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The A n g l o -Saxon  Tower of Bolam church is a major monument of its period, and 
has been described in detail in standard works on the subject.1 The remainder of the 
church consists mainly of medieval work, some of it o f good quality design, and all 
of high interest on account of its variety and the rather complex process by which the 
building has reached its present form. No full account of the church as a whole has 
been published, and there are comparatively few references2, for like other important 
local buildings, Bolam lies outside the area covered by the Northumberland County 
History. The present account has therefore had to be based very largely upon observa
tion and recording of the church itself. A reasonably complete architectural descrip
tion has been aimed at, enabling comparisons to be made with work of similar periods 
at neighbouring churches. No detailed solution of the more difficult problems has 
been possible, but these problems have been identified and assessed in a way which 
it is hoped may prove helpful to future investigators.

The church consists today of a W tower, nave, narrow chancel nearly as long as 
the nave, and a wide S aisle which is continued as a chapel on the S side of the chancel, 
Plate Ilia, and fig. 1. It presents the final form of the medieval church almost intact, 
with few alterations other than the replacement of some early windows by more 
modern ones.

The most striking feature externally is the almost complete Anglo-Saxon tower, 
which requires only brief mention here since full published descriptions with dimen
sions are available.1 Its form is that of the late kind of belfry with windows separated 
into two lights by turned mid-wall shafts, except that at Bolam these are set in 
the third stage of the tower, rather than in the fourth as in the Tyne valley group.

There is one point concerning the structure of the tower which has not so far 
received attention, and that is the change of the character of the walling in its upper 
half. The dividing line is found two courses below the belfry windows, where there 
is an abrupt change from small to large stones, the break being seen on all four sides. 
Further examination shows that in the upper half of the tower the stones are 
uniformly large and there is mostly one quoin per course. In the lower half, the 
stones are predominantly smaller, and usually form two irregular courses per quoin. 
Although this texture change is quite distinct, it is more difficult to establish whether it 
represents work of two different periods. Professor R. N. Bailey pointed out to 
the writer that the tower of St. Mary Bishophill, York, has recently been held to be 
of one build throughout despite a similar change of masonry in the upper stage3.



This leaves the question very much open, although the absence of large stone bands 
from the lower half of the tower at Bolam is possibly more favourable to suc
cessive building periods. A case for two dates in the tower of Bywell St. Andrew was 
put forward some years ago by E. Gilbert4, and if Bolam is added, it would mean 
that four out of the six surviving Anglo Saxon towers in Northumberland have a 
dual structure, since it is clearly displayed at Corbridge and Whittingham. Develop
ment of these towers may well be linked with that of the attached buildings', and the 
evidence from Bolam seems to merit consideration in any general view of their evolu
tion.

Little else remains of the early building phases at Bolam, apart from the angles 
of the nave. Those at the west end have all the appearance of megalithic Anglo Saxon 
quoining. The SW angle has only one face visible, with the S. aisle wall built against 
it. The NW angle is partly exposed inside the vestry, the lower stones being concealed 
by a wooden dado some four feet high. These W. angles are shown in the measured 
drawings figs. 2c, d, and they are generally similar to the W angles of the tower in 
its lower part, fig. 2a, b. The NE angle of the nave stands to a height of about 14 ft, 
and is shown in fig. 2e. It differs considerably from the W angles, consisting of more 
regular side alternate quoining in medium sized stones. The sixth, twelfth and four
teenth stones from ground level have slots, those in the lowest stone being 2" by 2" 
by 3" deep. These are parallel sided, not the dovetail shape characteristic of lewis
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holes, which suggests that they may rather have served the purpose of housing pins 
for some such structure as an altar screen in an earlier church. A similar instance 
has been recorded at Old Bewick.5

In the N. wall of the S. aisle inside the church, and immediately below the bracket 
arch from the aisle into the chapel, is a straight joint about 40" high, marked by the 
arrow in Plate Illb. Its position is in line with the E. face of the chancel arch (see 
plan fig. 3), the visible faces of adjoining stones closely resemble those of the NE 
quoins, and there can be little doubt that this is the remnant of the SE nave angle 
in situ. The difference between the E and W quoins of the nave is illustrated in fig. 2 
c-f, and it implies that there has been rebuilding of the E end. Re-used stones are 
present, but there is little basis for deciding between a pre-conquest or a post conquest 
date for the project.

