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ECCLESTON CHURCH IN LEYLAND

By F. H. Cheetham
Read 2nd March 1911,

HE earliest reference to Eccleston Church in
Leyland Hundred hitherto discovered is dated
in 1094, when a moiety of it* was granted by Roger
of Poitou to the Abbey of St. Martin of Sées,? the
grant being afterwards confirmed by John, Count
of Mortain, about the year 1190.° No part of the
existing building goes back as far as the twelfth
century, though some fragments, hereafter referred
to, belong probab]y to a building older than the
present one.*

The greater part of the fabric apparently belongs
to the fourteenth century, in which period the
present chancel, nave, and tower were erected.
Nearly all the original detail has dxsappeared in

1 Medietatem ecclesiae de Acyleton.

® Roper, Lancaster Church, 9. (Chetham Society, new series,
xxvi., 1894.)

3 Jbid, s P 13

¢ In the Manchester Diocesan Directory it is stated that the church
existed in 1182, and was rebuilt in 1640. What authority there is for
these dates I have not been able to discover. Inquiry in 1909 threw
little light on the subject. The dates as to the foundation, building,
enlargement, &c., of parish churches were first inserted in the
Directory in 1876, but the editor could not discover the source of the
information concerning the rebuilding of Eccleston Church in 1640,
“1 imagine,” he wrote to me, “ that it has been inserted from the
deed of consecration. 1 think you can assume that the dates have
been inserted with-considerable care, as I very seldom find mistakes.”
Notwithstanding, I venture to think there is an error here, for there
is nothing in the fabric itself which suggests seventeenth-century
workmanship.
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consequence of later reconstructions and restora-
tions, but the chancel and tower arches and the
belfry windows are of fourteenth-century type ; and
the two windows on the north side of the chancel,
one of which has been restored, appear to have
belonged to the same period. The south aisles of
both chancel and nave, together with the porch,
are probably additions of the end of the fifteenth
or early years of the sixteenth century.

Though this paper is concerned chiefly with the
fabric, it will perhaps be advisable to say some-
thing, first, as to the early history of the church at
Eccleston. As already stated, one moiety was in
1094 granted to Sées Abbey, represented here by
the cell or Priory of Lancaster. About the year
1240 the other moiety was given to Lancaster
Priory. In all the deeds but one the * church”
(ecclesia) of Eccleston is spoken of, but in an un-
dated charter of John de la Mare, probably ¢. 1250,
concerning the patronage of Croston,” the ““ chapel ”
(capella) of Eccleston is referred to. There was
apparently some uncertainty as to its status towards
the end of the thirteenth or beginning of the four-
teenth century, the Rector of Croston endeavouring
to establish his right to it as a chapel depending
on his church. A judgment of the Bishop of
Coventry and Lichfield, pronounced at Ormskirk
in 1317, sets forth that the Rector of Croston,
“ pretending that the church of Eccleston pertained
to the right and property of his church of Croston,
and depended on the same as a chapel upon the
mother church, often disturbed and also molested
Master Ralph de Tunstall, Rector of the church of
Eccleston, concerning the right which he has and
had in the same, and concerning the liberty of the
said church.” Both parsons had been summoned

! Roper, 0p. cit., 9, 13, 22, 24, 26, 28, 114, 441, and 446.
2 Ibid., p. 24.
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before the Bishop, and Master Ralph seems to have
had considerably the best of it. His pleading de-
clared the church of Eccleston to be a parish church,
*“ administered by itself and not depending upon any
other,” having had proper bounds and limitations
from a time ‘ of which memory runneth not to the
contrary.” He himself had been admitted to the
church of Eccleston by the diocesan, and canonically
instituted as Rector in the same ; and he had pos-
sessed it quietly and peacefully for some time, when
Master William of Lancaster, Rector of Croston,
appeared on the scene, pretending, “by no means
truthfully,” that the said church of Eccleston was a
chapel of his church of Croston. He craved judg-
ment to be pronounced in favour of the right of
the church of Eccleston, and asked that Master
William of Croston be prohibited from molestation
and disturbance, and that ‘ perpetual silence be
placed upon him.” The record proceeds :

