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EUXTON CHAPEL.
By F. H. Cheetham, F.S.A.

Read March 12th, 1925.

UXTON is one of the nine townships forming the
ancient parish of Leyland. The parish was large and
of very irregular shape, the church being in the western
half, some eight miles from the eastern boundary. Euxton
township lies immediately south of that of Leyland and
has an area of 2934 acres, with a population (in 1921) of
123I.. The village lies along the main road from Wigan
to Preston, a little to the east of the centre of the township
and about £ mile north of the river Yarrow, which, flowing
westward here forms the southern boundary of the parish.
The chapel stands on high ground above a small stream
called the Chapel Brook,! which joining the Yarrow just
outside the township divides it into two unequal parts.
The road, as it goes north, crosses the stream by a single
arched bridge known as Euxton Chapel Bridge,? and then
makes a steep ascent to the village, passing on the west
side of the chapel, which lies at the south end.

The name Euxton is English, and is found spelled in a
variety of ways in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries,
Eueceston, Euekeston, Euckeston, Eukeston, Eukestan,
Hewkeston, and Heukestone. The first element is almost
certainly a personal name: Professor Ekwall says perhaps
Zfic or Efic; Mr. Sephton suggests a k diminutive of
Eowa.?

1 Called in its upper course ¢ German Brook,’ and in lower * Culbeck Brook.»

2 Widened on the east side in 1909.

3 Ekwall, Place-Names of Lancs. (Chet. Soc., 81, N.s.), p. 133; Sephton,
Handbook of Lancs. Place-Names, 170.
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Euxton was one of two pre-Reformation chapels be-
longing to the parish church of Leyland. The other was
at Heapey, some three miles to the north-east and about
four miles east of Leyland. The chapel at Euxtonis two
miles in a direct line south-east of the parish church.

The origin of the chapel is obscure; there is no written
evidence of its existence as old as that of the fabric itself.
The later history of the building, too, is by no means clear,
owing not only to the absence of documentary evidence,
but also to statements made in print by modern writers
which are difficult to substantiate, and are sometimes
contradictory.  Unfortunately there are no chapel
wardens’ account books at Euxton and the registers begin
only in 1774. At Leyland parish church there is a vestry
book beginning in 1748, but the entries are not continuous
and they contain nothing which throws light on the later
re-buildings or restorations of Euxton Chapel. The
Leyland churchwardens’ accounts do not begin until 1823,
and no details of expenditure are set out. General
expenditure at Heapey chapel is given as a separate item,
but not that at Euxton. The sources of knowledge
respecting the fabric during the eighteenth and early part
of the nineteenth century are thus meagre and uncertain,
and scarcely more informative than those of an earlier
date.

History oF THE CHAPEL.

The present paper being concerned principally with the
fabric, the history of the chapel is considered only as it
bears on the erection of the building. The chapel has
never been properly described, and there are few
references to it in local publications or in the Transactions
of local Societies. The writer who contributed the archi-
tectural descriptions to the Victoria History of Lancashire
unfortunately did not visit Euxton, and all that is said
concerning the building in that work is contained in the
general account of the township. Itis there stated that
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A chapel, of which traces are extant, existed in the 14th century,
and is supposed to have been rebuilt by one of the Molyneux
family in 1513. . . . . . After the Reformation the chapel seems
to have been allowed to fall into decay, and it is said that the only
use made of it as a place of worship was by the missionary priests,
who occasionally said mass there. It had, however, a minister
in 1650. In the time of Charles 1I, Lord Molyneux claimed it as
his private property, but it was recovered by the Church of
England about 1700, repaired, and provided with a small endow-
ment through Thomas Armetriding, vicar of Leyland, whose
heirs had the patronage. . . . . .. No dedication is known.!

To some of the statements here set out reference will be
made later, but the absence of precise information and of
any mention of the chapel earlier than the fourteenth
century, may be noted. The phrase ‘traces of which are
extant,” though strictly accurate, is perhaps a little
misleading, as the remains of the structure of that period
are fairly considerable and include most of its architectural
features. The date 1513 is an error for 1573, as will be
shown later in this paper.

