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INTRODUCTION.

pATHEDRALS and Parish Churches are the most wide-spread 
\-> and most perfect examples of English mediaeval archi 
tecture. The series is unbroken, from the rude Romanesque of 
the nth century to the debased Perpendicular of the i6th, and 
affords numerous illustrations of the variety and the beauty of 
Gothic form. Although their fittings and decoration have been 
destroyed or transformed by the reaction against an older cere 
monial, and the requirements of congregational worship, the 
fabric in the majority of cases remains the same; sometimes 
its harmony of proportion and unity of style proving it to be 
the conception of one mind ; more often in its complexity of 
parts and confusion of styles exhibiting the various stages of its 
development, according to the needs of the worshippers or the 
generosity of the patron.

Scattered throughout the land, in every town and village, it is 
round the parish churches that the varied incidents of municipal 
custom, village life, local history, and family tradition centre. 
As the parish in its temporal aspect is the unit from which the 
organization of the country, both constitutional and political, has 
developed, as the assembly of freemen which transacted its 
business on the village green in front of the parish church, often 
perhaps within its very walls, was the school in which our ancestors 
learnt the benefits of political liberty, afterwards to be concen-
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trated in the chapter house of the Abbey of Westminster; so 
the parish church, the centre of these germs of life and liberty, 
unchanged when all around has changed so much, is regarded, not 
only because of its religious associations, but from the eccle 
siastical and political institutions of which it is the material 
representative, with feelings of the deepest reverence. To the 
rural population of England the parish church is the type of that 
intricate double system of the English government, that happy 
amalgamation of the spiritual and temporal powers, which, resting 
on the past, is the chief guarantee of religious stability in the 
future. And apart from this more national interest, is that 
personal attachment of the parishioners to the spot on which their 
forefathers have worshipped from the earliest establishment of 
Christianity; to the font, and to the churchyard adjoining, in 
which generations after generations have successively been 
baptized and buried.

These associations, national, local, and personal, are, in them 
selves, sufficient to stimulate an enquiry into the history of the 
parish churches of England. Delay is becoming more fatal year 
by year : the rapid changes resulting from a desire for improve 
ment ; the restorations so necessary for the ultimate preservation 
of these monuments of antiquity, yet so destructive to the more 
important details; the gradual fading away of parish registers, 
or their disappearance from other and more regretable causes; 
and the loss of family documents, by the ravages of fire, mould, 
and vermin, render the materials from which such a history 
may be written of ever increasing scarcity.

Cathedral and monastic records, family documents, and the 
evidence of architectural style, are the chief sources from which 
the history of a parish church may be composed ; but valuable in 
formation may be gained by inferences drawn from the movements 
of general history, the progress of political and commercial liberty, 
and the consequent increase in wealth, or from changes in the 
patronage of the church. These and many other events may, 
by analogy with modern times, or by analogy with contempo 
raneous facts, supply many a gap in the local records.
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Thus the further the study is pursued, the larger will be the 
sources from which to infer ; and this accumulation of evidence 
renders the subject of antiquities of the parish churches of 
England a very important branch of its topographical history, 
and one to which the smallest contribution may be of some use 
for future historians.

I. EARLY HISTORY OF THE CHURCH AND PARISH.

The parish church of St. Wilfrid, Grappenhall, affords a 
complete illustration of the above remarks. The element of 
uncertainty in its history is not eliminated, but is minimized to a 
far greater extent than is the case in the majority of village 
churches.

Situated at the head of the village street, it occupies the chief 
position in the parish ; and if no assembly of freemen any 
longer be held on the village green, the space in front of the 
church, although small, is still there, and in part occupied by the 
modern house of assembly, the " village public." This again, 
by its sign, the arms of a former neighbouring landowner (the 
Earl of Barrymore), throws some light upon those early days of 
English history, when the need of protection forced the free 
holders of England to become the vassals of the baronage.

The history of the fabric is to be gathered from actual 
remains recently discovered, from allusions in contemporary 
documents, and from inferences drawn from general history. In 
the fourteenth century its development is noted by a charter 
dated 1334, referring to the foundation of a chantry chapel, 
portions of which are still to be seen. In the sixteenth century 
 a date exists on the fabric itself, which affords the most certain 
information; and it is upon these two dates, 1334 and 1539, 
that the truth of the history depends.

The church may be described in general terms as a Late 
Perpendicular building, consisting of a western tower, nave, with 
north and south aisles, and a chancel, incorporating the remains 
of an ancient Romanesque church and a chantry of the Decorated 
style.
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There is some doubt as to whether the remains of Romanesque 
work belong to the eleventh or twelfth century ; and if to the 
eleventh, whether to the earlier or Anglo-Saxon period, or to that 
subsequent to the Norman Conquest. Before proceeding with 
an account of the church, it will be well to investigate, if possible, 
the grounds on which this question must ultimately rest.

1. The existence of the remains of a rude corbel table, of 
early character, now in the interior of the south aisle, and of the 
font discovered during the restoration of 1873, are incontro 
vertible proofs of the early foundation of the church ; and this 
is supported by the mention of a certain Robert, who was parson 
of Grappenhall in 1189, and wrote and witnessed a charter 
of Alan de Boidele while Ralph Mainwaring was justice of 
Chester.* But although this implies the existence of a church 
in the latter half of the i2th, it allows of no inference as to the 
period of the erection of the fabric. For this, in the absence of 
documentary evidence, we must depend almost wholly upon the 
architectural features of the corbel table and font, and both these 
might very well be classed as early Norman, whether of the close 
of the nth or the beginning of the rath century.

2. From the rudeness of the font, however, and from the 
dedication of the church to St. Wilfrid, a pre-Norman or Anglo- 
Saxon origin has been claimed for the first erection of a church 
at Grappenhall ; nor is this a matter important in its bearing 
upon the history of this church alone, for these two facts have been 
referred to in support of the supposed Anglo-Saxon foundation 
of another church in the same county.! The sculpture on the 
font is said to resemble the character of Saxon work, and the 
sketches in the " Benedictional of St. yEthelwold," an illuminated 
MS. of the close of the loth century. From the dedication 
to St. Wilfrid of York it is inferred that the church was founded 
when the works of that popular saint, who was bishop of the 
Mercians at Lichfield during the last decade of the 7th century, 
were still fresh in the minds of the people.

* Sir Thomas Maimvaring's Legitimacy of Atnicia, p. 12.
tNorthenden Church. East Cheshire: I'ast and fj emit. J. P. Eanvaker, M.A. 

London, 1877, vol. i., p. 270.
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The font, although rude in its ornamentation, will scarcely of 
itself give support to the Anglo-Saxon theory. The arches 
sculptured round it certainly do not claim any great artistic merit, 
but this may quite as likely be caused by the inferiority of work 
manship as by the earliness of its date.* In a remote village such 
as Grappenhall, it is probable that the works were carried on 
by village masons, and the Grappenhall font is of a character 
which might well refer it to such an origin. In the Illustrations 
of Baptismal Fonts,\ there are many examples regarded by the 
author as Norman, whose shape and dimensions are almost 
identical with the one under consideration, and some even 
exhibit the shallow carving which characterizes it. The font 
of Gillingham Church, Kent, though differing in shape, being 
circular instead of oblong, is ornamented with the same shallow 
arcade work; but underneath the arches is a bold chevron 
moulding, the boldness of which would seem to place the font in 
the i 2th century.

Mr. J. H. Parker, in his Introduction to the Study of Gothic 
Architecture,\ says : " If the sculpture is early it is very rude, 
" and the work is shallow. But shallowness of carving depends 
" partly on the nature of the material to be carved ; from this 
" cause buildings of a hard stone, such as granite, often appear 
" much older than they really are. Baptismal fonts especially are 
" frequently made of hard stone, or marble, which admit of 
" shallow sculpture ; and rich Norman work, cut shallow, may be 
" found as late as the time of Henry II."

Little indeed can be inferred from the character of the sculpture 
on an early font to establish its age : that must depend rather on 
other inferences.

With regard to the dedication of the church to St. Wilfrid, it 
was rare for a church to be dedicated to a saint whose works 
were fresh in the memory of the people, although in some cases, 
such as in that of St. Thomas of Canterbury, where the publicity

* The font is engraved in the Trans. of the Hist. Soc. Lane. Chesh.^ vol. x*vi., p. 84.
+ Published by the Cambridge Camden Society, 1844.

t Fourth edition, 1874, p. 53.
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of his character, and more especially his martyrdom, brought 
him so rapidly into notice, an earlier celebrity, and frequent 
instances of dedication, may follow almost immediately after 
death. In this case, as will be shewn later, the dedication would 
rather favour a i2th century foundation.

