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The established view of historians, whether of religion or of architecture, 
is that the building of churches was suspended in this country between the 
Reformation and the Great Fire of London. Some belated work, it is con
ceded, went on in the reign of Mary, like the chapel of Trinity College, 
Cambridge. In the seventeenth century a few works have always been 
admitted, but chiefly as exceptions to prove the rule: the church of Groom
bridge in Kent, built as a thank-offering for the failure of the Spanish 
marriage of Charles, Prince of Wales; George Herbert's church of Leighton 
Bromswold; St. Paul's, Covent Garden, and St. John's at Leeds; Staunton 
Harold chapel in Leicestershire, with a few other oddities dating from the 
Interregnum, such as the parish churches of Brampton Bryan and Berwick
on-Tweed; the flagrantly eccentric series built to the orders of Lady Anne 
Clifford in Cumberland and Westmorland. The orthodox view may, how
ever, be summarised in the words of Sir Bannister Fletcher: " the great 
church-building era of the Middle Ages had left an ample supply of churches, 
and not until the latter part of the seventeenth century was there a renewal 
of church-building".' 

Now in this span of 130 years the obscurest part is undoubtedly the 
reign of Elizabeth I. In that period it has been said or implied, time after 
time, that the fabrics of churches experienced nothing but neglect, decay, 
and destruction of fittings-though occasional references may be found to 
the making of pews and pulpits suitable for the new order of service. One 
or two writers have shown themselves aware that these generalisations were 
too wide. As long ago as 1924 Mr. Tyrrell-Green in his admirable Parish 
Church Architecture was less absolute in his statements on the point, 
remarking that "there was very little church building during this period" 
and adding the perfectly valid comment that "the abolition and dismantling 
of chantries under Edward VI meant that the interest of wealthy families 
in their parish churches was to a great extent destroyed, and in the reigns 
of Elizabeth and James I building activity was chiefly confined to the erection 
and adornment of country mansions, halls, and manor-houses".2 More 
recently Canon Addleshaw and Mr. Etchells have lucidly analysed the 
changes in _architecture and fittings that were required by the Elizabethan 
Book of Common Prayer.3 Sir John Summerson, too, has observed that 
"there are examples of Elizabethan church architecture-mostly partial re
buildings-scattered over the country", and has drawn attention to the Earl 
of Leicester's church at Denbigh.4 But no systematic investigation of the 
Elizabethans' church-building has ever been undertaken. In default of it 
the old view, of their slackness and apathy in this regard, still prevails 
unquestioned. 
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A considerable difficulty stands, at the outset, in the way of an investiga
tion of the matter. The documentary evidence is fragmentary. Faculties 
were not required then, as they are now, to authorise alterations in a church 
fabric; though Elizabethan examples are not unknown <47>·* Church
wardens' accounts will occasionally enable us to be certain when the work 
was actually performed: the upper part of the tower of St. Mary the Great 
at Cambridge can be dated on this evidence to 1593-96 <9>. But then only 
a relatively small number of parishes are fortunate enough to preserve their 
churchwardens' accounts from that age. In Leicestershire, for example, such 
accounts are known to exist for only seven or eight parishes.5 None whatever 
survive in Rutland.6 There are nearly 500 ancient parishes in Somerset; 
and of these only 23 can show churchwardens' accounts for any part of 
Elizabeth's reign.7 

It may perhaps be wondered why it should be necessary to approach 
this subject by way of documents. Is not the best and most obvious evidence 
to be found in the fabrics of the churches themselves? This is where we 
arrive at the greatest obstacle in the way of an inquiry of this kind. For 
that evidence has been very largely destroyed: either submerged beneath later 
restorations or removed altogether in rebuilding. We know, from clear 
documentary evidence, that the first chapel of Matterdale in Cumberland 
was erected between 1566 and 1570; the chapelry became a separate parish, 
carved out of Greystoke, in 1580 <16>. But there can be no doubt that the 
present Matterdale church dates from more than a century later; and-with 
the possible exception of one beam in the roof-nothing whatever of the 
fabric of the Elizabethan building survives. Again, Stow tells us that William 
Patten "repaired, or rather new builded" the church of Stoke Newington 
<48>. Enough remains of his work even now (including a stone dated 1563 
above the south door) to enable us to see that Patten's work was extensive, 
and may well have amounted to a virtual rebuilding; but subsequent altera
tions in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries have destroyed a great part 
of it. 

Elizabethan work was particularly obnoxious to the Victorians. For 
it was often rustic; or it was cheap; or-worse than anything-it bore a 
distinctly Renaissance character, it was what was called "Tuscan" or more 
bluntly "pagan". Its distinguishing mark is the rectangular window, 
divided by plain mullions and transoms into square or oblong compartments. 
The orthodox restorer had no doubt whatever about work of that kind. Down 
it came, and up went something Gothic and Christian instead. We are 
therefore justified in asserting that very much more repair and rebuilding 
of churches was undertaken in the Elizabethan period than can be traced 
from the fabrics we see today. 

* 
The church of Brooke in Rutland affords an example of Elizabethan 

church-building, for which the evidence is to be found both in the extant 
fabric and in documents.8 It is a small and simple structure, comprising 
chancel with north aisle, nave with north aisle and south porch, and west 
tower. The nave is separated from its aisle by a Norman arcade of three 
bays; its south wall seems to be Perpendicular, and its doorway is evidently 
Norman; the tower is of the thirteenth century. Otherwise the whole fabric 
dates from the Elizabethan age. 

* The numbers in diamond brackets <47> refer to the Appendix. 
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Brooke was a parochial chapelry dependent on Oakham until 1884, 
when it was united with Braunston to form a vicarage. The advowson was 
in the hands of Westminster: in the Middle Ages the Abbey, after the 
Dissolution the Dean and Chapter. They leased out the rectory to the 
lords of the manor of Brooke, which passed into the possession of the Noel 
family in 1549 and has remained with them ever since. In the 1570s the 
church was dilapidated, the chancel being presented as "in decay" or "very 
ruinous" four times between 1570 and 1578.9 This was stated to be the 
fault of Sir James Harington of Exton, though it is not clear why the 
responsibility should have been his rather than that of his son-in-law Sir 
Andrew Noel, who had the lease of the rectory. 

The spiritual Hfe of Brooke at this time seems to have been distressing. 
The responsibility rested formally with Thomas Thickpenny, who was vicar: 
of Oakham from 1565 to 1596, and as such required to provide a curate 
for Brooke. 10 Failing to make this provision, Mr. Thickpenny was ordered 
to pay 6s. 8d. to the poor of Brooke in 1570. Since the curate's stipend was 
no more than £8 rns. a year, a small sum even by Elizabethan standards, 
it is not surprising that the quality of the priests appointed was low. In 
1581 the parishioners complained that the curate did not catechise and that 
he "will be overcome with drink marvellously", so that "they have some time 
a drunken evening prayer". In 1584-5 there were 35 weeks when no service 
whatever was held in the church. We do not know the name of the defaulter, 
but it may have been Simon Palmer,u who had been a particularly scandalous 
vicar of Bisbrooke in the 1570s (see p. 44 below) and was certainly acting 
as curate of Brooke between 1587 and 1594. 

Yet, in spite of such unseemliness, the church was reconstructed in these 
years. The work was in progress in 1579, when the parishioners stated 
that "the churchyard gate is down by reason of the building of the chancel". 
In 1581 the porch was stated to be out of repair, and the steeple decayed. 
But since all allegations of the kind then abruptly cease we may take it 
that the restoration was completed soon afterwards. It involved the recon
struction not only of the chancel-the rector's responsibility-but of the 
nave aisle and the porch; and at the same time or soon afterwards new 
furniture was inserted. The church was restored in 1880 with sensitive 
restraint, though unfortunately the Elizabethan woodwork was then in very 
bad condition and some of it had to be destroyed. The building has very 
lately been re-roofed. 