There is no record as to when the chapel of Euxton was
founded, but the existing fabric appears in the main to be
a fourteenth century rebuilding of an earlier structure,
little architectural evidence of which remains, though
there are grounds for believing that it dated from the
thirteenth, or even from the end of the twelfth century.

The list of clergy of 15422 records four priests at Leyland
in addition to the vicar and chantry priest, one of whom
was doubtless chaplain at Euxton. The number of
clergy at Leyland, as recorded in visitation lists in 1548,
1554, 1562, 1563 and 1565 varies, but Thomas Shorrock
is named as curate or chaplain at Euxton from 1548 to
1563,% though it does not necessarily follow that he was
resident. A curate at Heapey is named in 1563, but in

1V.C.H. Lancs.,vi, 22. References are given for the statements made.
2 Record Soc. L. and C., xxxiii, 17.
38 V.C.H. Lancs., vi, 3, 22.
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1565 neither Euxton nor Heapey is mentioned, the only
clergy at Leyland being the vicar and his curate, John
Worden. Euxton is described about 1610 as “ an old
chapel without a curate,”! and there was also no curate at
Heapey at that time. Both chapels, it has been surmised,
were served only irregularly, if at all, until the time of the
Commonwealth.? The statement that after the Reform-
ation Euxton chapel ‘‘seems to have been allowed to fall
into decay,” however, needs qualification, as the stone
now over the west doorway, whatever its original position,
clearly indicates that something was done to the building
either by way of restoration or addition by Richard
Molyneux in the reign of Queen Elizabeth. The history
of the chapel at this time is obscure and the statement
that the Roman missionary priests occasionally said mass
there is apparently based on a passage in Hewitson’s
Our Country Churches and Chapels, to the effect that the
building was “held by the Catholics long after the
Reformation and the persecuting reign of Elizabeth had
deprived them of almost every other,” though it was not
often used ‘ owing to the persecution of priests.”’?

The first Molyneux to be lord of Euxton was the
William de Molyneux who married Joan daughter of
Robert de Holand and who died in 1358 ; but whatever the
early connection of the family with the chapel may have
been it is clear from the dated stone over the west doorway
that Richard Molyneux in 1573 thought it worth while to
spend money on the structure. This, of course, is assum-
ing that the dated stone belongs to and represents work
done at the existing chapel, no portion of which, however,
can with confidence be assigned to that period.

The minutes of the Committee for the relief of Plundered
Ministers, and the Commonwealth Church Survey put us
on surer ground. Under date November 27, 1649, it is

1 Kenyon MSS. (Hist. MSS. Com. Rep.), Xiv. App. 4, I1.
2V.C.H.Lancs.,vi, 8. 3 Op. cit, 253.

bt il

e e TN TR T —

T




ke

™

Euxton Chapel. 25

recorded that in June 1647, the Committee had granted
the yearly sum of £40 out of the impropriate tithes arising
within the township of Euxton, sequestered from James
Anderton, delinquent, for the maintenance of a minister
at Euxton chapel such as the committee should approve of,
and they now (1649) ordered that the said sum be paid
to ““ Mr. Seth Bushell, minister of Euxton aforesaid.”’*

In the Church Survey of 1650 Seth Bushell is described
as ‘incumbent * of Euxton, having come into the place by
an order from the Committee of Plundered Ministers.
The report on Euxton reads as follows (shortened):—

We present that Euxton is a town within the parish of Leyland,
in which is one Chapel distant from the parish church two statute
miles and a half or thereabouts, and from Heapey Chapel five
statute miles; and that the tithe corn of Euxton is worth £55
per annum; and that Mr. James Anderton, of Clayton, claims the
said tithes as his inheritance, and is now sequestered for the State
for the said Mr. Anderton’s delinquency, and that the small tithes
in Euxton are worth £2 5s. per annum, and belong to the vicar
of Leyland. And that Mr. Seth Bushell is the present incumbent
there, and is a godly preaching minister and conformable to the
present government, and came into the said place by an order
from the Committee of Plundered Ministers, and hath had for his
salary /40 per annum issuing out of the sequestrations of the
tithes aforesaid.?