These direct arguments, drawn from the font and the dedica 
tion, afford but a slender basis for the theory of the pre-Norman 
origin of the church. At the beginning of the nth century 
there was a great revival of church building, after the passing of 
the dreaded millennium ; but at that time the want of peace and 
security in these parts would be disadvantageous to the erection 
of churches and chapels, so that the presumption would be 
against such a foundation until the establishment of order and 
good government under the hard rule of Hugh Lupus, to whom 
William granted the earldom with palatine rights in 1070.

3. The first recorded mention of Grappenhall is in the Domes 
day survey of 1086, but there is no reference to any church or 
priest.* This, however, is no proof in itself of the non-existence 
of a church or a priest in the place described by the Commission. 
According to Sir Henry Ellis,! no injunction was laid on the 
jurors to make a return of the churches ; any mention of them, 
therefore, was likely to be irregular. Several referred to in con 
temporary charters are not alluded to in the survey ; and the 
utter want of system is seen in the returns for Norfolk and 
Cambridgeshire, 243 occurring in the former, and one only in 
the latter county. Moreover, if it was the landed property of 
the clergy that was the object in view, it is not surprising that 
those churches and their incumbents should be omitted which 
did not possess any quantity of glebe; or if, as a matter of 
private observation, churches without any land annexed might be 
often inserted in the return, others might be frequently left out 
as being thought of no consequence in the enquiry. \ He con-

* Ormerod's Hist. Cheshire. Lond., 1819, Vol. I, p. 445.

(  " General Introduction to Domesday Book." 1833. Vol. I, p. 286, &c.

t " Deare's Doubts and Conjectures concerning the reasons commonly assigned for 
inserting and omitting the word Ecclesia or Presbyter in Domesday Book." Archaol. Soc. 
Atttiq., Vol. VIII, p. 228, (apud Ellis.)
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eludes by asserting that Domesday Book cannot be decisively 
appealed to for the non-existence of parish churches in the age 
in which it was compiled.

Although no direct evidence is to be obtained from Domesday 
as to the existence or non-existence of a church at Grappenhall, 
the following notices would seem to suggest an explanation of the 
omission of a church in this particular case. The neighbouring 
parish of Lymm was held in two moieties, one characterized by 
Ormerod::: as the Warburton moiety, the other as the Domville 
moiety. The former was possessed, at the time of the survey, by 
Osbern Fitz . Tesson, who was lord also of Grappenhall, as will 
appear from the following extract: 

" Isdem Osbernus (films Tezzonis) tenet Lime; Edwardus 
" tenuit et liber homo fuit; Edwardus tenet de eo ; . . . et 
" dimidia ecclesia cum presbytero, cum dimidia virgata terrae 
" quieta."

He also held one of the moieties of Warburton parish, but 
there is no reference to a church : 

" Isdem Osbernus (filius Tezzonis) tenet Wareburgetone .... 
" wasta fuit." I

The same omission occurs in the mention of Grappenhall, 
Appleton, and the third part of Dutton, all in the possession of 
Osbern Fitz Tezzon : 

" Isdem Osbernus tenet Gropenhole, et Edwardus de eo. . . . 
"wasta fuit.":f

" Isdem Osbernus tenet Epletune, wasta fuit, et est."§
" Isdem Osbernus (fil. Tez.) tenet Duntune, Edwardus tenuit, 

" liber homo fuit, Edwardus tenet de Osberno." ||
Thus we have mention made of a church at Lymm, the most 

central point of this portion of the Osbern property, and also of 
the condition of his holdings at Grappenhall and Appleton, both 
described as waste : there would seem to be some ground for 
inferring from this, independently of the actual omission itself, 
that there did not exist any Church at Grappenhall in 1086 ; that

* Hist. Chtshire, Vol. I, p. 434. t Ormerod's Hist. Cheshire, Vol. I, p. 426. 
* Ormerod's Hist. Cheshire, Vol. I, p. 445. \ Ibid, p. 455. || Ibid, p. 482.
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the parish, owing to previous disturbances, was "waste"; and 
that the few inhabitants either attended the church at Lymm, or, 
as is more likely, were served by the presbyter of Osbern's moiety 
of Lymm, who ministered in the outlying districts of Warburton, 
Grappenhall, and Appleton to the spiritual wants of his lord's 
vassals.

Nor does this hypothesis clash with any documentary evidence, 
but rather supports the testimony of Domesday, as far as this 
case is concerned ; and it will be shown later that it is supported 
also by the character of the earliest remains found in the church. 
Before describing these, however, it will be well to refer to the 
fourth point in the early history of the church, the dedication to 
St. Wilfrid.

4. In the passage to whicli reference has been made above,* 
the dedication of Northenden Church to St. Wilfrid has been 
mentioned as affording some ground for a belief in its Saxon 
origin. Two other churches, besides those of Grappenhall and 
Northenden, are dedicated to St. Wilfrid in Cheshire Davenham 
and Mobberley and Mobberley has this in common with Grap 
penhall, that the wakes are held in the beginning of October.

The important dates in the hagiology of St. Wilfrid are Oct. 12, 
April 24, and Sunday after Lammas (Aug. i.) According to the 
York Calendar, the Feast of the Deposition of St. Wilfrid was 
Oct. 12, and this day was generally observed as his festival, 
according to the Roman Martyrology and the Hereford Calendar. 
April 24 was considered the Feast of the Translation ; and at 
Ripon, on the Sunday after Lammas Day (August i) called 
'' Wilfrid Sunday," was celebrated the Festival of his Nativity.

It has been stated by Mr. Beamont, in some notes on Grappen 
hall parish, printed in the local newspaper,! that the orientation of 
churches was generally influenced by their dedication, and that 
they pointed eastward towards the particular portion of the horizon 
at which the sun rose on the festival of the patron saint : and he

* East Cheshire, by J. P. Earwaker, vol. i., p. 270.

 f Which notes I have been enabled to see, through the kindness of the Rector of Gr.ip 
penhall, the Rev. T. Grcenall.



Grappeimall Church. 93

adds that the orientation of Grappenhall church does not suit the 
ordinary festival, Oct. 12, but rather the months of April and 
August, (April 15 and Aug. 29 are the dates he gives.) It would 
seem, therefore, that the festival of the patron saint intended by 
the founder to be celebrated, was the translation of his relics 
from Ripon to Canterbury by Archbishop Odo, on April 24, 958.

The reason why the wakes, or the old-established Festival of 
the Dedication, ordained to be observed in every parish in 
England at a council held at Oxford in 1222, were lately held in 
October, is explained by the fact that Henry VIII. enjoined that 
all wakes should be kept the first Sunday in October.

In the year 958* Archbishop Odo, finding the remains of 
St. Wilfrid in a neglected condition at Ripon, carried away the 
greater portion to the Cathedral of Canterbury, leaving only 
some few of his bones, that the neighbourhood in which he had 
lived should not be wholly deprived of his wonder-working relics. 
This translation was celebrated in a poem by Frithegode, printed 
in the Rolls Series, and based chiefly on the contemporary life 
of Eddi. Under the stone altar erected by Archbishop Odo 
they remained until the time of Lanfranc, who removed them 
when he began his work of rebuilding the cathedral, and set them 
apart in a shrine. Here it appears they remained some years, for 
Eadmer concludes by saying : 

" Verum cum post aliquot annos fratrum voluntas in eo con- 
" sentiret, ut magis fixo loco clanderentur; sepulcrum eis in 
" aquilonali parte altaris factum est, et in eo sunt quarto idus 
" Octobris reverenter inclusae."t

This was probably written by Eadmer, the latest historian of 
St. Wilfrid, after the completion of " the glorious choir of Conrad" 
in Jiio;J and would appear to afford some clue to the dedi 
cation of Grappenhall Church.

According to the editor of Eadmer's Life of St. Wilfrid, in the 
Rolls Series,§ the motive which prompted him to write was the

* Historians of the Churck and its Archbishops. Rolls Series. Ed. Jas. Raine, vol. i., 
Pref, p. 43.

t Hist. CIi. cf Yk., \., p. 226. \Arch. Hilt. Cant. Cath. Prof. Willis, p. 16 n.i. 
I Hist. Ch. of Yk.,1, p. 43.
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alleged translation of the relics from Ripon to York, about which 
there had been no little controversy. This is not the place to 
discuss that question, but the conclusions arrived at are, that the 
chief authority for the Translation is the statement by Odo 
himself, in the preface to the metrical life by Frithegode. In 
Eadmer's work, 150 years later, the next mention of it is found ; 
but in his life of St. Oswald, he refers to the relics of another 
Wilfrid discovered by that bishop, and carried to Worcester : this 
however does not agree with the testimony of an earlier historian 
of St. Oswald, and it would appear that Eadmer was endeavour 
ing to glorify the remains in the possession of the monks of 
Canterbury.