To which things the proctor, by way of contesting the litigation,
affirmatively answered that the things narrated as they are nar-
rated are true, asserting that the said church of Eccleston was
and is a parish church not depending upon the said church of
Croston, and so it was reputed and held from olden time, and
nothing else has he heard commonly up to this time; never-
theless the said Master Ralph exhibited and showed before us
‘various instruments of the foundation of the Priory of Lancaster,
to which the right of patronage of the said church of Eccleston
is known to pertain, and letters of E . . ., of good memory,
formerly Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, and other muni-
ments.

The result was that the Rector of Croston’s claim
was decisively rejected. The claim of Master
Ralph was found to be sufficiently founded and
proved, that the church of Eccleston was from old
time administered by itself, and in no wise depended
on the church of Croston ; and the Rector of Croston
and his successors were sentenced to desist from

1 Anerror.
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- disturbing and molesting the Rector of Eccleston,

perpetual silence being imposed upon them.!

In 1330, John Travers, parson of the church of
Eccleston, was summoned at Westminster to answer
to Ralph, Prior of Lancaster, ‘“concerning a plea
that he render him forty shillings which are in
arrear to him, in respect to an annual rent of twenty
shillings which he owes him.” The parson ad-
mitted that he was bound to the Prior in the annual
rent of twenty shillings, the evidence showing that
the Priory of Lancaster was seised of this sum as
annual rent for the church of Eccleston, ‘‘ from a
time whence memory runneth not.” Travers had
‘““ withdrawn ” the rent two years before, and refused
and ‘““as yet refuses to render it,” for what reason
we are not told. The Prior claimed 100s. damages
besides the two years’ rent, but on gaining his case
he remitted the damages. The Rector was fined.

The early Rectors of Eccleston, at any rate from
1299 down to 1337, were presented by the Priory
of Lancaster, but during the wars with France, in
the reign of Edward IIl. and after, the King was
accustomed to seize the temporalities of alien monas-
teries, and thus, in 1337, 1369, 1399, 1403, 1408,
and 1430 the Rectors of Eccleston were presented
by the Crown. This royal usurpation, however,
does not seem always to have been submitted to
without a struggle, for John Thoralby, presented in
1403, was long harassed by appeals.? By an Act
of Parliament passed in 1416 all the alien priories
were declared forfeit to the King, and in 1430 the
advowson of Croston was granted by the Crown to
Sir Thomas Stanley, whose successors continued
to present till 1596, when Thomas Lathom of Par-
bold purchased the rectory from the sixth Earl of
Derby. The Lathoms held it for about a century,
and it has since been sold several times. The pre-

* Roper, ap. cit,y, 441-43.  Victoria History of Lancashire, vi. 159.
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sent patron is the Rector, in succession to his
father, William Bretherton, of Runshaw.!

The list of Rectors is a long one, forty-two names
occurring in a period of about 650 years, which
gives an average of something like 15} years for
each Rector. At several periods, however, the
incumbents followed in rapid succession, the Rectory
of Eccleston apparently having been regarded as a
stepping-stone to further promotion. It was also -
very frequently held with other benefices, many of
the Rectors being non-resident, and some perhaps
having never set foot inside the parish. This was
probably so in the case of Dr. Layton.

Recrors or EccLEsTon ?

¢. 1210 John de Attilgre. 1485 Ralph Blacklache.
.0c.1292 Richard. 1493 William Wall.
1299 William de Lancaster. | 1511 Peter Bradshaw.
1410 Ralph de Tunstall. 1541 Richard Layton, LL.D.

1319 Richard de Wamberge. | 1544 John Moody.®
1320 Nicholas de Sheppey. | 1562-3 Gilbert Towneley.

1321 John de Ellerker. 1601 Adam Rigby, M.A.
1322 John Travers. 1627 Edward Brouncker, D.D.
1334 Peter Giles. 1628-9 Richard Parr, D.D.