These angles define an unaisled nave with internal dimensions 39 ft x 15 ft, slightly 
shorter than the 43 ft 6 ins x 14 ft 10 ins of Escomb.1 It is also less elongated than 
the larger naves of Corbridge and Whittingham, and although these indications are 
very slight, they may reflect the rebuilding of the east end at Bolam implied by the 
change in quoining. The axis of the present nave runs about 10° north of east. This 
deflection is not so large as in some other churches bordering the Cheviots such as 
Alnham or Ilderton6, but it is quite distinct from the exact E-W alignment of Norman





churches in the north of the county, and probably indicates that such rebuilding as was 
done at Bolam preserved the original axial line of the Saxon church. The chancel is 
nearly in line, with a southward deflection of about 1° from the nave axis, correspond
ing to a displacement of 8 inches at the E end.

That there was a Norman remodelling of at least the E end of the church is clear 
from the existing chancel arch, and from the traces of a second arch which lie 
beyond it, and it is to these features that we now turn for the continuing architectural 
history of the building. Both arches .have unusual details which deserve a fuller 
review than they have so far received, Plate IV.

The chancel arch is of characteristic design in its main elements, of two orders with 
roll mouldings and quirks, supported by small bulbous scalloped capitals, and con
tinued to ground level by semicircular responds with attached nook shafts. The bases 
are ornamented with small spurs. The arch has a hood of billet moulding, now much 
damaged, and it once possessed small ornaments, by tradition grotesque faces or beak 
heads7, which were hacked away in the nineteenth century. A small head is carved 
on the W angle of the N capital, another on the E angle has been broken away, and 
a third on the capital of the E nook shaft is complete with arms and hands, the faces 
being crudely rendered and of disagreeable aspect. Such details are rare in the dis
trict, and although the neighbouring church of Whalton has heads in a similar position 
on the pier of the N chancel arcade, they are more finely carved, with a calmer ex
pression, and seem to be considerably later in date.

It is the scars on the chancel arch where the ornaments have been removed which 
disclose that it is now in a peculiarly disordered state, implying that mistakes were 
made when it was erected, or perhaps re-erected. Its present state is shown in Plate



IV, where it will be noticed that the ornamented stones are irregularly placed, with 
a wide interval at the north springing of the arch, and two stones adjoining near the 
crown. The ornaments in the outer order are also spaced unevenly, but the net effect is 
to give a symmetrical pattern on either side of the vertical radius of the arch. It looks 
very much as if there had been an attempt to correct the imbalance caused by faulty 
layout of the inner order. Indeed, a relatively slight adjustment using only the existing 
arch stones could yield an entirely regular layout, as shown in fig. 4, provided that the 
inner order is set correctly. It is tempting to suggest that this is the pattern originally 
intended, yet an element of doubt remains, for the usual arrangement of beak heads 
was on adjacent stones, not separated by plain ones, and the projected pattern at 
Bolam must have been most uncommon. If the ornaments resembled human heads, 
similar to the grotesques on the capitals, then the wide spacing may be more accept
able, and finds a partial parallel at Stewkley in Buckinghamshire.8

We have next to consider the evidence for the former existence of a second arch 
situated about 13 ft east of the chancel arch, so as to form a square choir, fig. 3, 
Plate IV. Here, on either side, is a nook shaft with a cushion capital of design similar 
to those attached to the chancel arch. A vertical straight joint with a slight projection 
east of these shafts implies the existence of a N -S cross wall, 23 ins thick, in which 
an arch was formerly set. Above the capitals, built in as a vertical strip where the 
chancel wall thickens, are a number of arch voussoirs with an incised design consisting 
basically of a saltire cross, but with additions and variants on some of the stones, 
fig. 5a.

The design of these voussoirs is of considerable interest inasmuch as they occur at 
several other local sites, although always as re-used fragments and never in a complete 
arch. It seems appropriate to review the known examples here.

1. Bolam, as described above, built in over Norman capitals and in the N and S 
faces of the cross wall. Lightly incised, some of rather complex pattern.

2. West Lilbum.9 Plain saltire crosses, very clearly preserved when discovered, and 
illustrated in the reference quoted. Thought to be the remains o f the chancel arch 
of the now ruined chapel, and of early Norman date.