As the photographs show (Plates I and II), the Elizabethan chancel is a 
simple extension of the nave and continuous with it; but the north aisle is 
markedly-one might almost say aggressively-unmedieval in character, 
with its steep~pitched roof running up to a high gable and its plain rectangular 
west window. The windows in the north and south walls are of three lights 
with rounded heads under a hood-mould. The Elizabethan masonry, too, is 
strikingly different from that of the tower and the nave. It is predominantly 
of limestone and dressed ver:y smooth, whilst limestone and ironstone are 
mixed in the medieval work. The porch, however (Plate III), is of iron
stone, with limestone used only for the dressings. 

Inside, the Norman arcade ,stands in piquant juxtaposition to the pair of 
"Tuscan" arches that divide the chancel from its aisle: both series round
headed, yet entirely unlike in their mouldings; both deriving, by very 
different routes, from a common classical origin. The screen is the most 
remarkable surviving part of the Elizabethan woodwork, with the two high-
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backed square pews adjoining it on the east side and the reading-desk on 
the west. The pulpit-very small in diameter, for thin preachers only-is 
probably later in date. One consequence of these arrangements is that the 
parson can never have been able to keep his eye at once on the chancel and 
on the nave: so that the choirboys who cut their names on the desks in 1664 
and 1665 no doubt did so at leisure and with impunity. The seating in the 
nave is also Elizabethan, plain box pews with square ends; and there is a 
simple Elizabethan screen under the tower arch. The only monuments of 
interest are in the chancel aisle: a Jacobean tomb, in faded colours with 
effigy, to Charles, son of Sir Andrew Noel (d. 1619), and slabs to Henry 
Rawlins (d. 1742), "who was buried by his fifth wife", together with her 
four predecessors. * 

If we are to sum up the character of the Elizabethan work at 
Brooke, we must agree that it is homely, and even rustic. The repair 
and refurnishing that were undertaken in the 1570s amounted to the 
full restoration of an old church; they did not produce a new one. 
With economy-and, it must be allowed, with skill-the rebuilders turned 
a dilapidated church planned for the Roman rite into a seemly Protestant 
building more than ample for the needs of the community, together with 
a chapel that could accommodate the monuments of its landowners. 

In other words, the work bore an intensely conservative character, 
reflecting very well the placid, tenacious conservatism of the Elizabethan 
church. Its bishops and clergy might be deeply tinged with Calvinist 
doctrine and the Calvinist conception of ceremonies. Neither they nor the 
laymen who supported them made any attempt to reconstruct the churches 
they inherited from the Middle Ages, or to replace them with something 
different. Nowhere in England is there an Elizabethan church so original 
in design as that built at Burntisland in Fife in 1592: square on plan, with 
a central tower or lantern supported on eight semi-circular arches-at once 
an auditorium for the sermon and a convenient room for the Calvinist 
communion service. 12 

When the Elizabethans erected new churches or drastically rebuilt old 
ones, they retained the ancient plan: at Risley <18>, at Woodham Walter <23>, 
at Rotherwas <27>. The grandest of Elizabethan reconstructions, that at 
Standish <39>, is the most demonstratively conservative of all, providing-as 
late as the 158os-for access to a rood-loft if at some time in the future 
the rood should be restored; though this may be a little discounted by the 
notorious conservatism of Lancashire in religion and by the ambivalent 
sympathies of the rector, Richard Moody, and the squire, Edward Standish, 
who were mainly responsible for the work. Only in two buildings, both 
of them late in the period, can any new idea be discerned. Neither at Holcot 
<2> nor at Langley <54> does there seem to have been any provision for a 
chancel screen. Both buildings were plain rectangular rooms, the chancel 
marked off from the nave in the most unobtrusive fashion possible. 1 3 Yet, 
even so, there was something that could be called a chancel still; and the 
communion table remained at the east end of the church. 

The traditional character of Elizabethan church-building is, however, 
to be explained by other things besides conservative thinking. The energy 
of the Elizabethan architects was devoted, for obvious reasons, to secular 
work. There is no evidence that one of the great men was ever concerned 
with the building of a church; and even though a fair number of chapels 
were built to contain family tombs <e.g. 8, 20, 30, 37, 72>, considered as 
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works of architecture they were all simple. The dizzy excitements of 
Hardwick and Wollaton and Longford had no counterpart at all in church
building. It was only in 1630, when St. Paul's, Covent Garden, came to be 
designed as part of an important metropolitan scheme-almost certainly 
by Inigo Jones-that any fresh conception of Protestant church architecture 
appeared in this country.'4 And that remained a lonely monument until 
after the .Great Fire. 

Most important of all, this Elizabethan traditionalism was determined 
by the need for economy. There was no money to spare for the employment 
of new architects with original ideas. All the evidence we have goes to 
show how difficult it was to collect the funds required even for repair, let 
alone rebuilding. For major works, like the finishing of Bath Abbey <57> 
or the erection of the great new church at Denbigh <75>, the Government 
might give a lead. But though both these tasks were carried some way 
under Elizabeth, neither of them was completed; and in each case it was 
assumed, with a shrug of the shoulders, that the money had been purloined 
for purposes quite different from that for which it had been raised. 

If . it was hard to finance these large works, it was never easy to find 
the money for small ones. The funds at the disposal of parishes for the 
upkeep of churches were much smaller in Elizabeth's reign than they had 
been before the Reformation. The old custom of bequeathing money to 

. the parish church, whether for general purposes or specifically for the repair 
of the fabric, fell into abeyance, as can be proved from an examination of 
Elizabethan wills. Here, for example, are 114 wills from the parishes of 
Chew Magna and Chew Stoke in Somerset, ranging in date from 1558 to 

. 1599.1s In the earlier years of the reign the pre-Reformation practice of 
leaving a small sum (usually 4d.) to the cathedral church of Wells continues. 
Thirty-three such bequests are made in these wills, and 12 to one or other 

1of the two parish churches. But of these only one is specifically for "the 
· reparations of the church"; 16 and none, to the cathedral or to either church, 
is inade after 1582. This does not mean, of course, that charity itself is 
dead'--there are 33 additional bequests here to the poor. It merely indicates 
· that the church is no longer commonly in receipt of legacies, that its needs 
have to be met from other sources : from any rents it may enjoy; from 
church-ales (or, as at Yeovil, from Robin Hood plays17); from special 
collections, or rates levied to meet particular demands. Thus at Melton 
Mowbray £4 5s. 10d. was subscribed "for the repair of the church" in 
1596, and a further £58 12s. in 1601-4 ;'8 and at St. Peter's, Ipswich, over 
£110 was spent, from money raised in this way, on "the erecting of the 
chancel" in 1593 <61>. 

The old reproach that the Elizabethans habitually neglected the fabrics 
of their churches cannot be sustained on the evidence. It is quite true that, 
in the early years of the reign, the records of episcopal visitations tell a 
deplorable story of dilapidation. But it is to be noted that the indictment 
is mainly of rectors, for allowing chancels to decay; and considering how 
many rectories changed hands as a consequence of the Dissolution, there 
is nothing surprising in that. To say that the new rectors were more 
"secularly-minded" than the old is an over-simplification. One does not 
have to look far in the records of medieval visitations to find similar 
complaints-often made, moreover, against religious houses. It is also 
important to remember that there was sometimes genuine doubt, after the 
rapid changes of ownership in the middle of the century, where the legal 



PLATE I 

Brooke, Rutland: north-west view 



PLATE II 

(a) Brooke : west view 

(b) Brooke: fourteenth-century nave, Elizabethan porch and chancel 



PLATE III 

Brooke: Elizabethan porch 



PLATE IV 

(a) Goltho, Lines. : south-west view. The churchyard is bordered with 
a dry ditch 

(b) Carlton-le-Moorland, Lines. : north view 



(a) Bacton, Herefordshire: east view. A plain Elizabethan tower, still 
in the "fortified" tradition of the Border 

(b) St. Mary the Great, Cambridge : west view. From an engraving by 
John Le Keux, 1841 



PLATE VI 

Watford, Herts.: north chancel aisle, built as a chaper for the Morison family in 
1595-6. The tomb of the foundress, Bridget, Countess of Bedford, is in the centre 
and has now been moved to Chenies, Bucks. From a drawing by John Buckler: 

British Museum Add. MS. 36367, fol. 70. 



PLATE VII 

(a) Shephall, Herts. Chancel perhaps Elizabethan. From a drawing by 
J. Buckler: British Museum Add. MS. 36,366, fol. 221. 