There follows a recommendation that certain houses in
Charnock Richard, and the ‘ rest of the said town,” should
be annexed to Euxton and made a parish, as ““ lying nearer
adjacent unto Euxton chapel than to any other church or
chapel.”

The Seth Bushell here named conformed at the Restor-
ation and was vicar of Preston 1663-1682, and of Lancaster
1682-84. He married as his second wife, in 1657, the
daughter of William Stanfield of Euxton, and his son,
William Bushell, curate of Goosnargh, 1692-1735, and
rector of Heysham, 1699-1735, was born at Euxton in

1 Record Soc. L. and C., xxviii, 81.
2 Com. Ch.Surveys, Record Soc. L. and C., i, 1oz.
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1661.! Seth Bushell appears to have remained at
Euxton till he went to Preston in 1663. He died at
Lancaster and is there buried. Although ‘ conformable
to the government’ in 1650, his epitaph describes him as
““ faithful to the two Charleses in very difficult times.”’®

What condition the chapel was in during Seth Bushell’s
incumbency it is difficult to say, but in 1687 it appears to
have been in use by the Roman Catholics, for in that
year the Bishop of Chester, Dr. Cartwright, wrote in his
diary

Mr. Walmesley, of Leyland, came to visit me and he delivered
me a petition for the restoring of the Euxton Chapel to the in-
habitants, the key whereof was in the hands of Molyneux, who

alledges that it is his and not theirs, that it hath no maintenance
nor any prayers said in it for the twenty years last past.?

This would seem to imply that the chapel had been
abandoned for Anglican worship since 1667, or four years
after Seth Bushell’s appointment to Preston; and that it
was in the time of James I used by the Roman Catholics
may be inferred from the fact that in this same year
(x687) the Vicar-apostolic, John Leyburne, when visiting
the northern counties to administer confirmation in
September, confirmed no less than 1138 persons in
Euxton chapel,* a number exceeded in Lancashire only at
Wigan. In Leyland Hundred there were also con-
firmations at Eccleston (755), Wrightington (464), and
Lostock (86), so those confirmed at Euxton cannot have
been drawn from a very extensive area.®

1 Dr. William Bushell, founderof Goosnargh Hospital, wasson of the rector
of Heysham,

2Smith, Preston Parish Church, 62. Dr. Seth Bushell (D.D. in 1672) is
noticed in the Dict. Nat. Biog.

3 Cartwright's Diary (Camden Soc.), 28.

4Dr. W. A. Shaw in V.C.H. Lancs., ii, 93.

5 Fourteen places in Lancashire are recorded, three in West Derby Hundred,
four in Leyland, three in Blackburn, and four in Amounderness—the total
number of confirmees being 8,058. Euxton therefore had about one eighth of
the whole.
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It can hardly be doubted that the * Euxton Chapel’ in
which the confirmation took place was the Burgh Chapel,
as the building we are considering was often styled. In
the account of Euxton township in the Victoria History,
it is stated that nothing is known of the provision for
Roman Catholic worship for a century and a half after
the Reformation,! but that a room in Euxton Hall was
used during the eighteenth century. A chapel was not
built until 1817. Hewitson is probably right in surmising
that ““ occasionally, when a more tolerant spirit was in the
ascendant, the Roman Catholics might venture to use the
Burgh Chapel,”? though mass would no doubt be said
normally at Euxton Hall even before the eighteenth
century.

The Chapel seems to have become neglected and disused
by the Church of England in the latter part of the seven-
teenth century, and in 1717 Bishop Gastrell certified that
nothing belonged to it and that it had “ been ruinated
about 20 years, since which [time] no service hath been
performed in it,”’® but he modified this later by saying that
divine service had been performed there ‘ about 1705.*
This is confirmed by the terms of a petition presented
sometime in the year 1706° to the Bishop (Dr. Stratford)
signed by fourteen ‘near neighbours to the parish of
Leyland,” praying him to recommend the chapels of
Heapey and Euxton for augmentation out of the Queen’s
Bounty, in which it is certified that in both chapels “a
Liturgy and Rites of the Church of England as now by
law established are used and observed.”® The chapels
are described as standing remote from the parish church,

1y.C.H. Lanes.,vi,23.

