reforma­ 
tion," 1 and he gives as his authority the name of 
the late Mr. Ed. W. Cox. Any opinion from Mr. 
Cox must be received with respect. But I venture 
to think that he may be mistaken here. There is, 
as we have seen, documentary evidence of the 
building of a north aisle between 1528 and 1547. 
There is no record, so far as I am aware, of any 
building of a later date. The presumption, there­ 
fore, is that the present north aisle was built by 
rector Bryan Moorcroft. He was aged fifty-seven 
in 1542, and had formerly been chaplain to rector

second year of Edward VI. 1548-49. Very few of the returns to this 
Commission are, however, extant, and apparently none for Lanca­ 
shire.

The Inventory of 1552 states further that "one of the ij chalices 
conteyned in the laste Invetorie was pledgit to Petr Stanley for X/s 
aboute one yere last paste, and the money bestowed upon the repacon 
of the same Church, as the Wardens do alledge, which is watyng." 
Only one chalice was left in 1552 ; at Sefton there were two. In 1527 
John Starkey of Aughton left money for the reparation of the 
Church. " Item, do et lego dee ecctie de Aghton sex solidos et octo 
denarios [6s. 8d. about £4 of present value] p. ejusdem reparationbus " 
(Piccope's Wills, Chetham Soc., xxxiii.).

1 Baines's Lancashire, iv. 227 [repeated verbatim by Harland (1870) 
and Croston (1893)], says that an earlier date than the seventeenth 
century cannot be assigned to this aisle, but the value of this opinion 
is lessened by the fact that he gives the fifteenth century as the date 
of the tower, which is evidently fourteenth-century work.
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Edward Molineux of Sefton. He died in 1547, 
and was buried at Aughton.

There are masons' marks upon the Aughton aisle

like some found upon Lydiate Abbey, I/I -\

I '   ^^ , which is supposed to date from about 1486,

though the jambs of the windows and details of the 
base mouldings and buttresses are exactly like those 
of Sefton south aisle, which may be dated about the 
earlier part of the sixteenth century (say 1530), on

which the marks jC'f -\X/' (Aughton) also

occur.
There is also some resemblance between some of 

the Aughton marks and some found on the Great

Tower of Ormskirk, A   /\   \   \   Orms-, A   /\   j\   \   (Or

Indeed>

my theory that the north aisle of Aughton was built 
about 1545 is greatly strengthened by a careful 
comparison of its windows with those of Ormskirk 
tower. The jamb and arch treatment is exactly 
the same in all the windows, though there are hood 
moulds to the upper windows at Ormskirk, and none 
at the Aughton aisle. As I have already mentioned, 
the tracery of the Aughton and of the upper Orms­ 
kirk windows is the same. The tracery in the 
lower Ormskirk windows is modern. There are 
thus strong points of resemblance between the two 
works, and the date of the Ormskirk tower is from 
1^40-50. In 1542 John Bochard, clerk, bequeathed 
_£6o towards the building of it (Vict. History).

With regard to this nave aisle, I submitted my 
notes to the architectural editor of the Victoria 
History, Mr. C. R. Peers, M A., F.S.A. He was
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kind enough to say " the notes are very good, and 
establish the date of the present north aisle beyond 
any reasonable doubt. . . . After reading Mr. 
Wickham's notes, I have inserted his conclusions, 
with due acknowledgment, in the proofs."

I feel but little doubt as to the age of the present 
north aisle, but when we come to consider the ques­ 
tion of the previous or original treatment of the 
north side of the nave I find some difficulties. 
There are some things about which I can feel certain. 
(i) As I look at the west faqade of the church I can 
be quite sure that the west wall of the north aisle is 
later than the west wall of the nave. The compari­ 
son of the ashlar work in each case, and of the position 
and treatment of the plinths, is quite convincing.

Base N. Aisle. Base Nave.