(b) Samlesbury, Lanes. From an engraving in J. Croston, History of 
the Ancient Hall of Samlesbury (r871) 



PLATE VIII 

The Earl of Leicester's church, Denbigh 
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responsibility lay. Thus, to take only one example, at Yedingham in the 
East Riding of Yorkshire it was reported in 1586 that "the chancel is down. 
Some think that John Spencer of Yedingham is to build it and others think 
that the Feoffees of Old Malton School ought to built it again". r9 No doubt 
the lawyers argued it out, slowly and to their own profit. Meanwhile, the 
chancel remained "down". 

It is right to add that the parishes sometimes expressed themselves 
strongly at these visitarions, and pressed the need for repair energetically. 
There is a piquant example of this at Keyingham (again in the .East Riding) 
in 1594: "The chancel is in decay and so hath been many years past. It 
is to be repaired by the Lord Archbishop of York his Grace. . It hath been 
many times heretofore presented in several visitations without any reforma
tion. The decays yearly increase and unless the same be speedily repaired 
it will fall to the ground and so require great charges to be builded up again, 
which may be saved by looking to it in time".20 That was boldly and 
sensibly said. 

We have less evidence of the decay of naves and towers ; for they were 
the responsibility of the parish, and naturally the parish officers were not 
so eager to point out their disrepair. But several examples are given below, 
which display the parishes acting up to their responsibilities in the 
traditional fashion <e.g. 9, 34, 39~ 41>. At Charing <32> it is noticeable that 
after the fire of 1590 a new roof was put on to the nave in two years, but 
that the .chancel (which was the liability of the Dean and Chapter of St. 
Paul's) did not get its roof until 1620. The work may not always have been 
undertaken cheerfully-there was a parish row at Appleton in Berkshire in 
1600 over the rebuilding of the north aisle <3>; and it was never done with 
the generous splendour of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. But such 
duties were by no means wholly neglected. The churchwardens' accounts 
of many parishes reveal, too, how constant minor repairs were carried out, 
on Keyingham's principle of "looking to it in time", just as they had been 
before the Reformation. Those of St. Martin in Leicester and of Melton 
Mowbray show this clearly; 21 and half-a-dozen other examples may be cited, 
almost at random, from up and down the country. At Northill and Shilling
ton (Beds.), at Thatcham (Berks.), at St. Michael-in-Bedwardine, Worcester, 
and St. Martin-cum-Gregory, York, repairs were conscientious and regular; 22 

at Prescot (Lanes.) a church that was ·already dilapidated in Mary's reign 
was continually repaired throughout Elizabeth's, until at length it was 
entirely rebuilt in 1610 ; 23 the splendid fifteenth-century glass at Ludlow 
continued to be looked after by the parish with the greatest care and pride.24 

* 
Although this paper is concerned principally with church fabrics, 

something must also be said of furniture and fittings : for here too the 
Elizabethans' contribution has been somewhat undervalued. 

Communion cups are the only article of Elizabethan church furniture 
that can rightly be called common today. Their provision was a direct 
consequence of the changed communion rite; and these cups have been 
preserved in substantial numbers-there are still some 2,000 of them. Their 
systematic introduction into the parishes, diocese by diocese, was an efficient 
piece of ecclesiastical administration.2s 

Elizabethan bells are also quite frequently to be found. Leicester, 
indeed, had two well-known families of bell-founders at this time, the 
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Newcombes and the Watts,26 whose bells made their way into many parts 
of the country. The parish expenditure on bells was sometimes heavy. If 
they were renewed or multiplied, that might require structural work on 
the tower: as at St. Benet's, Cambridge, where new windows were made 
in the belfry in 1586, to prepare for the installation of new bells from 1588 
onwards. 2 1 When the great bell of St. Lawrence's, Reading, was recast in 
1567, it cost £u 7s. 5d., and the bill was met from a collection taken in 
the whole town and neighbourhood.28 The founder who undertook the 
work was William Knight II, member of a Reading family that continued in 
the business until the eighteenth century. 2 9 His bells are of particular 
interest for their inscriptions, which are sometimes of a plain Protestant 
character (e.g. "Our Father which art in Heaven" at Denchworth and 
Kintbury, c. 1575-6) and sometimes startlingly popiish ("Hail Mary Full of 
Grace", Letcombe Bassett, 1576; "Gloria in Excelsis Deo", Woolhampton, 
1585; and Shellingford, 1586).3° 

Pulpits, reading-desks, and seating-essential articles of furniture for 
the new services of the Anglican church-were undoubtedly made in large 
quantities from 1558 onwards. To judge by some guide-books, indeed, 
one would think that much of this woodwork survives today. In fact, those 
examples that can be dated with certainty to Elizabeth's reign are not 
numerous. The whole subject of which this paper treats has been obscured 
by the long-established practice of using the term "Elizabethan" generically, 
to cover anything from about 1550 to 1650. This is particularly true of 
carpenter's work. If most of the pulpits described as "Elizabethan" are 
looked at closely, it will be found that they are in fact Jacobean or Caroline 
-or may just as well be so, since they are undated, and style in this matter 
is a precarious guide. Among the few that can be dated is one of stone at 
Fordington, Dorset (1592).31 

The great quantity of Elizabethan woodwork surviving at Brooke is, it 
must be emphasised, quite exceptional. Unless the benches were decorated 
(as at Trull, Som., 1560) they were usually tidied out of existence by the 
Victorians. At Kirk Langley in Derbyshire, for example, there were four 
benches inscribed "The parson made these seats, 1586", which we are told 
"disappeared during the re-seating".32 To provide increased accommoda
tion, wooden galleries began to be erected under Elizabeth: a kind of 
furniture especially obnoxious to the Victorians, and destroyed by them 
always with relish. An Elizabethan gallery, bearing the date 2 Aug. 1602, 
was hewn down in the church of Sonning (Berks.) in 1852.33 

Much has been written about the havoc wrought on chancel screens 
and rood-lofts by the changes in policy of successive Governments in the 
sixteenth century. A well-kept set of churchwardens' accounts of the years 
from 1547 onwards-such as those of St. Martin's, Leicester-will display 
these very clearly; and a study of a long series of these accounts, from 
different parts of the country, reveals much diversity of practice. Not all 
rood-lofts were in fact destroyed; some 50 survivors were noted, half a 
century ago, by Bond and Camm.34 In 1574 the churchwardens of Lang
ford Budville, Som., laid out 10s. 2d. of the parish's money on "mending 
and painting and whiting" theirs. More remarkable; after spending 8d. 
on taking down the rood-loft in 1571, in accordance with the stringent 
instructions issued in the previous year by Archbishop Grindal, the parish 
of Holy Trinity Goodramgate, York, restored loft and rood, with all the 
images specified one by one and newly painted, in 1573. And this in York 
itself, under grave Grindal's very nose.35 
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It was the official policy of the Elizabethan church that chancel screens 
should be retained. Accordingly, where the old ones had been destroyed, 
a certain number of new ones were made: at Holdenby, Northants. (a 
splendid piece that happily remains, perhaps designed by one of the Thorpes); 
at St. Margaret's, Kings Lynn (1584: now in front of the organ); at St. 
Lawrence's, Reading (1603).36 The tympanum of the chancel arch, which 
had often displayed a Doom painting in the Middle Ages, now became a 
convenient place for the royal arms. At Tivetshall St. Margaret, Norfolk, 
they survive there undisturbed. That is quite exceptional; but, in one part 
of the church or another, Elizabethan royal arms are still to be found here 
and there.37 Sometimes they are not painted on the flat but carved, as at 
Elton, Herefordshire, where the work is gorgeously executed in high relief. 

The Tivetshall arms are flanked by the Creed, Lord's Prayer, and Ten 
Commandments. These sometimes appeared elsewhere in the church: on 
"tables" (there is still one of them in the Lady Chapel at Ludlow), or 
painted on the walls. In Wales they were written in English and in Welsh, 
and in this form they are still to be seen for example at Eglwys Cymyn, 
Carmarthenshire.38 Moral exhortations and sentences of Scripture were 
also painted in convenient places : questions and answers from a catechism 
on the Sacraments, published in 159ot appear on the walls of the church 
of Bowness-on-Windermere.39 Such phrases seem also to have figured 
sometimes in painted glass <30>. 