1337 Henry de Haydock. 1644- Edward Gee.
1369 William de Hexham. | 1660 Thomas Mallory, D.D,
1399 Thomas de Langton. | 1671-2 Robert Pickering, M.A.

1401 Roger Tidiman. 1704 James Egerton.

1403 John Thoralby. 1706 John Mercer, M.A.

1408 George Radcliffe. 1736 John Pearson.

1430 John Mapleton. 1740 John Douglas, M.A.
1430 Hugh Huyton. 1766 Thomas Walker.

1463 Edward Mascy. 1770 Thomas Whitehead, M. A.
1467 Roger Standish. 1812 William Yates, M.A.
1478 Gilbert Shirlacres. 1854 John Sparling, M.A.

1481—2 James Stanley, j*. 1883 H. W. Bretherton, M.A.

! Victoria History of Lancashire. Mr. Bretherton died in April
1911, His successor is the Rev. T. A. Walton, B.A.

% The list of Rectors is given by the courtesy of the editors of the
Victoria History of Lancashire,to whom I am also indebted for much
other information incorporated in this paper.

3 #Se’ John Mauldie, parson of Eccleston,” was buried at Orms-
kirk, 16th October 1562, having in July of that year answered a call
to Wigan. See Chetham Society, cxiii. 128, and Ormskirk Parish
Register (Lancs. Par. Reg. Soc., xiii.), 138.
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Of these the best-known name is that of Dr.
Richard Layton, the famous visitor of the religious
houses. He was appointed by the Bishop of
Durham, but only held the living for three years.’
Other names of more than merely local interest are
those of James Stanley, afterwards Warden of
Manchester and Bishop of Ely; Dr. Parr, who
became Bishop of Sodor and Man, continuing, how-
ever, to hold the Rectory of Eccleston till his death
in 1643; and Edward Gee. All these have a
place in the Dictionary of National Biography.
Parr is included by Fuller among his Lancashire
worthies. Gee took a leading part amongst the
Presbyterians of the county, and signed the “ Har-
monious Consent” of 1648 as “minister of the
gospel at Eccleston.” He was the author of a
Treatise on Prayer and The Divine Right of Civil
Magistrates, and died in 1660 at Eccleston, where
he is buried.

A chantry was founded at the end of the fifteenth
or early in the sixteenth century by the Earl of
Derby and William Wall. The exact year of the
foundation is not known, but Wall was Rector from
August 1493 till April 1511, and it was probably
at the time of the foundation of the chantry that
the south aisles of the chancel and nave were built.
In 1535 Lawrence Halliwell was the cantarist, and
his name occurs again at the confiscation of 1548,
when he was eighty years of age. It is likely,
therefore, that he was appointed at the time of the
foundation.

The value of the rectory in 1291 was 412, but
by 1534 it had risen to 128, 16s. In 1650 the
parsonage house, glebe, and mill were valued at

! Richard Layton paid his first-fruits as Rector of Eccleston, 33
Henry VIII. In an episcopal visitation, August 1551, the name of
% Mr. Doctor Layton, rect.,” is erased, and John Modie written over
it. Piccope MSS., x. 156, quoted in Chetham Society, cxiii. 128.

——
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430 a year and the tithes at £140, but out of this
the Rector paid £50 to a curate at Douglas Chapel
(Parbold), at the south end of the parish. In 1720
the value of the rectory was £260, and it is now
given as £835.

The old parish of Eccleston comprises the four
townships of Eccleston, Heskin, Wrightington, and

ECCLESTON

HEOWKIN

......

WRIGHTINCGCTON.

Parbold, and is about 5% miles long from north to
south, with an average width of 24 miles, varying from
14 miles in Heskin in the middle, to about 3} miles
in Wrightington and Parbold in the south. The
north half, which consists of the townships of Eccles-
ton and Heskin, is flat and pastoral, but further
south the ground rises to a height of over 400 feet
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above the sea, forming part of the range of hills,
including Harrock Hill and Parbold Beacon, which
shut in the Douglas Valley at this point on its north
side. The river Douglas forms the south boundary
of the parish, and the river Yarrow crosses it at the
north end, about half a mile from the boundary.