2 Qur Country Churches and Chapels, 257.

3 Notitia Cest. (Chet. Soc. xxii), 384.

4 Ibid., quoting Pap. Reg.

5 The date is not given but one of the signatories was buried in 1706.

6 The petition is printed in the Rev. D.S. Rennard’s Hist. of Heapey Chapel,

20; a letter to the bishop on the same subject, signed by Wm. Farington and
Thos. Armetriding (vicar of Leyland) is dated February 10, 1700.
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and the good people there “ mixed and environed with
great numbers of Papists and other sectaries”’; but
although Heapey had only £6 yearly belonging to it and
Euxton nothing at all, the bishop’s efforts, if he made any,
do not appear to have been successful.

In 1724 the vicar of Leyland certified that the chapel
“is now repaired, but no seats or pulpit yet in it,”’* though
Ecton’s Thesaurus (ed. Browne Willis, 1753) describes it
as ‘‘destructa,’” a manifest exaggeration if taken literally
but perhaps intended to mean no more than ‘ ruinated.’
The addition by Browne Willis of this descriptive word
to Ecton’s former bare naming of the chapel is not easy
to account for.2

About 1690 Dr. Richard Kuerden, the historian, a
native of Leyland,® stated that Euxton had “a fayre
chappel by Sir W. Molineux of Sephton, lord of the manor
of Euxton,”’* which Baines quotes with the word ‘ built ’
inserted after ‘ chappel,’® though it is not in the original,
nor any signs of a break. Some word is manifestly
wanted, but whether Dr. Kuerden intended to write
‘built,” or something else, will never be known. His
calling the building, with the appearance of which he
must have been familiar, a ‘fayre chappel’ does not
suggest that the fabric was then in a state of ruin. Had
it been so, he would probably have noted the fact.
Kuerden’s statement that the chapel was [? built] by Sir
W. Molyneux in all likelihood has reference to the first
Sir William (d. 1372), but later writers® seem to have been
misled by this, and by a wrong reading of the date over
the west doorway, into the belief that the second Sir
William built the chapel in 1513.

1 Notitia Cest, 384.

2 He may be using a description supplied many years before: if restored
in 1724 the building could hardly be ruinated again by 1753.

3 Born about 1622, died 1700.

4 Harl. MS., 7836, f. 2176.

5 Hist. of Lancs. (1836), iv, 452.

6 E.g., Hewitson, op. cit., 253

i S
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Baines (1836) has no description of the chapel other than
the words of Dr. Kuerden, but in a note he adds, ““ This
chapel was rebuilt about A.D. 1710, and enlarged by the
Society for Building Churches and Chapels in 1829.”* In
Harland’s edition of Baines (1870) this is altered to read
as follows:—

This chapel was rebuilt about 1724 and enlarged by the Society

for Building Churches and Chapels in 1829. The original date
of building 1513 (sic) remains on the south wall.?

There is, however, still no description of the building,
and very little more is said in Croston’s edition (1891)
In this, the former note is incorporated with the text,
after quoting Kuerden, with the addition of * there are
piscina and sedilia, and a font of very early date.”’

As regards some of these statements it may be supposed
that Harland altered the date of the rebuilding to 1724 on
the authority of Gastrell’s ‘ Notitia’ (published in 1850),*
but he was very far from being correct in stating that 1513
was the original date of the building, and the dated stone
is on the west, not on the south wall.?

Canon Raines, in his notes to Gastrell, says that the
chapel “ was again rebuilt in the year 1816, enlarged by
the Incorporated Society for Building Churches and
Chapels in 1829, and a chancel has since been added.
The font appears to be ancient and in the Norman style.”