Nor did the quarrel cease, for in 1226 Archbishop Gray of 
York made a solemn translation of the relics of St. Wilfrid at 
Ripon, and has placed it on record that he found the body 
complete. With truth, therefore, did William of Malmesbury 
observe, a century earlier, " Lis inextricabilis inter Cantuarienses et 
" Eboracenses versatus ; quia dicant Cantuarienses se Wilfridum 
" Seniorem habere; contra Eboracenses contendant hunc Juni- 
" orenr; ab archiepiscopo Odone Cantium translatum." (P. 245, 
De Gestis Pontiff.)*

It is also stated in the " Preface " in the Rolls Series, that the 
possession of the bones of Wilfrid was used as an argument in 
favour of the supremacy of Canterbury over York.

All this would show that the deposition of the relics of St. 
Wilfrid, in the beginning of the i2th century, was not an event 
which would be done secretly, but would be heralded abroad 
throughout the whole breadth of the province of Canterbury, 
and would especially bring into notice the merits of the saint in 
the district where he had so long resided, i.e. in Mercia.

It is suggested, therefore, that if any argument can be based 
upon the dedication of Grappenhall Church to St. Wilfrid, it is 
that it was founded when the district around had become secure 
and prosperous, under the rule of Hugh Lupus (who died in 
1107), and dedicated, on this the outskirts of the province, to that

* Wilfrid II., of York.
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saint whose deposition had just taken place at Canterbury, and 
whose translation was then being made -one of the strongest 
grounds for an assertion of supremacy over York. The settle 
ment of the country, the religious ardour shown by the Norman 
barons throughout the land, the dedication to St. Wilfrid, the 
deposition of his relics, the publication of Eadmer's life, and 
even the negative testimony of the Domesday survey, would, on 
this hypothesis, all point to the early part of the I2th century as 
being the most likely date for the foundation of the original parish 
church at Grappenhall.

II. THE ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY OF THE CHURCH.

The architectural remains favour this conclusion : the Norman 
remains consist of portions of the walls and the font.

On the north side, during the restoration of 1873, the founda 
tions of the outer wall of the former church were discovered 
under the present piers, which were built upon it in the i6th 
century. On the south side, for some reason which will be 
examined afterwards in speaking of the i6th century fabric, the 
Norman wall, instead of being pulled down, was pierced by the 
arches and piers, those portions only being removed which were 
beneath the new arches. By this mode of extension any external 
ornamentation in the upper part of the wall would be preserved ; 
and thus it is by no means unusual to find corbel-tables, gurgoyles, 
and other decorations in the interior of the aisles of a cKurch 
extended in this manner. * In the case of Grappenhall Church, it 
has handed down to modern times, protected from the destructive 
effects of the atmosphere, a very interesting corbel-table, with 
heads such as are often found in Norman work of the i2th 
century. This, more than the font, affords support to the 
hypothesis stated above, of the foundation of the church at the 
opening of the iath century.

But the most curious relic of this early church is the baptismal 
font, which was discovered and rescued from destruction by

* Cuddesden Church, Oxon ; Dorchester Abbey Church, Oxon; and St. Giles's, Oxford, 
may be referred to as instances of this manner of extension.
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the rector of the parish, the Rev. Thomas Greenall, during the 
restoration in March, 1873. It was dug up from a depth of 
between three and four feet below the floor of the nave, and near 
the second pier from the west.

It is oblong in shape, and of the following dimensions : 

From end to end, outside......2 feet 7^ inches.
From side to side, outside ...2 feet.
Height ........................... t foot 6 inches.
Depth of basin .................. 10 inches.
From end to end, inside ...... i foot 10^ inches.
From side to side, inside ...... i foot 3 inches.

The material of which it is made is the red sandstone of the 
county ; and its ornamentation is very rude. This is no evidence 
of the pre-Norman origin of the church,, for the rudeness and 
irregularity of design of the majority of old village fonts is pro 
bably due to village masons, who worked roughly without rule or 
compass. This rude ornamentation consists of a series of semi 
circular arches in shallow relief, which are continued unbroken 
round the corners of the font. These arches, which are of no 
uniform height, rest on piers with capitals and bases of early 
character, yet bearing a certain resemblance in their proportion 
to those in the crypt of Canterbury, of the early part of the izth 
century ;* but the piers, instead of being perpendicular to the 
base of the font or parallel to one another, slope in every con 
ceivable direction, thus enhancing the rude character of the work.

On comparing the dimensions of the Norman fonts illustrated 
and described in the work on Baptismal Fonts, already quoted, 
a remarkable uniformity exists amongst them, in their heights 
(exclusive of the base), and the depths of the basin; as if, 
indeed, there were a recognised pattern for them as for other 
architectural details in the i2th century. And it is to be noticed 
here that in these two measurements Grappenhall font corresponds 
with the average dimensions of the Norman fonts in that work.

The oblong shape was not so common, or at least not so many

* Prof. Willis's Arch. Hist, Cant. Catk, Lond. 1845, p. 69.
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remain as of the square or the round types ; but it is not so 
singular in this as in the fact of the basin being also oblong. A 
square font of the Norman period has generally a round basin ; 
but exceptions may be noted at St. Philip's, Bristol; Thornbury 
Church, Gloucestershire ; and Locking Church, Somersetshire ; 
all of them rather late in the style.

Such was the Grappenhall font as it left the hand of the local 
mason. At the present time there exists in the middle of each 
of the longer sides a hollow in the rim, due to the wrenching 
away of the staples to which the cover was fastened. This was 
in accordance with a constitution of Edmund Rich, Archbishop 
of Canterbury, in 1236, requiring all fonts to be covered and 
locked.* When these were removed at a later time, in all proba 
bility at the Reformation or the Great Rebellion, the font was 
damaged to a very serious extent, the heads of the arches in the 
sculptured arcade being in part broken.! This proves the font 
to have been in use not only in the 13111 but also in the i6th 
century, and would preclude all suggestions which would tend to 
show that this Saxon font was buried during the troubles of the 
Danish invasions, and had remained undiscovered until the 
present day.

It is possible that the Parish Chest, now in the museum at War- 
rington, may also date back to the early part of the 1 2th century. 
It bears no comparison whatever with the earliest known speci 
mens of the 1 3th century,]; being of the rudest design. It is, in 
fact, merely a portion of the trunk of a tree, about 7 feet long 
and i Y^ feet in diameter, cut longitudinally to form a lid a little 
short of the middle, the thickness of the lid being about a third 
of that of the base. Externally, it seems only to have been 
chopped smooth with an axe; internally, a cavity has been 
made of small dimensions, about 2 feet long, which would have 
contained little else than the vessels used at the altar and the few 
deeds which the church at that early time possessed. It is this 
rudeness and simplicity which would seem to argue its i2th

* Concise Glossary of Architecture. J. H. Parker, 4th ed., 1875, p. 119. 
 f The rim of the font of East Haddon Church, Northamptonshire, is broken in the same 

manner ; but in that example the staple is still preserved on one side, 
\ Cone. Gloss, of Arch., p. 63,

H
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century origin, for in the I3th century a chest was, with all the 
modern force of the word, a chest, and not merely a hollow log 
of wood as that in the Warrington Museum.

Such are the sole remains of the earliest church of Grappen 
hall, and their character appears to add fresh support to the 
hypothesis already formed as to its origin. In no respect are 
they unlike the ruder examples of the Early Norman style, and 
until, therefore, direct evidence be forthcoming of the existence 
of a church at Grappenhall in Anglo-Saxon times, these remains 
may well be regarded as of the earlier years of the i2th century.

This church was probably of the type commonly found in the 
villages throughout England : it consisted of a nave without 
aisles, and a chancel, probably of one bay and apsidal, though 
of this there is no proof. It would be lighted by small round- 
headed windows, none of which have survived.

It was of this church that Robert, who is found writing and 
witnessing a charter of Alan de Boidale in 1189, was parson.*

In 1291, the church was valued in the Taxation of Pope 
Nicholas IV. at ^5.

8 Ed. III. The next date of importance in the history of the 
church is 1334, when mention is made of a chantry founded by 
William Boydell, junior, in a charter which must be given in full, 
on account of its bearing on the architectural development of 
Grappenhall Church.