So too, more especially, is the fact of the two 
buttresses between nave and aisle, the northern of 
which has been partly built into the west wall of 
the aisle. Above the buttresses the line of the 
original north-west corner of the nave is still visible.
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Hence I am quite sure that when the present nave 
was built the north aisle, if one existed, was shorter 
than the present one. (2) Again, looking inside 
the church at the nave arcade I can see nothing to 
incline me to think that it was at any time lengthened 
towards the west. Hence it seems practically 
certain (unless there is something hidden by the 
yellow wash) that it was built after the buttresses 
at the west end. (3) Again, looking carefully at 
the angle buttresses at either end of the north aisle, 
I notice exact similarity of treatment. I notice 
also that there is nothing to suggest that the north­ 
west buttress was built subsequently to the adjoin­ 
ing west wall. The plinth or base treatment of the 
west and north walls is the same, and the rest of 
the masonry of both walls (and also of the east wall), 
and especially the jambs and arches of the windows 
(without hood moulds), is sufficiently alike to warrant 
the opinion that both walls were built at the same 
time, though more pains was, perhaps, taken with the 
west wall than with the north.1 What the original 
tracery of the west window was I cannot certainly 
say. Gregson, in his sketch, shows a simple Per­ 
pendicular window with a transom. 2 (4) Another 
certain thing is that the north-west buttress of the 
tower has been built into the east wall of the north 
aisle. This is quite evident both inside and out.

1 Mr. Ferguson, mason, of Aughton, has made the valuable sugges­ 
tion that the ashlar work of the present north aisle wall may possibly 
be that of the older north nave wall, taken away when the arcade was 
built, and reused to the best advantage. The neater and more 
regular ashlar work of the west wall of the aisle may have been built 
of new stone. All the stone was from local quarries. The angle 
buttresses are carefully tied to the walls on either side. There is no 
tie between the middle buttresses and the walls.

8 In the west gable, which is thinner than the wall below, an older 
stone with sunk tracery has been built in. There is a similar one on the 
ground in the churchyard. Similar stones, again, will be noticed near 
the base at Lydiate Hall (probably c. 1470), and at the base of the 
choir stalls at Sefton Church (probably c. 1520-35, Caroe, Sefton, 
p. 14).
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(5) Another thing seems all but certain, viz. that 
the western arch of the tower was an afterthought. 
It is a very poor production in every way, and 
altogether different from the tower arches on the 
east and south, which open, respectively, into the 
chancel aisle and chancel. These are very massive 
and well shaped, semi-hexagonal on plan below the 
spring of the arch (no capitals), and divided into 
two plain chamfered orders above it. The eastern 
arch is a very striking lofty lancet. But the present 
western arch opposite to it is certainly no higher 
than the arch to the south. Moreover, its section 
is wholly different from that of the others, and with­ 
out any apparent reason. It has every appearance 
of having been cut through the solid west wall of 
the tower by not very skilful masons. This impres­ 
sion, made on looking at its eastern side, is con­ 
firmed when we look at it from the west. What 
looks like the west buttress of the tower projects, 
though cut away at the bottom, into the north aisle. 
To the south of this buttress there is something 
(see A. Elevation), buried in plaster and the yellow 
wash which, unfortunately, disfigures the church, 
which looks very much like the old base mouldings of 
the west side of the tower, and this (whatever it may 
be) is continued on the south side of the arch. It 
is splayed back on either side of the arch, and if it is 
not the old tower base, it is very difficult to account 
for it. A little careful investigation, made possible 
by the stripping from it of the thick covering of 
plaster and yellow wash, might soon clear up this 
point. It is much to be wished that this could be 
undertaken, and that at the same time the same 
thing could be done with the whole of the western 
tower arch and wall. The operation would be 
neither long nor costly, and the result, whatever it 
might be, would be very interesting.

N^w all this put together inclines me to think
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-that the arch, the aisle, and probably the arcade are 
of the same date, say c. 1545. If this be so, the 
aisle is-of peculiar interest as having been built on 
the very eve of the Reformation. The arch may 
be even later.

But there are two difficulties, which make me 
cautious rather than quite positive. Behind the 
royal arms (1714), on the east wall of the aisle, 
about 4 feet 6 inches above the point of the arch, is 
a broad weathering (see B. Elevation) exactly like 
that above the window on the outside of the tower to 
the north. This squares very well with the theory 
that the wall was originally external, with no 
building attached to it. But, on the other hand, 
well above this weathering, there is a roof weather­ 
ing (see C. Elevation), apparently coeval with the 
wall (though it might be a later insertion), of which 
only the north side is now visible, the apex and 
south side being hidden by the plaster barrel roof of 
the aisle. Its apex might very well have been over 
the centre of an aisle 6 feet less in width than the 
present one, and it finishes in, and at right angles 
to, what I have above called the west buttress of 
the tower, which, however, is some 4 inches wider 
than the buttresses outside, and has some curious 
features not very easy to explain. This finish 
seems to tell of a gutter of over a foot in width, 
though in a doubtful place ; it, again, would seem to 
imply a parapet. What we have taken to be the 
west buttress might have been the beginning of 
the north wall of the aisle, though, again, there 
are difficulties. At any rate this roof weathering 
requires explanation, and it would be explained if 
an earlier building had preceded the present aisle. 
In that case the nave arcade, or some of it, was 
earlier than I have suggested. But everything is 
so covered up with thick colour wash that it is 
impossible to be dogmatic without further explora-