Here a new date of rebuilding (1816) is introduced, but
no reference is given to the source of information. The
font is also referred to as Norman by Hardwick, and as of
‘ great age’ by Hewitson in a description of the church
written about 1872, part of which may be quoted. Itis
interesting as preserving a picture of the building in the
mid-Victorian period:—

L Lancs. (1836), iv, 452. 2 Ibid (1870), ii, 139. 3 Ibid, (3rd. ed.), iv, 174.

4 Vicar of Leyland’s certificate, quoted above.

5 Hewitson in 1872 (see below) correctly states that the stone was then, as

now, over the west doorway. Harland’s authority was probably C. Hardwick’s
Hist. of Preston (1857), where it is stated to be on the south side.
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The church stands upon the brow of a hill on the southern side
of the village and has a very antiquated, rustic appearance. . . . .
The building is small, is very homely in its architecture, has a
thick mass of ivy in front of it and is surmounted at this end with
a little turret containing a small, unpretending bell. Over the
doorway at this end there is the date 1513 (sic); but it is covered
with ivy and is entirely out of sight. The walls, windows, and
roof are all plain and we saw nothing outside to relieve the eye
beyond the ivy, the bell-turret, and eleven patriarchal nails

driven between some stones in the north-east corner. . . . From
the eastern part of the burial ground there is a beautiful
and extensive view of the surrounding country. . . . . The

interior of the church is simple and yet very venerable
looking. The walls are puritanically plain; the windows are of
the same stamp; the roof is open, is supported by five very old-
fashioned semi-circular principals, and filled in with aged rafters
and wooden angle ornaments. The timber throughout is in a
good state of preservation, and the roof, of its kind, a very excellent
one. . . . The pews are old, high, and narrow. At the western
end there is a whimsically formed gallery; it is a beaked sort of
gallery, has a round projection in front, and within the projection
the ¢ sweet singers of Israel  are placed. The chancel is simple and
primitive in construction, and has nothing in its windows or upon
its walls of an ornamental character. On the left of the com-
munion rails there is an old, strong, stone font, like an inverted
cone; it bears no date and no carvings, but is clearly of a great
age, and the pedestal supporting it—a square stone, reminding
one more of a Roman altar than anything else—bears equally
distinct traces of antiquity. Fronting the chancel and standing
in the centre of the floor there is a  three-decker " arrangement—
the clerk’s place, the reading desk and the pulpit. . . . . In the
south-west [south-east] wall at the side of two old pews, and
opposite the pulpit, there is a holy-water stoup [piscina], with an
adjoining recess. . . . . The church will accommodate about
250 people!; the average attendance is from 150 to 200; the
congregation consists of the most part of farmers, their servants,
and factory operatives. The singers may be placed in the category
of the ‘ vigorous *—they are strong-winded and tuneable.?

Of Canon Raines’s statement that the chapel was again
rebuilt in 1816 I have been able to find no confirmatory

1 Mannex’s Directory, 1854, says ‘it contains 350 sittings, of which 252 are
free.”
2 Qur Country Churches and Chapels, 254-256.
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evidence, and it is difficult also to understand what
exactly is meant by “ enlargement ” in 1829, unless it
refers simply to an increase in the seating. One can only
regret the vagueness of statement of these early writers in
recording matters which at the time were no doubt
familiar to everybody, but on which the church books
neither at Euxton nor Leyland throw any light.

The chancel was added in 1837, and since then the plan
of the building has remained unaltered, though the
fabric has been twice restored. In the same year a plot of
land “ for a school or schoolroom for the education of poor
children ”’ was secured in the village,* to the north of the
chapel, and a school built in the following year. The
parsonage house, now known as the vicarage, was also
erected in 1838, at the charges of Lady Hoghton of Astley
Hall, as a gift to the newly appointed vicar, the Rev.
John Williams (1838-1892), who had been curate to the
former non-resident incumbent, the Rev. Robert Proctor
(1799-1838).

The chapel remained as described by Hewitson until
1894, when the nave was re-floored and re-seated, the
gallery taken down and the walls stripped of their external
coat of plaster. It had been intended to place a new roof
on the church and to build a new vestry, but the cost being
found to be too great the scheme was abandoned.?