" Patent universis me Guillielmum Boydell, juniorem, conces- 
" sisse ad inveniendum unum capellanum honestum in perpetuum 
" divina celebrandum pro animabus Guillielmi Boydell patris mei 
" et Nicolaaa matris meae ac animabus omnium fidelium de- 
" functorum in capelki de Gropenhale per dictum dominum 
" Gulielmum patrem meum constructa. Et ad majorem hujus 
" rei securitatem faciendam ego praedictus Gulielmus Boydell 
"junior, super sanctam crucem in Ecclesia Collegiata sancti 
" Johannis Cestriae in praesentia dicti domini Gulielmi patris 
" mei, Gullielmi de Mulneton, Roberti de Hawardyn, et Henrici 
" clerici juravi. Datum apud Cestriam 19 die Januar, 8 Ed. Ill,

1334-"*

* From original of Sir Peter Leicester's, in notes of Mr. Beamont.
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Of which important charter this is the translation : 
" Be it known to all, that I William Boydell, junior, do agree 

" to find an honest chaplain to celebrate for ever the divine 
" mysteries for the souls of William Boydell my father and 
" Nicolaa my mother, and for the souls of all the faithful de- 
" parted, in the chapel of Gropenhale, built by the aforesaid 
" William my father. And for the better security of this matter, 
" I, William Boydell junior, have sworn on the Holy Cross, in 
" the Collegiate Church of St. John, in Chester, in the presence 
" of the aforesaid William my father, William de Mulneton, 
" Robert de Hawardyn, and Henry, clerk. Given at Chester, 
" 19 Jan., 8 Ed III, 1334."

This charter evidently implies the existence of a chantry chapel, 
which in the year given, 1334, had probably just been erected. 
This chapel, which was known as the Boydell chapel in the i6th 
century, when Randle Holme visited the church, exists now, 
though it has been completely incorporated and lost in the 
south aisle.

Its site is marked by the original decorated window, which is 
now the second from the east end of the aisle. It was probably 
thrown out from the Norman nave, and its size may be traced 
from the buttresses on either side of the window. These almost 
certainly show its extent, the east and west walls formerly adjoin 
ing them. This small portion of the old church of Grappenhall, 
which has survived the alterations of the i6th century, contains 
the purest specimens of the i4th century style of architecture : 
in quantity these relics are few, but in quality unequalled. They 
consist of the south window, which is still in situ (the second 
from the east end) and several fragments of stained glass, not so 
complete, unfortunately, as they were but a few years since. The 
present east window of the south aisle is an exact imitation of 
the one which formerly lighted the Boydell chapel on the east, 
and contains much of the stained glass which was in the original.

Both the windows had square heads, but that on the south 
side, being only of four lights, had more tracery in the head than 
the eastern window of five lights. 

H 2



IOO Grappenliall Church.

The remains of the Boydell glass are now placed in the east 
window, and the first window on the south, which was built in 
imitation of the southern " Boydell " window when the aisle was 
lengthened in 1850. In this latter there is now some good 
canopy work of Decorated character, but in a fragmentary con 
dition, and the figures formerly beneath them have disappeared. 
It is in the east window of the Boydell chapel that the most 
beautiful remains are preserved : in the upper part, under five 
canopies, are represented St. Peter, with his emblematic keys ; 
St. James, distinguished by his palmer's staff and scallop shell ; 
St. Bartholomew, by the flaying knife and a skin hanging over 
his arm ; St. Philip and St. Thomas. Below this series are the 
figures of St. Mary and St. John Baptist. The canopy work is 
very beautiful ; the foliage and the crockets are most delicately 
outlined, and the tracery and buttresses so accurate that an 
imitation in stone would be almost as good as the original stone 
work of the 1 4th century.

Probably the best example of mediaeval 
glass, however, in this church is the figure 
of a female saint. The colours employed 
on this figure are only golden yellow and 
brown. The accompanying woodcut, 
taken from an accurate coloured tracing 
by Mr. W. H. Rylands, F.S.A., gives an 
exact idea of the execution of the original. 
The golden yellow appears in the outer 
part of the nimbus, the hair, the embossed 
clasps of the mantle, and its cross-hatched 
edging next to the rows of pearls which 
ornament that garment. It is not clear 
what saint this figure represents.

In the three central lights in the lower 
series there were probably figures of a 
knight and his lady, kneeling and praying ; 
and above them a shield, bearing Vert a 
cross patonce Or. These are sketched,
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with notes attached, in Randle Holme's Church Notes (Hnrl. 
MSS. 2151, fol. 78) viz. : 

" In Boydell's chapel, on the south side of the church, this 
" monument in glass and writing under it " ' Priez pur sire 
" ' William Boydell et Nichol sa compagne sil vous plest.' "

It is not known when this interesting fragment, illustrating the 
origin of the chapel in so marked a manner, and probably inserted 
by William Boydell in 1334, disappeared from the church.

In the same manuscript of Randle Holme (I) (Harl. MSS. 
2151) from which the above is copied, the following also occurs : 

" In several! places of the said church are these armes in the 
"windows." Then follow drawings of coats of arms, viz. :  
(i) Doncaster, Argent a walled castle of five towers Gules, the 
courtyard of the first. (2) Ince, Argent three torteaux between 
two bendlets sable (sic for GulesJ. (3) Quarterly first, Argent 
a tower triple towered Gules, for Doncaster; second, Argent a 
lion rampant Gules (called Leigh, but probably Redish); third 
Azure [Argent] on a fesse sable [Vert] three mullets Argent [Or] 
for Boydell; fourth, Vert a cross patonce Or, for Boydell.

These are interesting in connection with the family history of 
Grappenhall, but do not bear upon the chantry of 1334 : nor 
does Randle Holme say that they were in that part of the 
church.

In speaking of the Boydell Chapel, it will be well to make 
some remarks on the monumental effigy which has been lately 
restored, and removed from the Warrington museum to the north 
side of the chancel. It is the figure of a warrior recumbent, in 
chain armour with a plain surcoat, the head resting on a helm, 
cross-legged, the sword across the left side : on the left shoulder 
a shield, with its lower portion broken (?), and on a fesse three 
mullets pierced.

The arms of the Boydells of Dodleston and Grappenhall* were 
(a) Vert a cross patonce Or ; (t>) Argent on a fesse engrailed (some 
times plain) Vert three mullets Or (rar. Ar. on a fesse az. three

* Burke's General A nnory, p. no,
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mullets Or, pierced Sa.) ; (c) Vert a cross clechee between four 
mullets Or.

The shield, therefore, would prove that the effigy is that of a 
Boydell, for although the colours are absent, the blazon corres 
ponds with the variety of the second Boydell coat given above. 
The question immediately arises, which of the Boydells is it 
intended to commemorate ? It is generally supposed to be the 
monumental effigy of Sir Win. Fitz William le Boydell, knt, 
who died ist Sept., 1272. He married Alice, daughter of Hugh 
de Button, and by her had a son, Sir John Boydell, knt., who 
succeeded him in the Grappenhall and Dodleston estates. Sir 
John married Margaret, daughter of Hugh Standish, and had 
three sons, John, Robert, and Sir William; the last-named 
married Nicolaa, sister of Richard Fitz William de Doncaster,* 
Rector of Grappenhall. According to this, therefore, the effigy 
would be in memory of Sir William Boydell, grandfather of the 
Sir William Boydell to whom the chantry was founded in 1334.

The first notice of this effigy is in Randle Holme's Church 
Notes (Harl. MSS. 2151, p. 78,) from which the annexed repre 
sentation has been copied, with his accompanying notes. From 
these we gather that Holme regarded the monument as that 
of William Boydell, junior, who agreed to find a chantry priest
in 1334-

There are several points in this sketch of Randle Holme 
which deserve remark. The first is the great difference exist 
ing between the sketch and the restored monument, although 
there is sufficient resemblance to render their identity certain. 
Randle Holme makes the hands on the breast folded in 
prayer, and the sword untouched on the right side; the 
restored monument has the left hand clutching the sheath, the 
right in the act of drawing the sword, which is lying on the left 
side. He represents the figure with the legs straight, and then, 
as if he had discovered his mistake, adds in a note that the legs

* This William of Doncaster was Mayor of Chester 1316 1318, and had for arms:  
Ar. a castle with courtyard ; Ar., a keep in chief, a gateway at base, and walls at the flanches, 
with five towers, all Gules. (Burke's General Armory) This shield has been found at 
Grappenhall. (Randle Holme.)
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are crossed. This last feature is generally considered as a token 
that the warrior had been on a crusade, although it appears 
that a vow or a desire to perform a journey to the Holy Land 
was accounted sufficient reason for the distinction: these were 
concluded towards the later part of the i3th century, so that 
the effigy can scarcely be that of the William Boydell, junior, 
who swore in the church of St. John's, Chester, to find a chaplain 
to pray for the soul of his father, in 1334; and this, moreover, is 
disproved by the shield on the arm of the effigy. Annexed to 
Ormerod's translation of William Boydell's oath, quoted from Sir 
Peter Leycester's History,* is a copy of the seal from a drawing 
given by Sir Peter Leycester from the Tabley MSS., c. 285,* 

The annexed facsimile will show that the arms represented are 
probably meant for those marked (c) 
among the Boydell arms given above, 
i.e., Vert, a cross cleche'e between four 
mullets Or.