The elimination of "superstitious" glass-where it had survived the 
assaults of Edward VI's reign-continued under Elizabeth. This was not 
always achieved by smashing (though that went on, for instance, at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, in 1565).4° At Yeovil, with a nicer sense of economy, 
a pennyworth of ink was used "to blot out the Trinity in the glassen 
windows" in 1564.41 Either technique was likely to require, sooner or 
later, the replacement of the medieval glass, and a great deal of such 
replacement went on, by the white glass that was now being made in England 
at Chiddingfold and elsewhere in Surrey and Sussex, and by enamel painting 
on its surface. Some dated examples have survived, in Westminster Abbey, 
at Stanstead Abbots <30> and Mold.42 The usual decoration was now 
heraldic. A well-to-do parish could sometimes afford to reglaze a wall or 
a whole limb of the church. Thus, in the City, the quire of St. Matthew's, 
Friday Street, received new glass in 1570-71 (at a total cost of £4 17s. 11½d.), 
whose pieces de resistance were the arms of the Queen, the Goldsmiths, 
and the Salters. 43 

* 
The Elizabethan church has been much criticised. In the sixteenth 

century it was rowdily assailed from both sides, by Papists and by Puritans; 
and those assaults have continued down to our own day. If its doctrinal 
position, stated by Jewel and Hooker, has always commanded the respect 
of disinterested minds, its administration has been generally contemned, 
even by Anglicans themselves. To the Victorians it seemed a shockingly 
untidy organism. Its priests they were apt to call "time-servers" : an 
unworthy sneer from those comfortable men who never had to make the 
decisions that the tortuous course of the English Reformation entailed. The 
Elizabethan bishops and clergy present a sitting target to the empty cynicism 
that prevails in our own time. 

It is in accordance with all these views that the aspect of church life 
studied here has attracted almost no attention, except occasional abuse from 
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antiquaries. ("The 'Dark Days' of Norfolk, so far as the Christian Faith 
is concerned," wrote Dr. Cox, "were not to be found during the medieval 
period, but in the overvaunted days of Elizabeth . . . The last half of the 
sixteenth century was a most godless period of English history."44) Churches 
were, indeed, grossly profaned. At Bisbrooke in Rutland the parson and 
his wife lodged inside for six weeks in 1578-79 and "abused that place too 
shamefully to be writed".45 The chancel of Loughborough church became 
a school; that of Egmere, Norfolk, is said to have been turned by Sir 
Nicholas Bacon into a stable.46 And yet it would be an error to infer from 
this that Sir Nicholas was "godless"-he paid in large part for the building 
of the new chapel of his college at Cambridge <10>. The religious history 
of the Elizabethan age was infinitely complex. Even where some general 
trend can be established over those 45 years, it is subject to many exceptions. 

One such trend is, however, clearly discernible. By the close of 
Elizabeth's reign, church fabrics were for the most part very much better 
kept than they had been at its beginning. In the diocese of York, for 
example, at the visitation of 1575, 27 per cent. of the chancels of the churches 
concerned were found to be in some degree of decay; in 1594 the corres
ponding figure was only 14 per cent. By 1602 nearly four-fifths of the 
600-odd churches in the archdeaconries of Lincoln and Stow were reported 
as "in good repair and decently kept".47 Similarly, in the diocese of Norwich, 
the state of things disclosed at Bishop Redman's visitation in 1597 was not 
unsatisfactory. If there was a good deal of unseemliness and minor disorder, 
the number of churches in grave disrepair was strikingly small-little more 
than a dozen. 48 The position was still not satisfactory; and tidy-minded 
men of the next generation, like Andrewes and Laud, threw themselves 
energetically into making things better. But considered in the light of the 
difficulties they inherited, this constructive achievement of the Elizabethan 
churchmen-clerical and lay together-;:-was substantial. 

So much can be said on the evide~ce already investigated. Much more 
research, however, remains to be done. A detailed analysis, diocese by 
diocese, of the extant returns to the Government inquiry into the state of 
churches in 1602 is needed.49 There are indications that something like a 
deliberate programme of church-building was carried out in the remoter 
parts of the north-western counties,s0 and a concentrated attack on that 
problem might yield interesting results. If the evidence survives, that is. 
Time and time again we come back to this difficulty, whether we look at 
the documents or at the fabrics and fittings of the churches themselves. 
We are left to guess where we should wish to be certain. 

The buildings discussed in this paper have one characteristic in common. 
Without exception, they are plain: of the modest simplicity imposed by thrift. 
That has a charm of its own. And any one who is interested alike in 
architecture and in the vagaries of the human spirit will be rewarded if he 
turns aside on a journey to see Standish or Churchdown, Risley or Goltho 
or Brooke. 
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APPENDIX 
The buildings listed here are, with a few exceptions, well-authenticated examples 
of substantial Elizabethan work. Those that must still be regarded as uncertain 
<e.g. 6, 14, 29, 64) have been included in the hope of stimulating further investiga
tion. The claims of two dozen other buildings have been considered and, at least 
for the present, rejected. Some of these can be shown on documentary evidence 
to date from before or after the reign of Elizabeth : for example, in Essex, the Petre 
Chapel at Ingatestone (1556) and the church of Theydon Mount (16n-14). The 
others must remain doubtful, in default of further proof. 

The fallowing abbreviations have been used here and in the notes: 
A.A.S.R. Associated Architectural Societies' Reports and Papers 
L.G. Little Guides (Methuen) 
Pevsner N . Pevsner, The Buildings of England (Penguin Books) 
R.C.H.M. Inventories of the Royal Commission on Historical Monuments 
V.C.H . Victoria History of the Counties of England 

In references to the last four of these, the name of the county has not normally 
been given, except where it is different from that in which the place under discussion 
is situated. 

England 

BEDFORDSHIRE 
I. Blunham 

Tower largely rebuilt 1583: date on W. buttresses. V.C.H. iii. 233 . 
.2. Holcot 

Ch. entirely rebuilt by Richard Chernock, who succeeded to the manor 1549 
and d. 1615. "A very interesting and complete specimen of a late 16th-cent. building, 
Gothic in general form but with a certain amount of Renaissance feeling": V .C.H. 
iii. 387. Chernock gave two new bells 1593 (ibid., iii. 388), which surely implies 
that the tower was completed by that date. 

BERKSHIRE 
3. Appleton 

N . aisle, being ruinous, rebuilt 1600. Resistance to the rate levied for this 
purpose led to proceedings in the Archdeacon's Court at Oxford. The Southby 
Chapel, adjoining, may date from the same time. Proc. Oxford Arch. and Hist. Soc., 
n.s., vi (1894-1900), 69-70; Berks. Arch. 'Jnl., !iii (1952-3), 69. 
4. Bucklebury 

Present chancel dates mainly from 1705; but a tie-beam in the roof is inscribed 
"1591 Francis Winchcom Esquier build this" , which has led to the conclusion that 
the chancel was rebuilt in that year. S. porch 1603 (with dated stone, which survives), 
but subsequently rebuilt. V.C.H. iii. 294; A. L. Humphreys, Bucklebury (1932), 165. 
5. Shinfield 

Chapel built S. of chancel "no doubt to contain the Martin pew" 1596 (tablet 
on exterior of E. gable). V.C.H. iii. 264. 
6. Sunningwell 

"The church is supposed to have been rebuilt by Bishop Jewel, who was curate 
there in his youth": J. H . Parker in Eccl. and Archit. Topog. of Eng.: Berks. (1849), 
no. 64. We may reject this without hesitation, but the unique 7-sided porch is 
associated with Jewel by a tenacious tradition, and is certainly of his time. He was 
incumbent of Sunningwell c. 1550-60. If it was in fact built during his incumbency, 
the most likely date for it lies between 1550 and 1555, when he fled abroad to escape 
Mary's religious persecution. This date is accepted by the Society for the Protection 
of Ancient Buildings, which deserves the credit for saving the porch from demolition 
in 1951 (Report of Ctee., 1952-7, 78-80). But the work is markedly Elizabethan in 
character, and there seems equally good reason for suggesting that it was executed 
after Jewel's return from exile, perhaps after he became a bishop. 
7. Winkfield 

Nave rebuilt within medieval walls, divided down the centre by an oak arcade 
dated 1592. V.C.H. iii. 89. 
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BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 
8. Stoke Poges 

Hastings Chapel built S. of chancel c. 1560: R.C.H.M. i. 286, V.C.H. iii. 3u. 
Edward, Lord Hastings of Loughborough, gave directions for its building, to contain 
the tombs of his father and mother (Earl and Countess of Huntingdon), in his will 
of 10 May 1556: J. Nichols, Hist. and Antiqs. of the Co. of Leicester (1795-1815), iii. 
578. He died 1572 and was buried within this chapel. He was represented in 
contemporary glass in its E. window. The window has now gone, but there is an 
engraving of it in Nichols, iii. opp. p. 579. 