3. Hartburn. At least four examples, built into the spandrels of the two W arches 
of the nave arcades, on the N  faces. All are plain crosses, lightly incised, and they 
are re-used in masonry that may be the westward extension of an early nave.

4. Woodhorn, where recent excavation by Miss R. B. Harbottle10 recovered a vous- 
soir which “bears a saltire cross outlined by a pair of incised lines.” Much of the core 
of this church is accepted to be Saxon, and there is an early 12C north arcade.

5. Corbridge11, over the west portal of the pre-conquest tower. These stones, which 
are not necessarily of the same kind, form an embedded arch and the ornament has 
been almost removed by weathering.

At Bolam the incised saltire motif is also found on a thick monumental slab resting 
against the S wall of the tower. Most significantly, it occurs on the Saxon imposts 
built into the S porch13, where one of a row of three units has been recessed between 
the arms of the cross to produce the familiar Norman star pattern.

An example of the incised saltire from Stottesdon in Shropshire is illustrated by



Fig. 5. (a) Saltire voussoirs
(b) reconstruction of sanctuary arch.
(c) base moulding of chapel arch.
(d) base moulding of nave arcade.
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Bolam church: Chancel arch.



Pevsner12, whilst a low relief form with pellets comprises the complete inner order of 
the Norman chancel arch at Kilpeck in Herefordshire. Unfortunately these examples 
do not clarify the dating of the incised forms, which so far seem to be associated with 
either Saxon or indeterminately early Norman work.

One or two of the Bolam stones retain their voussoir shape, so. it is possible to 
determine the alignment of the pattern with respect to the arch circumference, fig. 5. 
Since the design is frequently made up of two opposed V shaped elements instead of 
a true cross, the result is to suggest a double zigzag pattern when the stones are placed 
together. Fig. 5b suggests the appearance of the arch at its springing; the present short 
responds may have rested upon pedestals as at West Lilburn.9

When a pair of arches defines the choir space of a small Norman church, they are 
commonly of similar design as at Seaton Delaval, or Elkstone in Gloucestershire. At 
Bolam, the remains of the sanctuary arch suggest that it was dissimilar to the 
chancel arch, although its responds were a fairly close match. An extreme instance 
of dissimilarity occurs at Heddon, the result of stepwise conversion of an earlier build
ing, and the arches at Bolam may also have been built successively, perhaps with re
used voussoirs from an earlier arch. We cannot be certain that this was so without 
supporting evidence, because the existence of a plain sanctuary arch at Kilpeck, and 
a less decorated one at Old Bewick, suggests that the eastern arch sometimes received 
less emphasis even when the arches were contemporary.

The E end of the early chancel at Bolam no longer exists, but the fragmentary form 
of a larger chancel can be recovered on the outside of the building, marked by the 
presence of two pilaster strips and a chamfered plinth. The plinth begins where the N. 
chancel wall joins the nave, and may be followed eastwards until it returns round 
the pilaster midway along the N. wall. The plinth continues eastwards, being 
overbuilt by a narrow buttress near the E angle, then apparently continuing at a lower 
level. It returns across the E face of the chancel, and may be followed westwards 
along the S face. 12 ft from the SE corner of the chancel, there is an upward step 
following the change in level of the ground, and then a pilaster opposite to the one on 
the N side. This is now overbuilt by the E wall of the chapel, but the plinth can be 
seen to return round it, and its face forms a straight joint 6" south from the chancel 
wall, behind a downcomer from the valley gutter above.

The relationship of these pilasters to the plinth, and the fact that they are exactly 
opposite, suggests that they are part of an overall design. If, as decorative features, 
they were placed at the mid-points of the N and S walls, the pilaster chancel would 
have been as long as the present one. This would be unusually long for a 12C 
chancel, but although angle pilasters are absent, there is no very evident discontinuity 
in the lower parts of the walls, nor in the plinth, as would be expected if there had been 
a later extension. The entire pilaster chancel may in fact represent the second 
phase of Norman building at the E. end.

On the N side of the chancel there is a second lower plinth projecting about 5" 
and traceable for 24 ft E from the nave angle, where it terminates abruptly, being 
continued as a course flush with the wall face. The end of the projection does not 
appear to correlate with any existing features, and it may therefore pre-date the



Bolam church: view o f south arcade

present chancel. Its occurrence on the S side is uncertain, and for the mom ent it can 
only be identified as a problem for future study.