An effigy, therefore, of this William 
Boydell, junior, who died 1354,1 would 
have had these arms on the shield, so 
that his claims to the monument may be 
dismissed. It remains to be proved 
whether it was his father, grandfather, 
or any other ancestor.

From a comparison of the coat of 
arms on the monumental effigy, viz., on a 

fesse, three mullets pierced, with the shield represented in Randle 
Holme's MS. between the figures in stained glass of Sir William 
Boydell and Nicolaa his wife, the blazon of which is, Vert a cross 
patonce Or, it may be concluded that the knight whose monu 
ment has survived was not the founder of the chapel, the husband 
of Nicolaa de Doncaster.

Neither the William Boydell, junior, who swore to maintain a 
chantry priest, nor the William Boydell for whose soul this priest

* Ormerod's Hist. Chesh., \., 445.
+ In 1354, Howell ap Oweyn Voyl, the son of his sister and co-heiress Margaret, is 

mentioned as kinsman and heir of William, who succeeded to the estates c. 1334.
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was to celebrate daily mass, are represented by this monumental 
effigy. To whom, then, was it placed in Grappenhall Church ? 
On Randle Holme's authority alone do we know that it com 
memorated a William Boydell: it remains to identify him by 
information obtained from other sources.

Our sole authority for the date, " ist September, 1272," is 
Randle Holme, but on examination of his MSS., it will be found 
that the inscription has " Premer Septemb'r, 1572." What was 
his authority for the whole statement ?

In the " Inquisitiones post mortem" of Edward I.'s reign, 
published by Mr. Roberts in his Cahndarium Genealogicitm, is 
the following passage, which is the most important of all the 
documents bearing on the Boydell family at the close of the i3th 
century : 

" 5" Edw. I.

" 2. Willielmus Boydel (in brevi ' Johannis filius Willielmi 
" Boydel") defunctus.

" Dicunt (juratores) per sacramentum suum quod Willielmus 
" de Boydel tenuit de Domino Rege in capite die quo obiit qua- 
" tuor feoda militum et dimidium. . . Item dicunt quod 
" Johannis filius ejus primogenitus propinquior haeres ejus est, et 
" quod fuit de aetate viginti unius annorum ad festam Purificationis 
" Beatae Mariae, scilicet, anno regni Regis Edwardi quinto.

" Cestr."

"5 Ed I, 1277.

" William Boydel (in a brief of ' John, son of William Boydel') 
" deceased.

" The jurors affirm on their oath that William de Boydel held 
" from the Lord King in chief, on the day on which he died, four 
" knight's fees and a half. They affirm also that John, his first- 
" born son, is his next heir, and that he was aged 21 years on the 
" Feast of the Purification, viz., in the sth year of King Edward I. 
(Feb. 3, 1276-7.) "Chester."

This document proves the death of a William Boydell in 1277, 
and the birth, in 1256, of John Boydell, the father of the founder
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of the chantry, and the grandfather of William Boydell, junior, 
who swore to find the honest chaplain.

If, therefore, Randle Holme has the name William right, the 
effigy will be that of William Boydel, who died in 1277, and had 
by his marriage John, his eldest son, born in 1256. He himself 
may therefore have been born about 1230, so that it was quite 
possible he might have gone on one of the later crusades. The 
pedigree, as far as it relates to this portion of the history of Grap- 
penhall Church, would seem to stand thus : 

Willielmus Boydel (c. 1230, ob. 1277)

(whose effigy remains) 

Johannes Boydel (1277, xt. 21)

(gives Caterick to Robert his younger 
son, temp. Ed. I.)

Nicolaa = Willielmus Boydell (ob. 1334)

(founder of the Boydell Chapel)

1. Margt. = Owen Voyl. Maud Vernon = Willielmus Boydell (ob. 1354) 

      ' (who takes the oath in 1334)

~ Raufe (ob. s. p.)
2. Joan = John Danyells.

Howell ap Owen Voyl, (heir, 1354) 

William, alias William Boydell.

This, then, would appear to be the true account of the effigy 
in Grappenhall, although documents may be existing which would 
throw further light on the subject. It may possibly have found a 
resting place in the chapel founded on the south by his grandson 
William ; for William, junior, in the document already given, states 
that the " honest chaplain " is to pray for the souls not only of 
William, his father, and Nicolaa, his mother, but also " omnium 
" fidelium demnctorum in capella de Gropenhale per dictum 
" dominum Gulielmum patrem meum constructa."

But if this monument be in memory of this William Boydell, 
what can be the explanation of Randle Holme's inscription ?  
" Hie jacet Willielmus le Boydell junior, . . Premer Sep- 
" temb'r, 1572."
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The date is without doubt 1572, the figure 5 being identical 
with many other 5's in the same MS. Yet it may be suggested 
that 5 represented the archaic form for 2, which Randle Holme 
found some difficulty in imitating. This, however, is unlikely; 
for, in the first place, Randle Holme's sketching is very charac 
teristic ; and, a more weighty consideration than any other, the 
date, 1272, would not agree with that of the " Inquisitio post 
" mortem" of 5 Ed. I., which is an indisputable authority.

If, then, it be granted that the date is 1572, it is impossible to 
believe that the figure is one of the i6th century, as Holme 
would very well have known ; for not only had the Boydells died 
out in the main branch, and the property descended through 
heiresses to the Reddish family of Caterich in this century, and 
later to the Merburies of Merbury ; but the armour is sufficient to 
disprove this, for it probably represents the "banded mail" which 
was the fashion at the close of the i3th century.*

There can, therefore, be but one conclusion, pending the dis 
covery of fresh material, which is, that Randle Holme has made 
some blunder, or, if not a blunder, has acted so as to mislead 
those who have given him implicit confidence.

In the other part of the inscription he is also singular, for he 
has " Hie jacet VVillielmus le Boydell junior." Nowhere in 
the Recognisance Rolls of Chester,! does it appear as 
" le Boydell," though " de Boydell" is a common form. 
Again, what was his authority for calling him Junior? It must 
be supposed that tradition told him that it was a monument to a 
William Boydell; and that, finding it in the chapel of the 
Boydells, he attributed it to him whose name appears most 
actively in the charter respecting the chantry and the chantry 
priest, 5 Ed. I. He was Willielmus Boydell Junior, and Holme, 
doubtless on some authority which he considered valid, filled in 
the inscription accordingly.

But the most difficult matter still remains unsettled ; the date, 
" Premer Septemb'r, ano 1572." There is little doubt, as will

* Hewitt's Ancient Armour, p. 260. 
t 36th and 37th Reports of the Deputy Keeper of the Parliamentary Records, 1875, 1876.



Grappenhall Church. 107

appear from the following remarks, that it is the date on which 
he paid his visit to the church !

Being himself ignorant of the date of William Boydell's 
decease, and knowing that no one would ever suppose that the 
monument belonged to the i6th century, for the sake of appear 
ance he finished the inscription by putting in the date and the 
day of the month on which he was taking the notes ; and inno 
cently, to complete the whole, in French instead of English.

This would appear the best apology for Randle Holme, and 
it is supported on these grounds : In the first place, Ormerod 
refers to the MS., and quotes the former part of the inscription, 
but, without any comment, omits the latter part and the date, as if 
doubting its reference to Boydell. More than this, the MS. shows 
that in the year 1572 Randle Holme made his chief tour through 
Cheshire. Unfortunately, he does not give, in most cases, more 
than the year, but in a few he gives the exact date, and from these 
there would seem to be some clue to the solution of this matter, 
in favour of the suggestion stated above. By reference to the 
list of places visited*, it would seem possible to make a rough 
itinerary of his tour in 1572. Having made a long stay pro 
bably in the Northwich and Nantwich districts, commencing his 
notes at Wrenbury Church in January, 1572, he seems to have 
pushed on as far as Wilmslow eastward, leaving Mynshull and 
probably the Weaver Valley district early in August. He is then 
to be found in the same year in Bucklow Hundred, and in the 
north of Cheshire, at Norton, Halton, Runcorn. Having left 
Mynshull in August, he would reach this part in the beginning 
of September, and would then in all probability be returning to 
Chester. He accordingly is at Tarporley, and at Eccleston 
September 15, 1572. With these dates (Mynshull, August 4th, 
and Eccleston, September isth,) it does not seem extravagant to 
suppose that the " worthy Randle," as he is termed in the Cata 
logue of the Harleian MSS., paid a visit to Grappenhall Church

* Wrenbury (Jan.), Warton, Witton Chapel, Nantwich, Marbury, Wybenbury, Copenhall, 
Wistaiton, Whitley, Mynshull (Aug. 4', Wlmslow, Dutton Hall, Marbury Hall, Norton 
Hall, Halton Hall, Daresbury, Runcorn, Tarporley, Eccleston (Sept. 15, 1572.)
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on the rst of September, 1572; nor would a fortnight be an 
incredible time for him to get to Eccleston, calling at the halls 
on his way.