In the autumn of 1921 there were signs of failing in the
roof which seemed to show a tendency to increase, and in
1922 an appeal wasissued. On the advice of the Diocesan

1 Deed of 27 September, 1837, conveyed a plot of land for a school, or school-
room, for the education of poor children to the vicar of Leyland (G. Baldwin),
R, Proctor incumbent of Euxton Chapel, John Williams curate of the same,
John Hodgkinson church warden, and John Anton chapel warden : Book of
School Trustees. The book was presented to the Trustees, November 5, 1844,
by George Johnson Wainwright, of Runshaw Hall, Euxton. The records begin
July 29, 1839, on which day the new Trust Deed was signed, but the next entry
is July 29, 1844. The lastis in 190g9. Upon the school house is the inscription
‘* National and Sunday Schools erected by subscription and grant 1837."”

2 A scheme to build a new chancel and north aisle, plans for which had been
prepared by Paley and Austin, had previously been considered but not pro-
ceeded with.
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Surveyor the two western principals were securely propped
for the time being by the insertion of strong double-bolted
uprights. In April, 1924, Mr. Theodore Fyfe reported on
the state of the roof and the condition of the structure
generally. He suggested certain repairs, and in the
following June three members of the Manchester Diocesan
Advisory Committee visited the building. They endorsed
Mr. Fyfe’'s Report and recommended that he, or some
other competent architect, should be asked to superintend
the work, emphasising ‘‘ the importance of preserving
thisinteresting building.” The work, begun in July, 1925,
and finished in March, 1926, was carried out under the
direction of Mr. Isaac Taylor, architect, of Manchester, by
Mr. E. Mathews, builder and contractor, of Euxton.
The nature of the restoration as regards the roof is
described later, and it need only be said here that at
Euxton no trace of beetle, insect, or fungus of any kind
was found in the timber, the weak places being due solely
to wear and ordinary decay.! Small sections of the north
wall were taken out and rebuilt and the west wall, after
being stripped, was pointed and grouted. Internally the
spaces between the roof rafters were re-plastered, and the
plastered east and west walls were distempered. The
wall drainage was thoroughly overhauled.?

THE FABRIC.

From what has been said it will be gathered that the
history of the fabric is a somewhat obscure one, owing to
the many—sometimes contradictory—dates cited as to
when rebuildings and enlargements have taken place,
without specific statement as to what was done at any
particular time. It is therefore with some diffidence
that I put down what are, after all, only opinions or

1 Architect’s Report.

2 The foundations on the north and south sides were uncovered and examined

in June, 1924: they showed a fair foundation of rubble about 2 ft. deep on
hard clay; Report of Advisory Committee.

D
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suggestions as to the dates of various parts of the building;
and in shading the plan, here reproduced, I have purposely
indicated all medieval work, whether of one period or
more, in black, and have shown the western extension, of
whatever date it may be, by hatching. Though the main
portion of the naveis of fourteenth century date some parts
may be older; but it is not easy to assign a precise date
to every foot of walling, Euxton Chapel, small as it is,
offering problems to which no certain answer can be given.

The building is one of very considerable interest; in the
words of Mr. Theodore Fyfe, in his Report of 1924, it is
for the most part “ a valuable piece of old English work,
and should be preserved intact as far as possible.”

Apart from the short modern chancel, which measures
internally 12 ft. 9 ins. from west to east by 17 ft. 10 ins.
from north to south, the church consists of an aisleless
nave 57 ft. long,' the width of which, owing chiefly to a
break in the north wall, diminishes from 24 ft. 3 ins. at
the west end to 23 ft. 5 ins. at the east. There are three
windows and a blocked doorway on the north side, and
four windows and traces of a doorway on the south, the
entrance being at the west end below a three-light window.
There is a small modern vestry on the north side of the
chancel. The walls, which are about 12 ft. high inside to
the wall plate, are of red sandstone rubble roughly coursed,
but the windows are of grey stone. The roof is covered
with stone slates overhanging at the eaves, with a flat
stone coping at each end. Above the west gable is a
small rectangular stone bell-turret, of eighteenth century
date, with domed roof and iron vane, sitting awkwardly on
the coping and corbelled out from the face of the west
wall. The roof is an open timber one of six bays, of late
fifteenth or early sixteenth century date in the main, but
extended westward later. Internally the east and west