Tue CHuURrcCH

The Church of St. Mary* is situated at the north
end of the parish, close to the south bank of the
Yarrow, and about 5 miles away from the south
boundary. It is not surprising, therefore, that a
chapel came to be built in the Douglas Valley to
serve that end of the parish, from which the road
to the church lay over or round the intervening
hilly ground. . The church is only a little over 1}
miles to the east of the parish church of Croston,
which is situated on the opposite bank of the Yarrow,
lower down. The proximity of the two buildings
to one another, and their distance from other parts
of their own parishes, is worthy of remark, though
such a disposition in the site of ancient parish
' churches is not uncommon, another noticeable ex-
ample in Lancashire occurring at -St. Michael's-on-
Wyre and Garstang. At Eccleston the church
stands not only to the north of the parish, but con-
siderably to the north of the village of Eccleston
itself, being situated in quite .rural surroundings
at some distance from the nearest house. The
village, however, has spread southwards, and is now
almost continuous with Eccleston Green.

The building stands some 20 yards to the south
of the river bank, and the churchyard, which now
extends westward as far as the highway, is bounded
on the north by the stream itself. The extension
of the churchyard to the west only dates from 1892,

! This dedication is attested as early as 1344.

-
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before which year it was separated from the road
by a field, known as the Church-field, along which a
stone causeway ran from the highway to the south-
west corner of the churchyard. The chief approach
to the church, however, was, and still is, by a path
leading from the village green to the south-east
corner of the cemetery, a portion of which path
across the fields near to the church was paved
and known as the Long Causeway. j
The church consists of a chancel with south aisle
its full length, nave with south aisle, south porch,
and west tower, and there is also a modern vestry
and hearse-house on the north of the chancel. The
| chancel and its aisle are under a single wide-spanned
{ roof of low pitch, the nave and its aisle under another
‘ but higher roof, both roofs being covered with stone
slates. The original masonry is of red sandstone,
and that belonging to the eighteenth century re-
construction of grey gritstone from Harrock Hill,
the contrast, after a century and a half's weathering
of the later stone, producing a not unpleasing effect.
The south aisle to both nave and chancel is em-
battled its full length, but on the north side the
roofs have overhanging eaves, and the gable ends
are finished with plain copings. The external
appearance of the building is lacking both in
picturesqueness and dignity when contrasted with
what must have been its original aspect, the whole
| effect being to some extent one of squatness, due,
no doubt, in a great measure to the alterations in
' the roofs during the eighteenth century. The south
1 side is partly covered with ivy and roses, and these,
in conjunction with the red stone of the older walling,
together with the well-kept churchyard which forms
the foreground of the picture in all views of the
building from the south-west, give a certain pictu-
resque touch of colour to an otherwise not very
interesting exterior. The best view of the building

P
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is, however, from the higher ground on the south
side, as the church is approached from the village
by way of the Long Causeway.

About the year 1342 the Rector of Eccleston cut
down trees to repair the chancel of the church,* and
it is possible that the whole of the rebuilding of the
fabric was begun about that time, commencing, as
usual, from the east end. This is, however, only a
conjecture, though the date would pretty well cor-
respond with such parts of the chancel, nave, and
tower as show any distinctive original detail. The
south aisle of the chancel probably represents the
chantry of the Blessed Virgin founded during the
incumbency of William Wall (1493-1511), and the
south aisle of the nave may have been built about
the same time, both being added to the former four-
teenth-century aisleless church as already stated.
Evidence that the chancel, nave, and tower were
built at a different time from the aisles is forth-
coming in the plinth, which to the older portions
of the building has a chamfer ¢ inches deep,
whereas the plinth to the aisles is chamfered only
to the extent of about 3 inches, though the projec-
tion is the same. The south wall of the aisle is
unbroken in its length, being continuous to both
nave and chancel, and the buttresses at the east
end of the chancel appear from the evidence of
the plinths to have been added or rebuilt at the
same time as the aisle. On the north side of the
nave the deeply splayed plinth is now almost
entirely hidden by the raised level of the soil, and
round the tower no plinth at all is now visible.
Excavation, however, reveals it at a depth of 12
inches below the surface of the soil on the north
side and at a rather less depth on the south. The
date, 1534, which exists on one of the roof principals,
and which has sometimes been thought to give the

