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FIGURE 6 The fan vault in the tower looking upwards. West is to the top of the figure

THE POSSIBILITY OF AN EXTENDED
PERIOD OF CONSTRUCTION

This paper rejects, on architectural grounds,
Leedy’s suggestion that the fan vaults were a later
addition to St Edmund’s. This would require that,
first, the south chapel and porch were originally
built as identical squares and, second, that a rectan-
gular fan vault, which had been carved but not used
as intended, was of the exact size to fit the chapel

and porch. Moreover, all four vaults appear to be
integrated into their surrounding structures. The
historical evidence is also against this: in the first
half of the 15t century the largest manor in Maids
Moreton was held by the Greenhams of Ketton;
this was purchased by Robert Somery in 1442 who
gave it, through Henry VI, to All Souls’ College,
Oxford, who rented it to long-term tenants.% In the
15 century, parcels of the considerable holdings
the Abbot of Oseney were held by the Greys of
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FIGURE 7 The fan vault over the north porch looking upwards. West is to the top of the figure

Wilton and by the de Morton heirs. Since neither
the Abbot of Oseney nor All Souls” College had
the rectorship, they would not have invested in
the church. John Barton and his brother, John the
younger, and their heirs, William and Richard
Fowler, had a smaller holding in the village.®” The
Bartons established chantries in Buckingham and
Thornton, and the Fowlers supported St Rumbold’s
shrine in Buckingham. There are no documents,
nor any tradition, connecting any of them with the
construction of St Edmund’s.®

In 1433 John Broughton established the
Hospital of St John the Baptist in Toddington with
a chaplain and three poor men who prayed for
the king and the souls of Thomas and Margaret,
their ancestors and heirs.®” Although he held the
advowson and his income was sufficient to rebuild
St Edmund’s as a second chantry at a later date,

it is most improbable that the present building is
his work: first, there were three Peyvre chant-
ries in Toddington; second, there is no tradition
connecting the Broughton name with St Edmund’s;
third, the memorial slab of the de Morton sisters,
laid prior to 1421, would have been removed in any
later rebuilding and, fourth, Richard Symonds did
not note Broughton arms in the glass or elsewhere.

DiscussioN

The thesis presented here is that St Edmund’s was
rebuilt by Thomas and Margaret Peyvre most
probably as a chantry for Nigel Loryng. There
is a strong and coherent case in support which
includes the tradition associating the Peyvres
with its rebuilding, the money they raised in 1390,
and the inclusion of fan vaults carved before the
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FIGURE 8 (left) and 9 (right) The fan vaults in the south chapel (top) and the south porch (bottom. In both
cases the south is to the left. These were originally intended for a single structure. The intended central
rib which is shared between the two vaults is indicated by the four red circles

building was laid out. An alternative account
of the rebuilding of St Edmund’s would face the
challenge of bringing together a similarly diverse
set of facts. It is therefore highly likely that St
Edmund’s was under construction in 1390; a date
that, although earlier than previously proposed, is
perfectly consistent with its architecture.

In The Perpendicular Style Harvey gives a list

of buildings in this style whose date of construc-
tion is known and is between 1331 and 1485; of
these only Eton College lies within historic Buck-
inghamshire.”® The identification of the church
of St Edmund’s, Maids Moreton, as being under
construction in 1390 adds a sole entry for the
present county to a similar list. Moreover, this date
precedes any work at Eton by some 50 years and
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would place St Edmund’s in the first third of the
list as a parish church built in this new style early
in its development. This dating is therefore of both
national and more local significance.

The date of 1390 is even more significant in
the development of fan vaulting. The Cloister at
Gloucester Cathedral with its fan vaulting was
begun by Abbot Horton (1357-77) and finished by
Abbot Froucester (1381-1412).7! Other early fan
vaults are the stone-cage chapels at Tewkesbury,
after 1375 and ¢.1390.72 The peak costs incurred at
St Edmund’s probably included the carving of the