CAMBRIDGESHIRE 
9. Cambridge: St. Mary the Great 

W. porch 1575-7 (replaced by present one 1851): W. D. Bushell, The Church 
of St. Mary the Great (1948), 44-5. Upper stage of tower, from above the nave 
roof, 1593-6: ibid., 46-7; Churchwardens' Accounts of St. Mary the Great, Cam
bridge, ed. J. E. Foster (1905), 226-69. The cresting does not seem to have been 
completed until 1608 (Bushell, 48), though there is no trace of work done at this 
date in the churchwardens' accounts. This cresting has since undergone three 
alterations, in 1790, 1841, and 1892 : Bushell, 164-5. R.C.H.M. 275. (Plate Vb.) 
10. Cambridge: Chapel of Corpus Christi College 

Begun, mainly at the expense of Sir Nicholas Bacon, 1579; furnishing not 
completed until the Mastership of Dr. Jegon (1602-17). Destroyed at the building 
of the New Court (1823). R. Willis and J. W. Clark, Architectural Hist. of the Univ. 
of Cambridge (1886), i. 289-97. Contracts for the woodwork and tiling of the 
chapel (1579) are printed in ibid., i. 310-2. 
II. Cambridge: Chapel of Emmanuel College 

College founded 1584 by Sir Walter Mildmay. Its chapel built on a N.-S. axis, 
perhaps to indicate contempt for the traditional E.-W. alignment. Great "disorders" 
in the services and furniture of the chapel were complained of in 1603 : Willis and 
Clark, ii. 691, 694, 700-1. This chapel was superseded by another built in 1668-77. 
It is now used as a dining-hall. R .C.H.M. 62, 70. 
12. Cambridge: Chapel of Sidney Sussex College 

An adaptation of the ground floor of the former Franciscan Friary. In use 
for service 1598, but not fully furnished until 1612. V.C.H. iii. 484; Willis and 
Clark, ii. 738-9. 
13. Cambridge: Chapel of Trinity College 

Although begun under Mary (1555), the building was interrupted (partly owing 
to the financial difficulties of the principal contractor, Stephen Wallis), and the 
greater part of the work dates from 1560-7. The date 1561 appears on tl1e roof 
and 1564 on the E. gable. Willis and Clark, ii. 561-75; R.C.H.M. 212, 218-9. 

CHESHIRE 
14. Lower Whitley 

Said to have been rebuilt by Thomas Touchet (d. 1594); but the work may 
be of early 17th cent. G. Ormerod, Hist. of Cheshire (ed. 2, 1882), i. 660; R. 
Richards, Old Cheshire Churches (1947), 204-5. 

CORNWALL 
15. Kilkhampton 

S. porch inscribed "Porta celi 1567'' and bears jnitials J.G. (for John Granville, 
Rector). R. Dew, Hist. of Kilkhampton (ed. 2, 1928), 10. 

CUMBERLAND 
16. Matterdale 

Chapel (in Greystoke parish) erected between 1566 and 1570: Trans. Gumb. 
and Westmorland Arch. Soc., n.s., i (1901), 238. Chapelry granted parochial rights 
1580: ibid., 235-7. Chapel rebuilt 1685 and perhaps again in 18th cent.: ibid., 
240-2; W. Hutchinson, Hist. of Gumb. (1794), i. 412. 

DERBYSHIRE 
17. Derby: St. Werburgh's 

Tower and spire blown down in a gale 1601, damaging the chancel and part 
of the rest of the church. Tower rebuilt on S.E. side of church; work completed 
1608. It is said that the old materials were re-used in the lower stage, but that the 
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upper part was wholly new: J. C. Cox, Notes on the Churches of Derbyshire 
(1875-9), iv. 176. An ogee moulding over the lower window on the W. side 
terminates in a fleur-de-lis; there are obelisks in place of pinnacles. 
18. Risley 

Chapel (in Wilne parish) erected 1593 by Michael Willoughby and Katherine 
his wife (tablet with date and initials over S. doorway). The E. wall is medieval. 
Chalice given by Sir Henry Willoughby, according to inscription, "at the consecration 
of the chapel in the year of Our Lord 1632". Font (of alabaster, octagonal, on 
tapering stem, with strapwork ornament and Willoughby arms) and the wooden 
screen may be Elizabethan. Cox, iv. 409-rr; Pevsner, 209. L. C. Lowther (The 
Parish Church of All Saints, Risley, n.d., 10-13) prints the will of Katherine 
Willoughby, proved in 1594, and suggests that the main work of building was not 
completed until 1632. But the brass plate on the S. wall of the sanctuary, com
memorating Michael Willoughby (d. 1 Jan. 1591/2) would surely not have been 
put up in a church that was only a fragment. 
19. Swarkestone 

Harpur Chapel S. of chancel "doubtless erected on the decease of Richard 
Harpur" 1573: Cox, iii. 497. This is borne out by the style of the windows (E. 
and W. rectangular, S. 4-light Tudor) and by the inscription on the monument, 
which begins : "Here under were buried the bodies of Richard Harpur one of the 
Justices of the Common Bench at Westminster and Jane his wife". On the other 
hand, the monument may have been moved, and it stands on a 19th-cent. base. 
The main body of the church was rebuilt 1876. 

ESSEX 
20. Boreham 

Sussex Chapel, S. of chancel, built by Thomas Radcliffe, 3rd Earl of Sussex. 
Contains a triple tomb for himself and his two predecessors in the earldom, by 
Richard Stevens of Southwark, finished 1589. The chapel rebuilt in 19th cent. 
and now about a third of its original size. R.C.H.M. ii. 22; Pevsner, 82; F. 
Chancellor, Ancient Sepulchral Monuments of Essex (1890), 33. 
21. Gosfield 

Wentworth Chapel, N. of chancel, a rebuilding (1560 or 1561) of a chantry 
chapel founded by Thomas Rolf c. 1435. The rebuilder was Sir John Wentworth, 
who was buried there, with a monument, 1567. John de Vere, 16th Earl of Oxford, 
may have re-roofed the chancel at the same time. Windows in S. wall of chancel 
attributed by Pevsner to same date. P. Morant, Hist. of Essex (1763), ii. 378; 
'R.C.H.M. i. 102-3; Pevsner, 173; Trans. Essex Arch. Soc. n.s., iii (1885-8), 212, 
and xxi (1955- ), 264-5. 
22. Ramsey 

Considerable alterations to chancel. Roof bears date 1597 on one beam. 
Windows in E., N., and S. walls probably of same date. R.C.H.M. iii. 192; 
Pevsner, 293. 
23. Woodham Walter 

Licence given to Thomas Radcliffe, 3rd Earl of Sussex, to build a new church 
26 June 1562, on ground that the former church was ruinous and so distant from 
Woodham Walter that the people found it hard to attend service there: Cal. Pat. 
Rolls, 1560-3, 340-1. Dates of construction given as 1563-4 by Pevsner (400) and 
1562-3, with explanation of curious "consecration" of 1564, in L.G. (1952 ed.), 204; 
cf. V.C.H. ii. 45. A plain red-brick building with crow-step gables, little altered 
externally, though entirely Victorianised inside. F. Chancellor, in an interesting 
article on this church in Essex Review, i (1892), 87-96, suggests convincingly that 
materials from the old church were re-used here and that this affected the ground
plan of the Elizabethan church. 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
24. Dowdeswell 

Central tower and branch spire 1575: Trans. Bristol & Glos. Arch. Soc., xiv. 
212. L.G. gives the date as 1577. 
25. Churchdown 

Tower rebuilt 1601. Inscription on W. wall of nave: "This belhous was builded 
in the year of our Lord God 1601". Rectangular belfry windows; Perp. W. window, 
perhaps re-used from the earlier tower. 
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HEREFORDSHIRE 
.26. Bacton 

Symond Parry bequeathed £5 in 1573 towards the cost of building the W. 
tower, which was probably erected soon afterwards: R.C.H.M. i. 19. Being "in 
the last stages of decay", it was restored 1907 (inscription inside). The monument 
of Blanche Parry, gentlewoman to Elizabeth I, with remarkable inscription and effigies 
of her and the Queen, is immediately N. of the altar; the Elizabethan altar
cloth, now hanging on the end wall of the nave, is traditionally supposed to have 
been embroidered by her. (Plate Va.) 