1 Victoria History of Lancashire, vi. 159, note.
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date of the present structure, indicates in all prob-
ability only the year in which a new roof was
erected.

TuHE EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY RECONSTRUCTION

A rough plan of the church and churchyard,
drawn in 1716 by Henry Sephton,' in order to
indicate the position of the graves inside and
outside the building, shows the extent of the
church at that time to have been the same as at
present, except that the vestry and hearse-house
and one of the buttresses on the south side did not
then exist, A bone-house, which has since dis-
appeared, stood at that time against the north side
of the tower. The vestry was added in 1775, and
the hearse-house probably not very long after, or
at latest at the beginning of the last century. The
eighteenth century, however, saw great changes in
the structure of the building, though the plan re-
mained the same, the result of which was to leave
it pretty much as it stands to-day. The fabric
must have been in a very bad state of repair, for in
1720 it was resolved to take down and rebuild the
church, and a rate of 4200 was agreed upon in
the following year for the purpose. The church-
wardens’ books, which begin in 1712, thus record
the decision :—

May 22, 1721. Whereas public notice was given from house to
house of a general parish meeting to consider the condition of
the parish church of Eccleston, and a general meeting was there-
upon had the znd day of March 1720, and it was then agreed
and resolved upon by a very great majority to raise a parish
tax for the taking down and rebuilding of the said parish church.

! 1716, Paid ‘to Henry Sephton for plotting out burial s 4.

places in the church and churchyard . 42 410 TOURE
Paid for puttmg iton parchment and for the parch-
ment . S 1) 1

C/mrchwarden:‘ Accounts.,
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In pursuance of the said agreement, the inhabitants of the
parish aforesaid, at a general meeting this 22nd day of May 1721,
do consent and agree that two hundred pounds be this year laid
and raised by an equal pound rate towards providing materials
and other common uses relating to the church.

The determination to pull down and rebuild,
however, must have been subsequently modified,
as during the next sixteen years there are almost
continuous payments recorded for work done to the
structure, and varying sums are agreed on from
time to time to be levied on the parish for this
purpose. These payments extend from 1721 to
1737, and some of them may be given here as
showing exactly the character and extent of the
alterations which the structure underwent at that
time. In 1721 the churchwardens’ accounts con-
tain the following payments :—

Expenses at several times going about viewing and

buying the timber . . Lo 453
Expenses when we went to view Blllmge Chatpell CEROIIL - e WUt
Paid for timber . . g i 1 e el
Paid for falling the timber . S TR ‘ SR b < ol
Paid for snagging and cross-cutting . . 012 11
Paid to the mason and other workmen for searchmg

for stone at Harrock Hill, : . ; © 2 10
Paid for leading of timber . A 4 P A |
Paid to Henry Sephton for his trouble . : PR o) ¢ e

In 1722 the following entries occur :—

Nov. 12. Whereas public notice was given in the church of
Eccleston and Chappell of Douglas for the inhabitants of the
said parish to meet here this day to lay a ley for the paying of
what has been already done at the church and to take an
account of what is further wanting and estimate the charge

! This entry is interesting as showing that the churchwardens and
others went over to view the new chapel of Billinge, built three years
before. (See Zrans. Hist. Soc., new series, xxv. 1-40.) Probably
Billinge Chapel was very much admired in the district, and the
Eccleston men must needs go and see it. That they took it in some
respect as their model seems likely, as the same type of urn or vase
ornament was used on the gables—a common enough type, of course,
but probably suggested by the view of Billinge.
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which the said repairs and other necessary expenses for the
use of the church may amount to and lay a rate for the defray-
ing of it.

lqi&nd that none may think themselves overcharged or other-
wise aggrieved in the said rate the churchwardens were now
willing to make the assessment themselves but were desirous
the parishioners would appear at the time and place aforesaid
to concert with them in making a rate.