On these grounds it is suggested that Holme found the effigy 
in the Boydell chapel, supposed it belonged to Willielmus Boydell, 
Junior, the founder of the chantry priest, and being ignorant 
of his decease, filled in the space with the day of the month 
and the year on which he visited Grappenhall and made his 
notes of the church. This explanation does not compromise 
Holme's character in the least, while it gives us the interesting 
occasion of his visit to Grappenhall, and allows us the freedom 
of identifying the relic with either of the three William Boydells 
about whom we know more or less from external evidence. From 
Holme, in a word, we conclude that tradition assigned it, in the 
16th century, to a William Boydell, and from the character of the 
armour and the blazon of the shield we may regard it as highly 
probable (it is impossible to be absolutely certain) that it com 
memorates the William Boydell, deceased 5 Ed. I, 1277, for 
whose death and existence we have the indisputable authority of 
the " Inquisitiones post mortem," in the Public Record Office 
of England.

The Boydell chapel would in all probability be opened to the 
nave under one arch : and perhaps in the south wall, opposite 
the arch, under the window would be a canopy, under which 
reposed the remains of William Boydell, whose effigy may have 
been removed from the chancel on the foundation of the chantry. 
On the west side, there was an entrance from the outside, that 
the members of the family might have independent communica 
tion with the chapel. The present south door, which is decorated 
in character and is said to be an exact imitation of the previous 
one, was removed from its position on the west of the Boydell 
chantry, on the restoration of the i6th century.

During the i4th and 15th centuries Grappenhall Church appears 
to have remained untouched, a Norman structure of the early part 
of the iath, with the Boydell chantry of 1334 attached to the 
south side of the nave.
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In the early part of the i6th century there would seem to have 
been, by common consent, a restoration of the Cheshire churches. 
One of the most striking structures on the Welsh border, near 
Cheshire, is the great i6th century church at Wrexham ; and in 
Cheshire itself it will be only necessary to recall the Late Perpen 
dicular work at Northwich Church (Witton), Cheadle, which is 
known from documentary evidence to have been built or restored in 
1529, Wilmslow, from 1490 to 1520, Northenden, Daresbury, 
and many others, to prove this statement. In Grappenhall 
Church, the date 1539 appears on one of the pillars, showing 
that at that time the works there were either in progress or 
completed. \'

An enquiry into the causes of this vigorous restoration would 
be extremely interesting, but could only be satisfactorily pursued 
by great facilities of reference to family documents of the time, 
and by general investigations extending over large areas, in order 
that some cause might be found applying either to the whole 
country or to some special district.

It may at least be taken for granted, that the churches rebuilt 
or restored were in an unsatisfactory condition at this period, a 
great number being probably the small structures erected after 
the settlement of the County Palatine in the last years of the i ith 
and the first years of the i2th century. Even if these were 
sound, they did not afford the light and accommodation which 
were then regarded as greater essentials to due order than at the 
time of their foundation.

Two causes favoured such work at that time. The first 
was the increase of commerce, the rise of the middle classes 
on the ruins of the old aristocracy, which had fallen in the 
Wars of the Roses ; and with this increase of commerce, the 
wealth of the country would also develop very rapidly, and thus 
afford means for carrying on such work as the renovation of 
religious houses and churches. The clerical body were not slow 
in diverting a portion of this wealth into ecclesiastical channels, 
as appears from many wills referring to Cheshire.

The second cause was, in all probability, a revival of church
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feeling amongst a portion of the laity. The early years of the 
16th century were characterized by a vigorous struggle between 
the clergy and the laity ; and although it is doubtful whether the 
full consequences of the Reformation, as they appear in modern 
times, were foreseen at the opening of the i6th century, yet it is 
certain that the position of the church was not so sure as it had 
been in past times. Commissions of enquiry into the condition 
of ecclesiastical foundations, though no new thing, were seen to 
be increasing in frequency and importance. Some were appointed 
even in Wolsey's time to enquire into the condition of the 
monastic institutions of England, and did not hesitate to suppress 
some houses whose discipline was a scandal to. the church. Such 
an agitation, itself the result of predisposing tendencies to reform, 
and to enquiries into ecclesiastical matters, would considerably 
increase both the bitterness of the secular spirit and the devotion 
of the religious among the laity. During the years of an ecclesi 
astical struggle, as we find even in our own day, the contending 
parties devote themselves and their property with the greatest 
energy to the maintenance of their cause : and thus institutions, 
colleges, churches, spring up, which would otherwise have been 
unthought of: the abundance of wealth is diverted into a new 
channel by the strength of a new motive. Thus was it also in 
the early part of the i6th century. Whereas one part of the laity 
were crying out for reform, the other and the greater part became 
in proportion the stronger supporters of the clergy, and this 
support found expression in the work the clergy then thought fit 
to undertake, the restoration or erection of churches in accor 
dance with the requirement of the times.

In the special case of Grappenhall Church, the date, 1539, may 
imply that some portion of the property belonging to the sup 
pressed priory of Norton, which still claimed a "pensio" of 25. 
from the parish, may have been employed in the rebuilding of 
the church. But this rests on the slenderest basis, for besides the 
fact that since the middle of the i5th century the presentations 
had been in the gift of the Birom family, and not of the priory, 
it is extremely uncertain to what period in the rebuilding of the
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church the date belongs. Further than this, the Norton property 
seems to have remained in the possession of the crown for some 
years before it was granted to the Brooke family. This, however, 
is certain, that at the beginning of the i6th century, as we know 
from the style and the date, the parish church of Grappenhall 
was almost completely rebuilt.

Before examining the details of this i6th century church, it will 
be interesting to enquire in what manner the architect set about 
the restoration. There is no doubt that the intention was to work 
out an original plan, which should incorporate only such portions 
of the old church as were worth preserving, or would not clash 
with the new design.

There are two theories based on the date 1539, which may 
explain the progress of the work of restoration.

One is, that in 1539 the whole of the church was dismantled, 
the chancel and north wall destroyed, and only the south wall 
and Boydell chapel left intact. The western tower, north aisle, 
chancel, north arches and piers were then built; and because 
there was a wish to preserve the Boydell chapel on the south side, 
it was allowed to form the east end of the aisle, although in so 
doing the unity of the design was destroyed, and the south aisle 
rendered shorter than the north aisle. The buttresses and base- 
moulding, starting from the chapel, on the plan of those of the 
old Boydell chapel and at the same height, met those of the tower 
at a different level, forming a strong contrast to the unity of the 
junction on the north side of the church. Arches similar to those 
on the north were pierced through the south wall, to connect this 
aisle with the nave. The date at which all this was done was 
then placed at the west end of the nave on the southern pier. 
Against this view, however, it may be stated, that when they were 
dismantling the church, it would have been far simpler to have 
pulled down the south wall west of the chantry, and the west wall 
of the chantry itself, than to destroy the wall on one side and 
pierce it on the other ; for we must at least suppose that the com 
pletion of one harmonious design was prevented by some vested
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interests in the Boydell chantry, which prevented its utter 
annihilation.

The other theory is, that the date, 1539, refers only to the 
throwing out of the south aisle and the completion of the original 
plan of restoration, which had been hindered for about ten years. 
The greatest period of activity in the district was about 1520 and 
1525 ; and in 1527 we find a new rector, Richard Gerard, pre 
sented to the living. It is possible that, under his auspices, the 
work was begun and proceeded rapidly in the portion immediately 
undertaken. On this theory, it is probable that the plans were 
drawn up ; but, as funds were limited, only the chancel and nave 
were to be remodelled, the tower and north aisle to be added, 
and the south wall and Boydell chapel to be left untouched. This 
work completed, the church would be ready for use, and would 
remain in this state until more funds were forthcoming for the 
restoration of the south side. Whether certain moneys were 
secured on the dissolution of Norton Priory in 1536 or not, three 
years after, the west wall of the Boydell chapel was pulled down, 
the aisle extended westward, and the south wall of the Norman 
nave pierced : when this was finished and the aisle roofed and 
glazed, the wall between the piers and beneath the arches was 
knocked out and cleared away, without any suspension of the 
services, or inconvenience to the population. According to this 
view there is a rational explanation for the piercing of the wall, 
and fresh force is added to the date, as being that on which the 
original plans were finally carried out, and the new church 
completed.

The plan of the new church at Grappenhall consisted of a 
nave and chancel, with western tower, and north and south aisles 
to the nave : when complete it incorporated the Boydell chantry 
in the south aisle, and thus caused that to be somewhat shorter 
than the north aisle.