A considerable remodelling o f the church took place towards the end o f the 12C, 
the main feature being the new S aisle to the nave o f about 1180-1200. It was divided  
from the nave by a handsome arcade o f three semi-circular arches, supported by 
quatrefoil keeled columns, Plate V. The arches are o f two orders without chamfers, 
the capitals plain and concave with square abaci, the bases provided with a simple 
moulding conform ing to the shape o f the columns. The standard o f design and 
workmanship is high, and the regular courses o f well cut stones above the arches 
differ from the rougher walling o f the E and N sides o f the nave. The thickness o f  
the arches and o f the W respond is about 3T \ but the E respond is only 27", so that 
the whole S wall may have been rebuilt apart from the fragment adjoining the early 
SE angle. On the side towards the nave there are some short straight joints sym 
metrically placed above the central columns, which may mark the position o f former 
windows.

This arcade is unique in the parish churches o f Northumberland, in the sense that 
there is no other surviving example o f the period em ploying clustered columns. Only 
in the chancel arch at Longframlington can we see a comparable effect o f  lightness,



arising from the use of delicate detached shafts combined with the round arch. At 
Bolam, this is achieved by the vertical light and shade pattern produced by the keeled 
columns, together with the general fitness of proportion. The elements of the design 
were of course being used in the larger abbey churches of northern England, and the 
skilful adaptation to the smaller scale of Bolam suggests a designer of the first rank. 
He may have been familiar with contemporary work at Hexham or Newminster, the 
latter distant only some six miles to the east.

The original S aisle was probably soon extended one bay eastwards by the arch 
opening into the chancel. This is similar in construction to the nave arcade, differing 
in that the arch orders are chamfered and the responds have plain semi-octagonal 
caps. We can accept the early date for the arch implied by Pevsner14, noting that the 
best evidence seems to be the base moulding of the E respond, which differs only 
slightly from that of the nave arcade, fig. 5c, d.

The door into the S aisle evidently goes with the arcade, because it has roughly 
contemporary ornament combined with a round arch. It has an outer hood with tri
angular pyramid and a profusion of dogtooth in two orders. The outer strip of dog
tooth fails to join at the springing of the arch by a matter of two or three inches, 
which may be a mistake by the carver, or a result of moving the door when the S 
aisle was widened. There is an interesting similarity to the S door at Hartburn, where 
dogtooth is again freely used, but correctly set, and the arch is pointed to match the 
13C nave arcades.

At some time after the middle of the 13C, the eastern half of the chancel was pro
vided with three new windows, and this may have involved some rebuilding. The lower 
part of the S and E chancel walls contain small weathered stones with two narrow 
courses, the upper of which, 5'9" above the base course, carries the sills of the windows. 
There is a change above that stage to more level coursing with larger stones. The win
dows have uniform plain arches internally with large jamb stones, and all three 
appear to be of similar workmanship and date.

The triple lancets of the E end may be placed in quite a close typological sequence 
as follows:

Site: Type of grouping:
Haydon old church widely separate round head slits.
Bellingham widely separate pointed slits.
Rothbury close spaced lancets, separate externally and

internally.
Bolam close spacing, separate externally, under one arch

internally.
Whitley chapel doubtfully original, but suggesting triple lancets

under one arch. (The double light form exists at 
Aydon castle, c. 1295.)

Newbiggin earliest bar tracery, derived from close lancet
grouping in single opening.

These windows extend in date from late 12C to early 14C, and the Bolam set falls



within the later development of the styles. The very elementary tracery of the 
two-light window in the S wall could have been introduced at about the same time, 
although this simple style continued long in use for aisle and belfry windows of the less 
elaborate kind.

The triple sedilia beneath the S window are very plain but appear to be con
temporary with it. The thicker walls E of the sanctuary arch have very irregular 
masonry internally, and there are traces of straight joints or jambs, 54" E of the arch 
spurs and 35" above floor level on both sides, the purpose of which is difficult to assign.