1 The exact measurements are 56 ft. 11 ins, on the north side and 57 ft. 9 ins.
on the south.
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walls of the nave, and the chancel, are plastered, but the
north and south wall are of bare rubble, having apparently
been stripped of plaster at a former restoration. Until
1926 the west wall, which is comparatively modern, was
covered with ivy above a coat of rough-cast, but both ivy
and rough-cast are now removed. There are diagonal
buttresses at the north-west and south-west angles, but
the massive buttress shown on the plan against the north
wall has been taken down. At the east end of the south
wall is a double piscina and a single priest’s seat (sedile),
and in the north wall opposite an aumbry.

Before describing these features in detail it will be
necessary to say a few words about the plan of the building
and to try and determine the general lines of its develop-
ment. For, simple as this small aisleless nave may appear
at first sight, it is by no means so when examined more
closely. The chiefarchitecturalfeatures remaining are the
windows in the north and south walls; these are all of the
same type, but the two westernmost (one on each side) are
modern, and the third from the west on the south is a
restoration. The other four are of fourteenth century date,
and consist of two trefoiled lights with a quatrefoil in the
head; the jambs are double chamfered, the outer chamfer
being taken round the head of the window as a containing
arch; there are no hoodmoulds. These windows, on any
ordinary grounds of dating, might very well be assigned
to about the year 1320, or even earlier, though it is possbile
that here they may be later, and if it can be proved that
the first William Molyneux built, or rebuilt the chapel, it
might be allowed that the windows were of his time. Mr.
Fyfe in his Report calls them ‘late Decorated,”* but the
term, if strictly applied, might well describe work done
about 1320, the early Decorated style covering the latter
part of the thirteenth century and down to about 1315.%

1 Probably meaning about 1350.

21t is sometimes asserted that the chamfered cusp, as used in the Euxton
windows,is invariably late; but ‘*late’ is arelative word.and this form of
cusping is sometimes found in the first quarter of the 13th century, while
soffit cusps occur as late as about 1300: Bond, Gothic Architecture, 509.
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Whatever the exact date we may be safe in assuming that
the Euxton windows, as well as the north doorway and the
piscina and sedile, belong to thefirst half of the fourteenth
century; the question then arises whether any part of the
fabricis older, and if so, what form the fourteenth century
rebuilding assumed.

From the plan it will be seen that in the north wall,
about two-thirds of its length from the west, is a break of §
some 7 or g ins. in the masonry, and at the south-east
corner of the building will be observed an early form
of buttress covering the angle. This clasping buttress,
which measures 26 ins. on the face and projects 16 ins., is
of a single stage weathering back at a height of about
g ft. It is of yellow gritstone and appears to belong
to an older building, perhaps of early thirteenth century A
date, no other architectural features of which remain, but "
to which the font, mentioned above, belonged. If f'
correctly described, however, the font was Norman, and !
this suggests an even earlier building than that to which
the buttress was attached, but the font having unfortun-
ately disappeared it is impossible to speak with any
certainty about 1t.2 The buttress, however, is not earlier
than the thirteenth century and may be assigned to the
first quarter. It is very unlikely that fourteenth century
builders would have constructed a buttress of this shape
unless they were rebuilding on earlier foundations, and
perhaps not even then. Still the re-erection of an existing
feature is possible, though this, of course, in no way
weakens the argument for there having been a thirteenth
century chapel on the site. It is more likely that the 1
fourteenth century builders left an old buttress standing
when they rebuilt the chapel. Beginning at the east,
or chancel end, they may have started with the north

1 Supra p. 30.
2 Enquiries as to when the font was removed from the church and as to
what came of it have so far proved ineffective,