.27. Rotherwas 
Chapel in Dinedor parish. Incorporates some windows perhaps of the 14th 

cent., but the chapel was built, or rebuilt, in the 16th cent. Elizabethan roof of 
nave inscribed "Tho. scd. filius Rogeri Bodenham arm. natus fuit anno dm. 1589 
Octobris 18": R.C.H.M. i. 54. Tower has obelisks, in place of pinnacles, at the 
corners. 

HERTFORDSHIRE 
.28. Little Hadham 

N. transept and seating in nave both late 16th cent. : R.C.H.M. 144-5; 
Pevsner, 160 . 

.29. Shephall 
There is no documentary evidence to support the suggestion that this church 

formerly had an Elizabethan chancel; nor does the fabric help now, since the whole 
church has been violently "restored". Nevertheless, there are two clear indications. 
John Buckler's drawing of the church (Plate VIIa) shows a chancel with a set of 
rectangular windows of Elizabethan type; and we know that it was built of brick 
(R. Clutterbuck, Hist . and Antiqs. of the Co. of Hertford, 1815-27, ii. 434), a material 
not commonly used in medieval Herts. churches. The work may have been due to 
one of the Nodes family, of Shephalbury, several of whom were buried in the chancel. 

30. Stanstead Abbots 
N. chapel built by Edward Baesh, Surveyor of the Victuals for the Navy Royal, 

d. 1587. Date 1577 on stone in E. gable. Glass in E. window dated 1573, with 
royal arms. Another fragment of apparently Elizabethan glass in W. window of 
chapel, with the inscription " ... OULDE · IN · GO ... " Chancel altered and 
patched in brick, probably about the same time. R.C.H.M. 209-10; V.C.H. iii. 
371-2; Pevsner, 239. The proof that Baesh built the chapel is to be found in the 
charming epitaph on his monument, which is now becoming hard to decipher. 
The relevant lines are printed in italics below: 

31. Watford 

The Authors Muse unto the Reader 

Reader goe not yet away 
Let my teares entreat thee stay 
Heare me speak of him but trueth 
First Moecenas of my youth 
In fewe words I will the tell 
That this dead man lived well 
For wife, wealth & Children he 
Was as blest as man could be 
And though God did thus enritch him 
Yet worlds love did not bewitch him. 
He Kept Hospitalytie 
No man more of his degree 
Bould in God that was his word 
Therefore gave he to the Lord 
This Isle, Praying it might Keepe 
Him and his in Peace to sleepe 
Till Christ trumpet shall awake them 
And to blisse eternal take them. 

Gratitudinis ergo 

N . (Morrison or Essex) Chapel built by Bridget, Countess of Bedford, in 1595-6. 
R.C.H.M. 231. Her own monument removed to Chenies, Bucks., 1907. (Plate VI.) 
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KENT 
32. Charing 

Rebuilt after fire in 1590. Roof of nave dated 1592; that of chancel 1620. 
Burleigh Chapel in S. transept repaired after the fire by John Darell of Calehill. 
E. Hasted, Hist. of Kent (ed. 2), vii. 446; Arch. Cantiana, xvi. 263. 

33. Kenardington 
"This church was formerly much larger, but having been burnt by lightning 

in 1559, the present one was erected out of the ruins of the former, the foundations 
of which are still visible, especially those of another aisle on the N. side of it; 
Roger Horne, lord of this manor, being a good contributor, if not at the whole 
charge of the building of it" (Hasted, vii. 248). The work was evidently not 
completed at once, and may have needed accelerating. Henry Horne left £6 13s. 4d. 
in 1565 towards "the building again of the parish church of Kenarton .. . within 
a year after my death": Arch. Cantiana, xxxi. 39. No Elizabethan work seems 
visible today. 

34. Wingham 
The church seems to have been decayed throughout the early 16th cent. Legacy 

for its repair 1541. In 1555 George Foggard, a brewer of Canterbury, got a licence 
to collect for the rebuilding of the nave, amassed £224, and absconded with it. 
Thomas Specheley left 40s. to the church in 1558, "whereof 20s. to be delivered 
at such time as the sawers shall begin to work, and the other 20s. to be delivered 
at such time as the church shall be in rearing". Further bequests 1559, 1560, 1562. 
The nave was rebuilt cheaply, divided from the S. aisle by an oak arcade, which 
was whitened to resemble stone. Arch. Cantiana, xl (1928), 131-4; A. Hussey, 
Testamenta Cantiana: East Kent (1907), 367-8. 

Licence to appropriate N. chapel, and apparently make a family pew of it, given 
by the Abp. of Canterbury to William Oxendon 1564 : Reg. Parker (Cant. and York 
Soc.), 431. 

LANCASHIRE 
35. Hawkshead 

N. aisle built by Abp. Sandys, 1578. Date, with his initials, over N.E. 
entrance. The eastern part used as a private chapel by the Sandys family, con
taining the tomb of the Abp.'s parents. Clerestory of nave perhaps of same date. 
V.C.H. viii. 372. 

36. Newchurch-in-Rossendale 
Chapel of Whalley. Rebuilt 1560-1 and again 1824-5, retaining "a handsome 

tower, in which are inscribed the initials of Queen Elizabeth and the date 1560": 
E. Baines, Hist. of Lanes. (ed. J. Croston, 1888-93), iii. 401. 

37. Ormskirk 
Derby Chapel S. of chancel, with vault below, built 1572 by order of Edward 

Stanley, 3rd Earl of Derby (d. 1572): Baines, v. 254. 

38. Samlesbury 
Present fabric (apart from modern tower) 16th cent. The 3rd Earl of Derby 

offered assistance towards the restoration of the church 1558: J. Croston, Hist. of 
the Ancient Hall of Samlesbury (1871), 42. (Plate VIIb.) 

39. Standish 
"In great ruin and decay", 1544; two peremptory orders issued in that year for 

its rebuilding. Bequests towards the repair of the church 1539, 1557, 1558, 1579. 
Contract for "the building and setting up of the church of Standish" 29 Oct. 1582 
between Robert Charnock on behalf of the parishioners and Lawrence Shipwaie, 
freemason. Seven assessments were made, totalling £244 18s. 9d., of which Charnock 
actually received £223 5s. 2d. and disbursed £221 13s. 2d. (Contract and accounts 
in Trans. Hist. Soc. of Lanes and Cheshire, !viii. 15-63. Cf. ibid., lv/lvi. 238-86; 
V .C.H. vi. 183-9; Lanes. and Cheshire Wills and Inventories, ed. J. P . Earwaker, 
1884, 77-) 

The leading spirits in the rebuilding were Richard Moody (rector, 1559-86) 
and the ·squire, Edward Standish (whose family always remained Roman Catholics). 
The date 1584 appears on the N. wall of the chancel and behind the pulpit, 1585 
on the chancel roof, and 1589 on the roof of the nave. According to a modem brass 
tablet in the Standish Chapel S. of the chancel, this chapel was rebuilt in 1589. 
Richard Langtree made a gift towards the cost of glazing a window in 1590. 
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Virtually the whole of the present building dates from this time, with the 
exception of the tower and spire (1867) and possibly the extreme E. end of the 
chancel, which may be of the 15th or early 16th cent. The architecture is in the 
Perpendicular tradition, but the date is betrayed by three details: the square abaci 
of the piers; the brackets on which the rich timber roofs of the nave and chancel 
rest; and the external cupolas on the stair-turrets-which were obviously designed 
to give access to a rood-loft if required. 