F
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tion. One can only feel sure that the present aisle 
was an afterthought, as was probably also the 
earlier aisle, if such existed.

On the outer face of the east side of the tower is 
a former roof weathering, which, together with the 
acutely-pointed arch below it, clearly shows that the 
north chancel aisle (the "little chancel "as it was 
sometimes called, or the " Plumbe Chapel") had 
formerly a high pitched roof and a steep gable. 
This seems to be shown in the sketch in Gregson's 
Fragments (1817), which I reproduce.1 This also 
shows the battlemented parapet of the vestry 
returned on the west side (and not as at present), 
and also the charnel house, built in 1739, at a cost 
of £,$ , 6s. od., and is. for drink, but now gone. 
The Victoria History says that the vestry, which 
stands to the north of the chancel aisle, " seems to 
be of seventeenth-century date." I am inclined to 
think it might be earlier and coeval with the north 
nave aisle or thereabouts. Recently a new " Nor­ 
man " doorway has been made into the chancel aisle, 
which seems to me unfortunate, because misleading, 
since there was not originally any work of that date 
in that part of the church.

I earnestly hope that if any further " Restora­ 
tion " is undertaken, it may be as conservative as 
possible, and that no more " Norman " work may 
be permitted. The yellow wash should be carefully 
removed, but nothing further should be done in a 
hurry. Much of the interest of this interesting 
church has already been " restored " away. The 
ancient chancel gave place to the present one in 
1876. Its windows were without cusps. There 
was a transom in the east window. From a letter

1 There are several evident errors in this drawing : 
1. A buttress is shown in the place of the north doorway.
2. Windows are shown on every side of the tower octagon.
3. The tower buttresses are wrongly drawn, and the battering 

where the square breaks into the octagon is not shown.
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of the architects to Rector Boulton, dated May 16, 
1874, I learn that it was 10 inches narrower than 
the present one, but its walls were that much 
thicker. The architects were Messrs. W. & P. 
Hay of Liverpool. 1

The two larger windows on the south side of the 
nave retain scarcely any trace of original work ; 2 
but in the interior splay of the easternmost window 
 a curious position are the remains of a canopied 
niche (early sixteenth century), in which formerly 
stood. a figure, which has evidently been roughly 
knocked off. This may have been connected with 
the south nave altar (Vict. Hist.}, which was pos­ 
sibly dedicated to St. Nicholas, before which, in 
1526, John Starkie, the then lord of the manor of 
Aughton (by his will) desired to be buried (Vict. 
Hist.}? But it must be pointed out that the niche, 
which is thickly coated with yellow wash, is now 
quite perpendicular, whereas the wall itself is much 
out of plumb. This seems to point to a placing of 
the niche here after the wall went over to the south, 
whenever that was. There are also two small 
windows high up on the south side of the nave, one 
of which (probably of late sixteenth-century work) 
formerly lighted the high pulpit, 4 and the other was 
inserted when the gallery was built (1735). The

1 The width of the nave is 21 feet 2 inches, and that of the 
original chancel 19 feet 10 inches.

2 Baines says that in his time (1836) these windows were "each 
divided into four compartments by circular chipstones," which prob­ 
ably means that the mullions and tracery were still in place. 
_ 3 In pjmis do et lego ala mea Deo Olpotenti bte Marie mat sue et 
oibus scis ejus corpusque meu ad sepeliendu in ecctia pochiali de 
Aghton coram altare Sancti Nicolai epi. Item do et lego meu 
optimu aial rectori ecctie de Aghton noie prncipali. Item do et lego 
dece solidos [probably_equal to about ,£6 present value] p uno trentali 
missar disfbuendos int sacrdotes (Piccope's Wills, Chetham Soc., 
xxxiii.).