The Tower is the most prominent feature, and in its details 
forms the key to the work of the rest of the church. In its 
general character it resembles the towers of Daresbury, Cheadle, 
Wilmslow, and Witton churches. It is of good proportions,
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surmounted with battlements, and originally perhaps with eight 
pinnacles; traces of these, or at least their foundations, may be 
seen at Grappenhall; in the tower of Wilmslow church, of 
almost identical character, one or two still remain. Their absence 
is in no way an eyesore, and perhaps adds to the massive appear 
ance of the whole structure. The upper storey has a two-light 
window on each side, the mouldings of which correspond exactly 
with those of the door below and the other windows of the same 
date in the church ; their chief element is a large shallow hollow, 
very typical of Late Perpendicular work. Below this storey is a 
bold stringcourse round the tower, which is ornamented on the 
west side by the figure of some animal "passant," perhaps the 
cat : whether this was the crest of some neighbouring landowner, 
who gave liberally towards the building of the tower, or the device 
of the architect or mason, or again, as has been suggested, a 
stone pun on the word " Caterich," a certain property in the 
parish, it is almost impossible to ascertain. A similar figure 
appears among the sculptures on the stringcourse of the tower of 
Witton church, Northwich. The west window of the tower is 
very good, and the best proportioned feature in the church. The 
west doorway is a good example of late work, and has a bold 
square label over it: its mouldings are identical with those of the 
windows. The buttresses are very bold and well proportioned to 
the mass of the tower; at the N.W. and S.W. corners they are 
diagonal, on the N.E. and S.E. at right angles to the north and 
south sides of the tower. The buttress at the N.E. corner is 
entire, the west wall of the north aisle being built against it, the 
straight joint appearing down to the foundations : on the south 
side the buttress has been cut away, and the wall of the aisle 
joins that of the tower. Round the buttresses and the walls of 
the tower is a very bold base-moulding, which may be traced also 
round a great part of the church, and gives the clue to that 
portion of the work which was carried out at the same time as 
the tower, probably about ten years before the date carved in the 
interior of the church.

The North Aisle claims attention next to the tower. Its sym-
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metry is broken by the new vestry and the two arches, with central 
pillar, which now lead from it into the organ chamber. Its 
extent eastward is still marked by the large window in situ and 
the original base-moulding beneath. It has been said that this 
moulding is the key to those portions of the church which are of 
one date, and connect them intimately with the tower. Its 
junction with the tower is very singular; the wall of the aisle 
being narrower than the buttress, and being necessarily of one 
face inside, the N.W. angle of the buttress forms a slight projec 
tion ; round this the moulding runs on to the wall and thence 
round all the buttresses of the north aisle, until broken by the 
new vestry. Although copied round this vestry, the original work 
appears again at the N.E. corner of the aisle, where the east wall 
has been extended northwards to form the new vestry; from this 
point it runs under the east window, and then on to the north 
wall of the chancel. The east and west windows of this aisle, 
and that to the east of the north door are of the original design, 
and possess the same mullions and the same mouldings as those 
in the tower. The east window, apart from its late character, of 
which it is an' exceedingly good example, is one of the most 
artistic features of the exterior of the church, age having developed 
the most beautiful tints in the old red sandstone mullions. The 
north doorway, into which the base-moulding of the aisle sinks, 
starting again in the same line on the east side, is as perfect in 
character as the west, though small in its proportions; the mould 
ings are of the same type, the broad shallow element being 
conspicuous. The window of this aisle nearest the vestry is new, 
and differs to some extent from the other. Built into the east 
wall are a piscina and credence, which can scarcely be /'// situ, 
and may have been removed from the chancel.

In the interior this aisle opens into the nave by seven arches, 
of simple mouldings and good proportions, resting on piers of 
Late Perpendicular character, with capitals of shallow mouldings. 
These piers were found, during the restoration of 1873, to rest on 
the old north wall of the church, which was considered too solid 
a foundation to be destroyed.
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The Chancel is merely a continuation of the nave, there being 
no visible mark of separation by chancel arch or screen : on the 
exterior the base moulding, which has been traced to the east 
wall of the north aisle, continues its course round the chancel to 
the junction of the south wall with the east wall of the south 
aisle. The present east window is new : the former one is now 
inserted in the north wall of the vestry, and although it is said 
that it was inserted in the chancel when dilapidations were being 
made good on the death of the Rev. P. Halsted, there is 
no proof that at that time the old window was removed but 
only repaired ; so that it is possible that there is now preserved 
in the chancel, altered it may be, the original west window of the 
first quarter of the i6th century. During the late restorations 
the foundations of the original buttresses were discovered, and 
new ones erected on them ; and this gives a much more finished 
appearance to the exterior of the chancel.

The South Aisle has been left till last, both because it was 
probably erected after the tower, north aisle, nave, and chancel 
had been completed, and because it presents several difficulties. 
It differs from the north aisle, in the irregularities caused by a 
desire, prompted probably by economy, perhaps also by some 
personal feeling on the part of the patron, to incorporate the 
Boydell chapel in the new aisle. For the sake of external 
uniformity, the buttresses and base-mouldings of the Boydell 
chapel had to serve as models for those in the new work to the 
west, and this would explain the reason why the base-moulding 
of the tower, so conspicuous in every other part of the church, 
ends abruptly when it touches the west wall of the south aisle. 
The junction of the east wall of the Boydell chapel and the south 
wall of the chancel has been lost since the extension of the aisle 
eastward in 1850. The two windows east of the south door are 
also somewhat different in character from those in the north 
aisle : although the mullions are the same, the heads of the lights 
are more depressed, and the windows altogether seem larger and 
later. They might well be taken for Jacobean, but as we know 
from the date that this particular part was thrown out in 1539, it 

I a
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would seem correct to say that they are of that date, and that 
they differ only so much as might well be accounted for by the 
break in the plans, the want of freedom caused by the preserva 
tion of the chantry, and their erection some ten years later; and 
they would thus form an additional reason for regarding the 
second of the theories for the plan of the restoration of the 
church as the more probable. The character of the mullions, 
and their similarity to those of the tower and north aisle, is also 
in favour of this view; for though the character of mullions is 
usually no safe guide, when the same type is preserved through 
out, as in Grappenhall church, inferences drawn from their 
resemblance may have some weight in determining the date of a 
questionable detail. The south door, which was completely 
restored in 1873, is of i4th century character, and probably 
formed the western entrance into the Boydell chantry. Such 
doors at the angle of the south wall of the nave or aisle, and the 
west wall of a chantry were not uncommon,* and rendered the 
chantry independent, in this respect, of the church. This door 
way, on the demolition of the wall of the chantry, was preserved 
and inserted in the new south wall, opposite the doorway on the 
north side, doubtless for the sake of economy.

The great distinction between this and the north aisle lies in 
its connection with the nave :  in the construction of the arches 
on the north, the whole of the wall of the Norman church was 
pulled down, and the piers built on its foundations: here, how 
ever, the wall was preserved, only so much being removed at the 
time as would allow the insertion of the stones forming the piers 
and arches. This certainly appears a strange feat, which would 
be attended with greater difficulties and danger than would be 
met with in wholly demolishing the wall and building the arches 
in the ordinary manner.

But when the convenience of such a course is taken into con 
sideration, "proficiency in the art of throwing out aisles, without 
any hindrances to the services in the church, would be cultivated 
by all architects, and would soon be regarded as the recognised

* There U one in the same position at Kidlington church, Oxon, about the same date.
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mode of church extension. Without this presumption in favour 
of the piercing theory, as it is called, it is impossible on any other 
grounds satisfactorily to explain the existence of exterior features, 
corbel-tables, gurgoyles, and clerestory windows, above the arches 
and in the interior of the aisles of churches. Convenience and 
economy were alike in favour of such a mode of church exten 
sion, and traces of it are by no means rare throughout the 
country.*

That this was the method adopted at Grappenhall is clear 
from the remains of a Norman corbel-table between the arches : 
and together with the utilisation of the west door of the chantry, 
the difference of the windows, and the variance in height between 
the capitals on the north side and those on the south, tend to 
strengthen the second view stated above as to the restoration of 
the church, that the work is subsequent to that on the north, and 
that convenience and economy were the ruling principles in 
its construction.

Before leaving the subject of the glass, it must be said that 
there is a tradition which would shew that the glass of Grap 
penhall Church was the most famous in the neighbourhood, and 
that it was removed to York by one of the rectors of the last 
century.

III. ALTERATIONS SUBSEQUENT TO THE i6ra CENTURY.

Such was the church completed in 1539, the memorable year 
of the dissolution of the greater monasteries, the final blow to 
the hierarchic system of the middle ages ; and with a few altera 
tions it is the same to this day.