The tomb of Richard Moody stands on the N . side of the chancel, with an 
effigy apparently appropriated from a 14th-cent. monument and a Latin inscription 
now indecipherable but given in Baines op. cit., iv. 229n. 

One of the mason's marks at Standish occurs also at Stonyhurst, c. 1590: 
Trans. Hist. Soc. lv./lvi. 264; V.C.H. vii. 8. 

LINCOLNSHIRE 
40. Carlton-le-Moorland 

Nave and tower 1589: A.A.S.R. xxv (1889-1900), 97. No date appears on either, 
and no documentary evidence has been found to support the statement. But the 
work bears a strongly Elizabethan character. The tower is rather squat; the windows 
all rectangular, those in the nave of 3 lights, with a transom. The present nave is 
clearly broader than the medieval one, which had aisles. This widening eliminated 
the need for arcades and provided a more satisfactory auditorium. (Plate IVb.) 
41. Frodingham 

In 1602 it was reported that the church "was lately ruinated" by the fall of 
the steeple, "but both church and steeple are in good forwardness of being re-edified 
which is intended by the inhabitants in all convenient speed to be finished": The 
State of the Church, ed. C. W. Foster (Lincoln Ree. Soc., 1926), 236. The church 
was rebuilt, with the exception of the tower, in 1841. 
42. Glentworth 

"The chancel appears to have been entirely rebuilt by Sir Christopher Wray, 
Lord Chief Justice to Queen Elizabeth": A.A.S.R. xiv. (1877-8), 58. The work 
looks Elizabethan, from its simple moulded cornice and from the great rectangular 
5-light E. window (with side windows, of the same character, now blocked up). 
The splendid monument of Sir Christopher Wray, who d. 1592 (A.A.S.R. viii, 
1865-6, 242-3) is on the N. side, reaching exactly to the roof. In his will (P.C.C. 
47 Harrington) Sir Christopher provides elaborately for the almshouses he founded 
at Glentworth, but makes no mention of the chancel of the church. It is therefore 
to be inferred either that the work had already been carried through or that it was 
due to his heirs, who must in that case have accommodated the height of the building 
to the monument they erected for him. The Trans. Norman priest's door and the 
chancel arch were preserved by the rebuilders of the chancel. 
43. Goltho 

A very small red-brick church, standing alone in the fields. The nave is 
evidently Tudor, and seems to be Elizabethan: a plain rectangle with two 2-light 
windows, framed in moulded brick, one in the N. wall, one in the S. Externally 
the lower part of the wall is diapered in blue brick. The church was altered in 
the 18th cent., when the chancel was built and the present furniture introduced
including a gallery, which seems to have necessitated the removal of the entrance to 
the building from the N. to the W. wall. The bell turret has been rebuilt in brick 
more recently. No evidence of date has been found. A window of 17th-cent. 
armorial glass was removed to Barcombe church, Sussex, in 1889, when Goltho 
church ceased to be used for regular worship. (Plate !Va.) 
44. Haugham 

In 1602 the church reported to be lately "ruinated but by order already taken 
is to be re-edified and is at this instant in hand and almost finished" (State of the 
Church, 230). The church was rebuilt 1840. 
45. Metheringham 

Gervase Holles, in his Lines. Church Notes (Line. Ree. Soc., l9II, 238), 
written in the 1630s, has this entry: · "Ecclesia de Metheringham combusta 9° die 
Julii 1599. Instaurata 18° die Augusti 1602, Rico Wilson Vicario". This may 
have been an inscription (e.g. on a brass plate) that has now disappeared. There 
is evidence, both of the fire and of the rebuilding, in the fabric of the church now. 
Much of the stonework is pink-of a shade that may be exactly matched on a piece 
of Ancaster stone held in a Bunsen burner. The date 16or appears on the great 
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buttress against the W. tower, and 1602, with "E.R.", on the handsome S. door. 
In the vestry in the N.W. corner of the church is a framed panel also bearing date 
1602, which is stated to have been taken from the church pulpit in 1859. The 
present pulpit is Victorian. The I4th-cent. arches of the nave rest on cylindrical 
piers with square abaci-a characteristic Elizabethan design. 

It seems clear therefore that the fire of 1599 gutted the nave and impaired the 
stability of the tower. By the late summer of 1602 the church was said to be in 
good repair (State of the Church, 228). 

From an undated letter of the inhabitants of Metheringham to Sir Thomas 
Tresham (Hist. MSS. Comm., Var. Coils., iii. 152) it appears that John Tirroll 
was the mason who had "by his deed undertaken the finishing of the freestone work 
of Metheringham church". He was a member of a family much eIJ:1ployed by Sir 
Thomas about his building works at Rushton and elsewhere in Northants. 
46. Saleby 

John Harington "builded this chapel 1592" (inscription: Bonney's Church 
Notes, ed. N. S. Harding, 1937, 104). The whole church was rebuilt in white brick 
in 1850. 
47. Skirbeck 

A faculty was granted for the demolition of the aisles 1593 (Lincolnshire 
Archivists' Report, z948-50, 42). They seem to have been rebuilt on a modest 
scale, to judge by the engraving of the church in P. Thompson, Hist. and Antiqs. of 
Boston (1856), 472. 

LONDON 
48. Stoke Newington 

"Repaired, or rather new builded", by William Patten (J. Stow, Survey of 
London, ed. C. L. Kingsford, 1908, i. n4). Door on S. side with date 1563 on stone 
above it, and similar stone on door in S. wall leading to the chapel, with Patten's 
arms : W. Robinson, Hist. and Antiqs. of Stoke Newington (1820), 149-51. Church 
fabric much altered in 18th and 19th cents., but W. tower, S.E. vestry, and S. aisle 
still Elizabethan, also plaster vault in the porch. R.C.H.M. ii. 91; Pevsner, i. 428. 

MIDDLESEX 
49. lckenham 

N. aisle c. 1575-80, built at the expense of William Say. Scratchings on splay 
of E. window dated 1585 and 1589. N. aisle originally separated from nave by a 
timber "framework", which was replaced by two stone arches by Sir Gilbert Scott. 
S. porch contemporary with N. aisle. R.C.H.M. 81-2; R. M. Robbins, Middlesex 
(1953), 302. Pevsner (us) says that the N. aisle was built early in the 16th cent., 
an evident mistake. 

OXFORDSHIRE 
50. Marston 

S. porch built and S. aisle "largely rebuilt" 1562: V.C.H. vi. 220. But this 
seems to rest on an entry in the churchwardens' accounts recording the expenditure 
of £5 Is. 4½d. on "the reparations of the church, the porch, and other things": 
F. W. Weaver and G. N. Clark, Churchwardens' Accounts of Marston, Spelsbury, 
Pyrton (Oxon. Ree. Soc., 1925), 8, 25. The sum is too small" to cover any very 
extensive work. 
51. Oxford: St. Cross 

S. porch 1592, removed at 19th-cent. restoration: R.C.H.M. 129. 

RUTLAND 
52. Brooke 

See above, pp. 37-9. (Plates I-III.) 

SHROPSHIRE 
53. Acton Burnell 

Roof of chancel dated 1571; roof of nave 1598. D. H. S. Cranage, Architectural 
Account of the Churches of Shropshire (1901-12), iii. 453-4. 
54. Langley 

Chapel (in the parish of Acton Burnell) built c. 1601 (that date appears on the 
roof): G . W. 0. Addleshaw and F. Etchells, The Architectural Setting of Anglican 
Worship (1948), 52, III. Dean Cranage (iii. 495-7) thought the furniture might 
be later than 1601. Pevsner records that the date 1564 was formerly on the exterior. 
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55. Shipton 
Chancel "re-edified and builded of new from the foundation and glazed" at 

the expense of John Lutwich 1589 (inscription). The windows "Decorated" in 
design, but with characteristic Elizabethan mouldings. 
56. Sutton Maddock 

Device over W. window with date 1579, which "may well be the date of the 
whole tower" (Cranage, i. 40-1). Pevsner (300) suggests that the lower parts 
may be Perp. 