fan vaults for the tower and north porch, which are
therefore from around 1390. The fan vaults in the
south chapel and south porch are earlier and, if they
were commissioned by Nigel Loryng, must be prior
to his death in 1385. Therefore, all the vaults belong
to an early period in the development of this English
style. Since their patterning is not a copy of those in
Gloucester and Tewkesbury, but follows the same
principles, they may be important in distinguishing
between theories of this form’s origin. The various
patterns of ribs bear a close relationship to the rose
windows of many cathedrals.”?
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FIGURE 10 Plan of the intended vault now split between the south chapel and south porch. The upper half
shows the outlines of the stones comprising the vault and the lower half shows the carved decoration with
the cusping and foliar bosses omitted. The figure shows that several ribs are divided with half a rib on
adjacent stones: four diagonal ribs are shared between triangular stones and the four square stones each
carry a half width portion of the central transverse rib. The figure also shows that each stone would have
one side resting on an underlying stone-cage structure

This paper suggests, principally on the basis of
the tracery of the east windows, that St Edmund’s
and St Denys’, Colmworth, are the work of the
same master mason and notes that the east window
at Eaton Socon is also related. If further work
were to establish a stronger connection between
St Edmund’s and St Denys’, the contrast between
the window reveals, respectively moulded and
plain, could suggest a search for plainness or that
the windows were carved in two stages: first, the
tracery and, second, the moulding of the reveals
and mullions which might have been left to jour-
neymen or apprentices.

In conclusion, Thomas and Margaret Peyvre,
although in receipt of a large income, raised a
considerable amount in cash in 1389 and 1390. St
Edmund’s Church in Maids Moreton, rebuilt in the
perpendicular style as a chantry and college or song
school, has both traditional and historic links with
the Peyvres. The sum raised by the Peyvres corre-
sponds to the amount of silver coinage demanded
at the peak of a building project on the scale of
St Edmund’s. There is no evidence for any other

reason for such expenditure nor has any plausible
cause been suggested. It is therefore highly prob-
able that St Edmund’s was being rebuilt in 1390.
This date is consistent with the intention to provide
a chantry for Nigel Lorying, Margaret’s father, and
with the presence of the memorial slab of the de
Morton sisters which must have been placed before
1421. These sisters, traditionally believed to have
been benefactors, could not have had the income
or assets required to fund any significant work on
the church.

APPENDIX

The Medieval View of the Afterlife

Death is not the end of life: that was the teaching
of the church in the 14 century; instead, death
was merely the temporary separation of body and
soul. While the interred earthly body turned to
dust, the soul lived on in one of three places: Hell,
Heaven or Purgatory. Most people could expect to
end up in the latter, a place of pain where, before
the soul could enter heaven, it suffered a prolonged
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but finite sentence to remove the blemish of all the
sins of one’s earthly life which were unconfessed
or insufficiently mitigated by penance. On the
Last Day the soul would be reunited with the body
either in Christ’s new Kingdom on Earth or else
condemned to the perpetual fires of Hell, a scene
depicted in the dramatic doom paintings over the
chancel arch in many churches. The church taught
that three things could reduce or end the pains a
soul was suffering in Purgatory: devout prayers,
alms-giving and the offering of masses; masses
were the most effective of these.”* During every
mass a bell was rung just prior to the elevation,
the moment when the laity could see the Host: this
was followed by the time when prayers for the dead
in Purgatory were said by both the priest and the
laity.”®

Most people tried either before death or in their
wills to shorten their time of suffering in Purga-
tory. The wealthiest founded colleges in univer-
sities, lower down the scale money was given to
the church either for priests or for buildings. Those
with little often bequeathed linen to an altar or an
image.”® A good example of the efforts of the gentry
is provided by Nigel Loryng’s will and the actions
of his relatives and friends after his death. As a
knight, he had participated in several expeditionary
forces to France and Spain: these involved killing
and plundering on a large scale. By confessing all
his activities, Nigel would have hoped to escape
Hell, but he faced a long time of pain in Purgatory.
In his will he left over 235 marks, £170, to pay for
more than 14500 masses to be said for his soul and
that of his wife following his death.”” In addition
his brother, William Loryng, and a friend, John
Braybroke, sought to establish perpetual chantries
at which daily masses would be said for his soul.
The thesis of this paper is that St Edmund’s, Maids
Moreton, was rebuilt by his daughter Margaret and
her husband Thomas Peyvre with a similar aim.
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