Evidence of considerable building activity in the early 14C is to be found in the S 
aisle and chapel. There is a wide pointed transverse arch between the chapel and the 
aisle carried upon semi-octagonal moulded brackets. This arch has spread and thrust 
over the S aisle wall, an event which may be due to the additional load imposed 
by the W gable of the chapel, by comparison with that of the aisle roof. The 
existence of this gable in the 14C seems certain, because the head of the two light win
dow in its S wall rises to a considerably higher level than that of the adjoining aisle 
wall. This window, and the one in the western part of the N chancel wall have internal 
drop arches with heavy chamfered ribs, unlike the eastern chancel windows. They 
appear to have been built by a different hand, and this is consistent with their being 
of a somewhat later date. Their heads are monolithic, in the preferred local manner.15 
Of about the same period is the trefoil headed niche in the E wall, probably originally 
intended for a statue, but at some period equipped with hinged doors.

The external lower courses of the S aisle wall run continuously to the SE corner, 
where they return without a break along the E face of the chapel. Internally, there 
is no apparent break beneath the bracket arch, so that both aisle and chapel walls 
appear to be of one build. If they date with the S arcade, the 14C features would 
be insertions, and this is possible although unlikely as regards the bracket arch. How
ever, a width of over 11 ft seems too great for a late 12C aisle in a building of this 
size. There is also evidence of re-used material in the walls, a medieval grave cover 
being built into the internal S wall of the chapel E of the two light window, and 
another externally in the E gable N of the round headed window. The most 
straightforward interpretation therefore is that the S aisle was widened and combined 
with the chapel in the 14C. On this view, there must have been an earlier narrow S 
aisle with an extension eastward along the chancel, and traces of it may survive in 
the chamfered weathering over the arcade and, perhaps, parts of the vesica and slit 
in the E chapel wall.

Inside the chapel, and over the arch into the chancel, is a projecting course, 
chamfered on its lower edge as if to accommodate sloping roof beams seated on 
the projecting corbels immediately below. This course could possibly be an earlier 
valley gutter, for though it is now built over by the raised wall, the point at which 
it formerly emerged can be distinguished externally at the E end about 18" below the 
existing gutter.

The N wall has been thickened so that the arch into the chancel is now unsym- 
metrical with, in effect, an additional order on the S side, the face being flush with 
the angle of the early nave, fig. 3. This order has in its W respond a pillar stone



30" high by 10" by 11", which could have come from an earlier doorway, Plate Illb. 
The date of the thickening is somewhat problematical, but the original S choir wall is 
only 27" thick, and there may have been signs of instability after the arch had been 
broken through. Indeed, the opening was eventually blocked up, for in the record 
of the visitation of 11th November 1762 we read16 “ 18. The Arch to be opened between 
the Chancel and the Short flat-Choir.” Part of the blocking appears in Wilson’s plan 
of 18702, and its removal may have been the reason for insertion of new voussoirs 
in the crown o f the arch on the S side. These may be distinguished from the 
others by being cut so that each stone spans two orders of the arch.

These operations brought the church to the form in which we see it at the present 
day, later alterations being mainly concerned with improvements in lighting. The 
earliest is the two light window with a Tudor head in the N nave wall, which may 
have been without an opening until this time. The visitation of 1762 again records16 
“ 16. The two lowest windows in the Belfry to be opened out and Glazed.” The 
Georgian Gothic windows of the S aisle may also be of about this time, and when 
they were inserted opportunity seems to have been taken to correct the outward tilt of 
the wall by rebuilding the top three courses, leaving an offset externally. The pulpit 
now benefits from a two light Victorian window modelled on that of the chapel S wall, 
and provided by the Revd. S. S. Meggison before 1870. The small slit window high 
in the S nave wall in the position of a rood window is more puzzling and its cor
belled sill seems designed to support a much weightier structure. In its present form, 
it can be no earlier than the parapet of the nave, which breaks forward to form a 
frame. It can only light the space over the chancel arch, and could even have been 
inserted to illuminate the texts referred to at the visitation of 18th July 1760, where 
we read16 “6. A new screen or partition to be fixed between the Chancel and the 
body of the Church; and the Creed, the Lord’s Prayer or 10 Commandments placed 
over it.” That some less sensitive alterations were made is clear from Hodgson’s 
illustration of about 18252, which shows a chimney protruding from the chapel roof. 
It survived long enough to be photographed, but has happily disappeared.

Having now surveyed the main architectural features of the church, it is time to 
review so far as we can the dating and sequence of the various building events.