SOMERSET 
57. Bath Abbey 

The present church was completed just before the Dissolution of the 
Monasteries. .After the Dissolution the glass, iron and leadwork were sold and the 
building left to decay. The "carcase of the church" came into the hands of 
Edmund Colthurst, who gave it to the citizens of Bath, and repairs began 1572. 
Letters patent were issued authorising collections towards the cost of the work to 
be made throughout the country; but the money did not come in fast, and in 1576 
the Privy Council ordered an inquiry into the accounts (Acts of the Privy Council, 
r575-7, 163-4). The date 1576 appeared on one buttress of the S. transept. Tiling 
was in progress 1577. The windows of the quire were glazed-those of the N. 
clerestory at the charge of Thomas, Earl of Sussex (d. 1583). Wainscot and seating 
were being paid for 1601. By the end of Elizabeth's reign the repairs to the chancel 
and the N. transept were completed; the rest of the building was put into order 
under James I. Sir H. Brakspear, Bath Abbey (ed. 8), 12-13; T. Fuller, Worthies 
of Eng. (1840 ed.), iii. 88-9; T. Perkins, Abbey Churches of Bath and Malmesbury 
(1901), 14; Accounts of the Chamberlains of the City of Bath, r568-r602, ed. F. D. 
Wardle (Som. Ree. Soc., 1923), 180, 194, 199. 

ST AFFORDSHffiE 
58. Acton Trussel 

Spire built and alterations made to the tower 1562-date above the lowest 
W. window: V .C.H. v. 16. 
59. Ellastone 

Date 1586 over W. door of tower, probably denoting repair; 1588 over S. 
doorway of chancel, which may well have been rebuilt then. 
60. Penkridge 

Substantial alterations to the chancel 1578 (date with the name of James 
Riddings, vicar, outside priest's door): V.C.H. v. 132. 

SUFFOLK 
61. Ipswich: St. Peter's 

Churchwardens' accounts 1593 show "payments in charges defrayed towards 
the erecting of the chancel in St. Peter's parish" amounting to over £no: Brit. 
Mus., Add. MS. 25344, fol. 30v. 

SURREY 
62. Croydon 

Chapel of Whitgift's Hospital (founded 1596) consecrated 1599. W. E. Brayley, 
Hist. of Surrey, ed. E. Walford, iii. 244. 

SUSSEX 
63. Harting 

Burnt down 1576. Complete set of roofs of 1577 (dates above altar and in 
S. transept). Extensive repairs to walls, buttresses and new windows then inserted. 
V.C.H. iv. 18. 
64. Steyning 

The central tower, transepts, and E. arm of this cruciform church were reported 
20 Eliz. (1577-8) to be "in great ruin and decay and some part of them fallen down 
and the rest very likely to fall down shortly if present order be not taken thereon ... 
The said three chapels and aisles are superfluous and may well be spared and 
taken down so as the stone, iron, and lead thereof may be employed toward repairing 
of the said chancel, quire, and steeple". The tower and chancel seem to have 
been pulled down shortly afterwards, the transepts contracted to form brief con
tinuations of the aisles, the nave shortened by 2 bays at the W. end, and a new W. 
tower built. The main architectural support for this view comes from the series 
of rectangular windows used throughout the tower. On the other hand, the 
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chequered flint and stone work is medieval rather than Elizabethan in character, 
and traces of round heads can be made out above the windows. Sussex Arch. Calls., 
v (1852), 121-2; lvii (1915), 152-3; !xv (1924), 169-72; Sussex Notes & Queries, iv 
(1932-3), 2II-2. 

WESTMORLAND 
65. Grasmere 

20s. bequeathed 1562 "towards the reparations of the church ... so that the 
roof be taken down and made up again": M. L. Armitt, The Church of Grasmere 
(1912), 107. R.C.H.M. (96) attributes S. porch, N. aisle, and lower N. arcade to 
this date; upper arcade to 17th cent. 

66. Heversham 
Damaged by fire 1601 and then repaired. W. Farrer and J. F. Curwen, Records 

of Kendale (1923-6), iii. 223; R.C.H.M. 109. 
67. Troutbeck 

Chapel of Jesus at Troutbeck (a chapelry of St. Martin's, Bowness-on-Winder
mere) licensed by the Bishop of Chester for celebration of the Sacraments 18 July 
1562. The chapel then referred to as "newly rebuilt". Farrer and Curwen, iii. 192. 
Subsequently much altered. 

WORCESTERSHIRE 
68. Hartlebury 

Tower bears pedimented tablet with the arms of Bishop Sandys and date 1587. 
V.C.H. iii. 386. 
69. Teddington 

W. tower dated 1567, incorporating details from Hayles Abbey: W. H. Knowles, 
"Teddington Church": Trans. Bristol & Glos. Arch. Soc., lii (1930). 

YORKSHIRE 
70. Gilling (N. Riding) 

W. tower building 1583. V.C.H. i. 483. 
71. Grinton (N. Riding) 

Vestry and S. chapel built, N. aisle and tower rebuilt, at "the end of the 16th 
cent.": V.C.H. i. 242. 
72. Mitton (W. Riding) 

Shireburne chapel (N. of chancel) built by Sir Richard Shireburne (c. 1526-94). 
In his will (1593) he refers to "my new quire": V.C.H. Lanes. vii. 5. The date 1594 
appeared on a tablet over the W. doorway of the chapel: T. D. Whitaker, History 
of Craven (ed. 3, 1878), 24 and plate opp. p. 26. 

73. Caerhun 

Wales 
CAERNARVONSHIRE 

S. chapel built by Edward Williams and Grace his wife, 1591 (inscription): 
R.C.H.M. i. 21-2. 
74. Dolwyddelan 

S. chapel built by Robert Wynne of Plas Mount, Conway (d. 1598): R.C.H.M. 
i. 77. 

DENBIGHSHIRE 
75. Denbigh 

Robert Dudley, Earl of Leicester (who held the lordship of Denbigh 1563-88), 
is credited with the plan of erecting a large new church at Denbigh, which he 
proposed to make the cathedral of the diocese in place of. St. Asaph. Pennant 
(Tour in Wales, 1781 ed., ii. 35) records that there was "a foundation-stone ... 
much defaced" bearing the date l Mar. 1579, with a Latin inscription on the reverse 
side. Richard Fenton, who was at Denbigh 29 Aug. 1808, noted (Tours in Wales, ed. 
J. Fisher, 1917, 139) that since Pennant's visit a corner stone had been found "till 
within these few years covered over with rubbish", bearing this inscription: 

Fundamentum Christus 
Exedificatio Christiani Compago 
Caritas Numen Spiritus Sanctus 
R. Leycester 
1 Sepbris 1578. 
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Both these inscriptions have now disappeared. Letters were dispatched to the 
bishops 24 Feb. 1579/80, asking what money had been collected within their dioceses 
towards building this church (Acts of the Privy Council, r579-80, 399). Pennant 
records the tradition that Leicester "left off his buildings in Wales, by reason of 
the public hatred he had incurred on account of his tyranny. A sum was afterwards 
collected, in order to complete the work; but it is said that when the Earl of Essex 
passed through Denbigh on his Irish expedition, he borrowed the money destined 
for the purpose, which was never repaid; and by that means the church was left 
unfinished" (op. cit., ii. 35-6). 

The outer walls of the building were erected, and are still standing, roof high. 
It was evidently intended that it should include two aisles. There are 9 round
headed windows in each wall. The rectangle measures 170 ft. X 70 ft. R.C.H.M. 
44-5. (Plate VIII.) 

FLINTSHIRE 
76. Hanmer 

W. tower said to date partly from 1570. Lord Hanmer, A Memorial of the 
Parish and Family of Hanmer (1877). 

MERIONETHSHIRE 
77. Llandwywr-is-y-Graig 

S. porch 1593. R.C.H.M. (76) guesses, implausibly, that the whole church was 
reconstructed in that year. 
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