4 In 1759 " Mr. Arsnip took demensions to make a casmt for the 
Pulpit Window." In 1754 "Pd Edward Southwork for painting the 
Gallery window and finding hair, 6d" (Churchwardens' Accounts). 
The initials G. H. mav be seen on either side of this window.
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south wall may soon have to be attended to, though 
it has been leaning for a long time. If any addi­ 
tional space has to be added to the church, the 
difficulty will be to do it so as to reconcile the 
claims of the incumbent and the antiquary. For 
as Mr. Thomas Hardy recently pointed out: " To 
the incumbent the church was a workshop or 
laboratory; to the antiquary it was a relic ; to the 
parish a utility ; to the outsider a luxury. All that 
could be done to unite those incompatibles was 
in the nature of a compromise." 1 Compromises are 
seldom quite satisfactory.

From the church I naturally pass (though it can 
be only in a very, cursory way) to the clergy who 
have served it. The late Mr. Newstead 2 said that 
the earliest mention of any parson is in 1362 : 
Henry le Walsh. But the new and splendid 
Victoria History of Lancashire gives five earlier 
names   Robert Blundell, d. 1246; Henry [le 
Waleys], d. 1292 ; Thomas le Waleys, ins. June 26, 
1303 ; Gilbert le Waleys, d. 1317 ; John le Waleys, 
ins. 2Oth January 1318-19. He was followed by 
Henry le Waleys, ins. 3rd November 1337 ; he by 
John le Walsh, ins. 27th September 1369; and he 
by John le Bradshagh, ins. i/th November 1382. 
It is interesting to note 3 that three of these early

 : 1 Times, weekly edition, June 23, 1906.
a Annals of Aughton, p. 45.
3 This seems to have been not unusual. In the Episcopal Rolls of 

Hugh of Wells (Bishop of Lincoln, 1209-35), recently published 
by the Canterbury and York Society, there occur many institu­ 
tions to benefices of men, who were not in priests' orders. 
Some were deacons; others plain laymen. Others again were 
styled " Clericus." These "Clerici" may have received minor 
orders (cf. Dr. Jessopp " Village Life " in the Coming of the Friars, 
pp. 80-84). But in all these cases the institution to the benefice was 
subject to the condition that the person instituted was ordained 
priest as soon as might be. Sometimes a dispensation or leave of 
absence was given for a time (as it was to one of those Aughton 
rectors, John de Bradshagh), in order that the person might study 
in the schools, as e.g. at Paris or elsewhere. There was a further 
proviso that he should appoint a suitable curate, who understood
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parsons were not ordained even sub-deacon until 
after their institution, at which time they were only 
laymen, or, at the most, in minor orders. One was 
.ordained sub-deacon in the April, deacon in the 
June, and priest in the October of the year after 
his institution. Another had to wait nearly three 
years for his priest's orders.

In 1575 the advowson passed into the hands of 
Bartholomew Hesketh, the lord of the manor, a 
Roman Catholic. His wife was "a busy recusant," 
and the hostess from Easter to Whitsunday 1580 
of the notorious Edmund Campion (Vict. Hist.). It 
has been well said that " the history of the Rectory 
during the seventeenth century is a very disgraceful 
one. The patrons were Roman Catholics, and appear 
to have thought they might as well make an ' honest 
penny' out of a right, which was of no other interest 
to them." Several of the rectors were soon de­ 
prived for simony. Here is an instance : " According 
to Oliver Heywood (Diaries, ii. 265) Mr. Hesketh, a 
papist and profligate gentleman, lost the presen­ 
tation at cards to Mr. Banastre of Bank. The 
relatives of 'young Baguley ' (B.A. Oxon 1672, 
presented 1674) obtained it by giving ^100 to 
Mr. Banastre, hoping to evade the law of simony 
by calling this sum the price of a horse they 
bought. The Bishop refusing to institute except 
on a presentation by the true patron [? Hesketh], 
the latter was induced to agree to a present of 20 
guinea pieces ; ' at last Mr. Brownsword's son sued 
them at the assizes for simony . . . and Browns- 
word hath gotten possession, but there's no choice, 
he living as ill as the other ' " (Vict. Hist.].

All this is terribly sordid. It is a relief to turn

the Vulgar Tongue, to hear confessions and administer sacraments. 
Occasionally the institution was subject to the passing of an 
examination at a set time in singing or in literature, alioqidn (a 
favourite word !) deprivation.