One change in connection with the tower and the south aisle 
was made in the lyth century. It has been already remarked 
that the S.E. buttress of the tower has been cut away in its lower 
part, and the aisle wall built right up against the wall of the 
tower. It is probable that some weakness shewed itself at that 
corner, and that it became necessary to rebuild the west wall. The 
west window of this aisle has different mullions from any other in
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later portions of the church. Some clue to the date when these 
alterations took place appears on the inside of the wall: the 
letters I. R. are deeply cut into the stone work, and after the 
manner of modern times, they probably denote the initials of the 
churchwarden under whom the work was undertaken. A John 
Rycroft was warden ten times between 1617 and 1662,* and he 
was associated with Thomas Blakeburn in 1641. Their initials, 
I. R. T. B., are found, together with the date 1641, on the com 
munion table now in the vestry ; and it is probably to this man 
that the change in the west wall, the dormer window (which 
was removed when the walls were raised and the clerestory added), 
and the south porch may be attributed. Both the latter are 
swept away.

The revival of church life before the Civil War would suffi 
ciently support the date 1641, when we find the chancel and the 
furniture of the church was renovated. It may equally have 
been done in 1628-9, 1633 or 1637, or possibly in 1662, to repair 
some injury committed during the years of the Rebellion, for 
J. Rycroft was warden in all these years.

No alterations seem to have been made during the Georgian 
period; and those of the last half century have had for their 
object the restoration of the church to its former condition, by 
the removal of the unsightly galleries, pulpits and pews, or the 
addition of such portions as were found necessary for the accom 
modation of a larger congregation

In 1833, under the auspices of the lay rector, Mr. Hall, the 
walls of the nave were raised, and the clerestory windows 
added: these are each of two lights, without foliations, and 
destitute of all character. Those at the extreme east end, one to 
the north, the other to the south of the chancel, were inserted 
during the restoration of 1873, and are in keeping with the east 
window.

In this work, the dormer window which appears on a plate 
in the possession of the Rev. E. D. Garven, of Warrington, and

* Parish Records.
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was made by Messrs. Flight and Barr, of Worcester, between 
1813 and 1840, probably about 1825 was removed.

The alterations which have most improved the appearance 
of the church have all been carried out since the present 
rector, the Rev. Canon Greenall, came to the parish in 1848.

Two years afterwards, in 1850, he increased the accommodation 
by extending the south aisle eastward. In doing this the old 
east wall of the Boydell chantry was destroyed, and the east 
window re-inserted in the new wall: a new window was made in 
the wall to the east of the southern Boydell window, and in exact 
imitation of it. It is in this extension of the south aisle that the 
remains of the "Boydell" glass have been preserved, the original 
" Boydell" window being filled with new glass in 1879.

In the following year, 1851, the present vestry was thrown out 
northwards from the eastern extremity of the north aisle.

The improvements were completed during the last restoration 
in 1873. The r°of of the chancel was raised, the walls 
strengthened, the buttresses rebuilt on their old foundations, and 
a new east window inserted. In the interior the level of the 
chancel was raised, and the raised portion was brought forward 
further into the nave, and fitted with stalls for the choir. The 
two clerestory windows at the east end, one on each side, were 
also built at this time.

The unsightly fittings were removed on the same occasion, and 
the church refitted in a manner far more becoming the essentials 
of Christian worship.

Such is, within a little, the architectural history of the Parish 
Church of St. Wilfrid, Grappenhall. Its foundation in Norman 
times, its development in the i4th century, its restoration in the 
16th century, and, lastly, its reparation in our own times, form a 
good illustration of the history and architectural development of 
many of the village churches of England.

Before concluding this brief sketch of the history of this 
church, notice must be made of the Bells and the Register, which,
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though not forming naturally any part of the architectural anti 
quities, are so interesting in their connection with the parish and 
church, that their omission would be unjustifiable.

The inscriptions and measurement of the six bells have been 
kindly drawn up by Mr. J. Paul Rylands, and are inserted here in 
full.

First Bell...... RS [dell] THO SUTTON THO MERREY cw 1718.
Second Bell ... [coin] 1700 [coin, scroll, coin~\ IOHN [coin, scroll,

coin] BOARDMAN [coin, scroll, coin] RECTOR
{coin, scroll]. 

Third Bell ... HENRICVS [coin] BAGLEY {coin, scroll, coin] NOS
{coin, scroll, coin] FECIT [coin, scroll, coin]
1700 {coin, scroll, coiti].

Fourth Bell... [coin] HENRICVS {scroll, coin] BAGLEY {scroll' 
OF {scroll] ECTON [scroll] NEARE [scroll'
NORTHAMPTON [scroll] MADE [coin] MEE [coin 

I7OO.

fifth Bell ... [scroll, coin] THOMAS [scroll] BLACKBURNE 
[scroll] AND [scroll] THOMAS [scroll] SVTTON 
[coin] CHVRCHWARDENS [coin, scroll] 1700.

Sixth Bell ... 1700 [scroll] i [scroll] TO [scroll] THE [scroll]
{ Tenor) CHVRCH [scroll] THE [scroll] LIVING Lrm>//J

CALL [scroll] AND [scroll] TO [scroll] THE
GRAVE [scroll] DOE [scroll] SVMMON [scroll]
ALL [scroll].

First Bell...... 2ft. iin., broad at bottom, aft. high.
Second Bell ... 2ft. 4in.,     2ft. 3in. high.
Third Bell ... 2ft. 6in., ,,   2ft. sin.  
Fourth Bell... 2ft. 7^in.,     2ft. 7^in.  
Fifth Bell...... 2ft. ioin.,     2ft. loin. ,,
Sixth Bell ... 3ft. 2in.,     3ft. 2in.  

The coins seem to be casts of half-crowns and shillings : they 
are corroded.

The Register dates from 1573, but the earlier part was copied 
by Robert Eaton, Parson of Grappenhall in 1600. The following 
is a facsimile of the opening lines, supplied by the present 
rector: 
A perfecte and true Copie of the Regester booke
of all Christnings, Weddings, and Burialls w'hin the p'ishe of
Grappenhall sythens the xvj th daye of Marche Anno Dni 1573

"I
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'

xvj;th

vntill the firste daye of Maye Anno Dfii 1601 and soe 
forward accordinge to the order sett downe by the Canon 
agreed vpon in the laste Parliament holden at Westminsf 
in the yere of or lorde god 1597. And in the yere of the 
Raigne of or Sowaigne Ladie Elizabeth the Queen's matie 
that nowe ys Tricesimo Nono. Copied out of the original 
by Robt. Eaton mr of Artes and pson of Grappenhall aforesaid 
in the yere of or lord god 1600. Henrye Button and 
Homfrey Smyth beinge Churchwardens ye same yere. 

[Copied line for line.]

Anno dni. f Burialles. -Anno dni 1573 
1573 | Marche: 1573.

Peter Shawe pson of Grappenhall was buried) 
vpon Twesdie beinge the xvj th of Marche

Buryalls Anno domini 1622.
Robert Eaton mr of arts and pson of this parish 

' and of Moberley died the vj th of July 1621 
I at Moberley & was buried at Grappenhall 
i the xiij th of the same moneth beinge of the 
1 age of 75 yeares wherof he had beene minister

51 yeares & Chaplaine to the honourable house
of Derby 39 yeares and rector of this parish also
39 yeares.

A complete list of the rectors of the parish, and copies of the~ 

monumental inscriptions, will be found in Ormerod's Cheshire, 

new edition, vol. i., p. 598, &c.
There is a notice of the Middlehurst Escutcheon in Local 

Gleanings, 8vo series, vol. i., p. 249.

July 
1621

J.X11J"

SYNOPSIS OF THE DATES IN THE HISTORY OF ST. WILFRID'S, 
GRAPPENHALL.

c. 1120. Erection of first church. Font and corbel table in
south aisle alone remaining, 

c. 1334. Foundation of Boydell chantry. The second window
from the east end, and glass in two east windows
of south aisle, sole remnants, 

c. 1525. Restoration commenced. Chancel, north aisle, and
tower erected. 

1539. Completion of original plan of restoration. South
aisle thrown out, incorporating the Boydell chantry.
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1641.- -Church probably refitted. Dormer window and south 
porch added. Weakness remedied at west end of 
south aisle. 

1833. Roof raised and clerestory added. Dormer swept away.
1850. Extension of south aisle eastward. Further obliteration 

of Boydell chantry.
1851. Erection of north transept or vestry. 
1873. Thorough restoration of the whole church.

c. 1120. Probable date of parish chest.
1277. Death of William Boydell. Probable date of monu 

mental effigy.
1573. Opening of the Registers. 
1641. Introduction of new communion table, now in vestry.

L