We the inhabitants aforesaid having met for the purpose do
consent and agree? that four score pounds be raised for the uses
aforesaid by a fifteen.

Nov. 23. The parishioners being desired to meet to consider
whether the sum laid at the last parish meeting shall be collected
by a fifteen, the acre, or a pound rate, having met here for the

urpose do agree as follows: that the said sum of eighty pounds
ge raised by an equal pound rate through the parish according
to every person’s estate.

During this year (1722) the greater part of the
“rebuilding” appears to have been done, as will
be seen from the following items in the church-
wardens’ accounts :—

Spent upon the workmen when they came to-see

what was necessary to be done at the church . Lo 3 o
Paid for scouring the ditch and makinga sawpit . o o 8
Spent when we went to take an account of the wood

at Park Hall . o o 11}
Spent when we went to look out such trees as were

useful for the work . : ! . R R
Paid to Wm. Mawdesley for his work . 819 1
Spent with the nailer when we agreed for nails o 09
Spent at setting the glazlers work . : (- T
Pajd for nails $ 318 8
Paid for getting stones at Harrock Hlll ¢ o015 ©
Paid to Tho. Hawett the slater in part for slate and

slating . 3 . . . . e i
Paid for laths ‘ ; ‘ Sl gt
Paid for hogs greese for theworkmen . . . o o 33
Spent when we agreed for lead work ! PO - T R
Spent at the rearing . X i R 25 G o
Paid to Wm. Park for leadmg stones o015 9
Paid to John Nayler for smith’s work : 115 3%
Spent at drawing up the lead into the gutter . - A
Paid for leading twenty deal planks from Preston O Bk

! The word “unanimously ” is here scored through in the book.

SRS e
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Spent when we bought the deal

Paid for hair . 2

Paid for carting the old lead to nggan

Paid for bringing the new lead back

Paid for lime § "

Paid to John Miller for clea.vmg laths ’

Spent when we agreed with the plasterer :

Paid to Hugh Lucas for new ridging stone and
thatch-table

Paid for dressing up the old rrdgmg stone

Paid for leading stones from Whittle Hills

Paid to James Balshaw for the cornish, turning the
loft! and breaking the timber for them

Paid more to James Balshaw for levelling the north
roof and gutters, scaffolding, and laylng the
roof of the porch and other work

Paid for new laying the flags . 7 4 g ‘

Spent at selling the old wood

Spent at several times upon the workmen durmg the
work . . ;

Paid for carrying the laths from anerpool

Spent upon Mr. Parker the painter

Paid to James Yates for glazing

Paid for cleaning the church and churchyard cart-
ing away the rubbish, leading of sand and
wheeling it into the church

Paid for making a new door and door checks in the
steeple and mending the ﬂoor, and makmg a
lattice . " » .

Paid for collaring the bells . : a §

Spent when we paid of James Balshaw .

Paid to Wm. Low for carrying stones from Bxllmge

Paid to James Bate for ironwork . .

Paid for stones at Barnskin Hall

Paid to Thos. Wilson for puttmg up some spars and
levelling of them . A

Paid for twenty deal planks . . {

Paid for sand ; !

Paid Rich. Nickson for leadmg wood .

Paid more to Rd. Nickson for twenty threaves of
straw and loading .

Paid for two horses treading "dawb one day and for
loading it ’ § .

Paid to Thos. Knowles for lea.dmg slate.. 3

- &
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1 “Turning the loft” evidently refers to the erection of the curved

ceiling below the roof.