It is particularly difficult to establish the exact sequence of building in the early 
development of the E end of the church, due to the absence of details which can be 
closely or reliably dated, and to the rather complex evolution of that part which is E 
of the chancel arch. The Norman modifications no doubt converted the plan to a 
square choir with an eastern arch leading into a sanctuary, and it may be assumed 
to be this arch which survives in fragments. The building may have been done in 
stages, with some re-use of old materials. The wall thickness chart fig. 6, gives 
some guidance in interpretation, and the first point to notice is the very thin walling 
at the SE nave angle and the original N and S walls of the square choir. The choir 
walls could be accepted as pre-conquest if it were not for the continuous chamfered 
plinth extending E on the N side to engage the mid wall pilaster. The 24" width of 
the latter, taken with its build, appears to be incompatible with Saxon work17 and 
a more likely alternative seems to be that the walls belong to an extended chancel



Fig. 6. Wall thickness diagram of Chancel. (Figures in inches, not drawn to scale.)

of which the western part was rebuilt on early foundations, and reverted to the 
normal wider gauge when the part E of the sanctuary was constructed. This pilaster 
chancel was probably a single scheme representing the second phase of Norman 
work, the upper part of its E gable and S wall being perhaps rebuilt when the 13C 
windows were added.

The chancel in its final 13C form is of special interest by reason of its proportions. 
Examination of the dimensions of 13C chancels in Northumberland shows that 
Bolam, with 480 sq ft, is one of three with an area little more than half the average 
of about 800 sq ft, the others being Whalton and Bywell S Peter. Whalton only just 
comes within the date bracket and had extra space in its N chapel, but Bywell is almost 
identical in form with Bolam. Both are unusually narrow, and it seems that the 
considerable extension was to provide sufficient floor space. At Bywell, the probability 
is that a porticus existed on the S as well as on the N side19 when the chancel was 
extended, and the presence of such a building at Bolam is not excluded, although 
unlikely to be established without excavation. Taken with the narrowness of the early 
nave, this may account for the form of the chancel.



By the time that the 13C chancel had been completed, a S aisle had already been 
added to the nave. Its extension to form a chapel on the S side of the chancel, and 
later rebuilding in a wider form, is not a common feature locally, but there are a 
few other examples which show progressive stages of development. The nearest 
instance is the adjoining parish church of Whalton, where there are two bays of round 
arches on the N side of the chancel, supported by a central pillar with elaborate dog
tooth ornament. At Lesbury there are also two bays of late 12C design on the N side 
of the chancel, forming a continuation of the N aisle of the nave. At Whalton, the E 
bays were later widened to form the present Ogle chapel, leaving a narrower N aisle, 
but at Bolam we see the whole aisle rebuilt to the width of the chapel. Its width was 
then comparable to that of the nave, and the intention may have been to compen
sate for the rather small area of the latter. At Widdrington about the same period, 
a similar extension was built having a continuous lean-to roof along nave and chancel, 
a development probably due to the short nave, which may already have lost its 
western bay. The development at Bolam from a narrow S aisle with an eastward 
extension, rebuilt as a 14C gable ended chapel opening into a widened aisle, can 
therefore be matched at all stages of development in local churches of both 
earlier and later build. We may therefore say in summary, that while the later 
medieval development of Bolam was somewhat unusual for the district, it was not 
by any means unique.

It is likely that the rebuilding of the chapel was put in hand by the Raymes 
family, who were established at Shortflatt by 1305, when they obtained licence to cren- 
ellate the tower which still stands there. The scheme may have been initiated by the 
need for repairs, between intervals of damage and neglect, which was the common 
pattern in local church building from the commencement of the wars of Scottish suc
cession. In a similar way, the Ogles attached their name to the chancel chapel at Whal
ton, and their shield of arms appears in the S aisle wall. It is thus quite appropriate 
that Robert Raymes’ effigy should lie today in the S aisle chapel at Bolam.

Long before, towards the end of the 12C, the building of the S aisle arcade may 
have coincided with the active years of Walter fitz Gilbert, a man of known wealth 
and property who died in 120618. Yet concerning the Anglo-Saxon community at 
Bolam, which was able to support a large and important church of its day, very little 
information seems to have survived. Such questions as these lie beyond the scope 
of an architectural study, but they are prompted by it, and serve to remind us that much 
is still to be learned of Bolam and its church.
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