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“The latter glory of this house shall be greater than the former, says 
the Lord of hosts. And in this place I will give peace, declares the 
Lord of hosts.”  Haggai 2:9 
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A.  Introduction 

 

 

Some seven years ago our Parochial Church Council set out some strategic 
aims for ourselves as a church community called by God to serve our 
community and to spread God’s word and love.  We have made determined 
efforts to be outward looking and address our wider community and its 
concerns rather than expect it to come to us.  And we have had some 
notable success in this. 

 

We want to build on the historical and spiritual heritage of All Saints Rayne 
and develop the church building as a local centre of worship and mission, fit 
for today’s and future generations. We have made plans for how we can 
grow our church community into the future as the people of God and for 
how we can equip and adapt our building to help us in our task. 

 

Accordingly, this document sets out our considered vision, garnered after 
much discussion, investigation and research.  It is precisely because we 
have come to understand the beauty, heritage and Christian witness 
invested in our church building in the past that we feel we must take the 
steps of continuing those acts of faith to continue to make it relevant into 
the future. 
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B.  Our aspirations: 

 

A. To make our church building a more effective, functional and 
beautiful place to allow us to fulfil the 5 marks of mission into the 
future.1 

B. To encourage more people to use our church more often and to feel 
comfortable in staying longer. 

C. To inspire, draw in and serve the wider community of Rayne better. 

D. To make our church building more energy efficient and to reduce 
our carbon footprint.  

 

 

 

                                            
 

1 
To proclaim the Good News of the Kingdom 
To teach, baptise and nurture new believers  
To respond to human need by loving service  
To seek to transform unjust structures of society, to challenge violence of every 
kind and to pursue peace and reconciliation 
To strive to safeguard the integrity of creation and sustain and renew the life of 
the earth 
(Bonds of Affection-1984 ACC-6 p49, Mission in a Broken World-1990 ACC-8 
p101 
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C.  What we want to do with our church building: 

 

 

1. To make the nave a totally flexible space that can be used in many 
different ways for different types of worship and other events. 
(A,B,C) 

2.  To make provision for a nave altar near the chancel arch as a 
Eucharistic focus.          (A) 

3. To install a drop-down projector screen centrally in the chancel arch 
which may be viewed comfortably by all members of the 
congregation.  To install a digital projector and connection points in 
appropriate locations.       (A,B) 
  

4. To create the Nave as a general purpose area and where youngsters 
can be comfortably looked after during worship. (A, B) 

5. To install a servery area and facilities for the preparation and serving 
of refreshments.        (A, B,D) 

6. To move the font to a more appropriate place in the building and at 
the same time to make it more accessible and safe to use.   (A,B,C)  

7. To install a glass screen and doors between the tower porch and 
nave in order to reduce heat loss.    (A, B, C,D) 

8. To improve the heating, lighting, projection and audio provision.         
         (A,B,C,D) 

9. To integrate the Quinquennial repairs including repair decaying 
plaster within the church interior, decorate the interior of the church 
building with lime wash and light colour paint to the ceiling and roof 
structure.        (A, B,D) 
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D.  How we built up our picture of our needs for All 
Saints’ church in Rayne 

These exercises and steps have been proceeded upon jointly with Rev. Doctor Julie 
Nelson, priest in charge, and all members of PCC over a number of years.  Julie was fully 
involved in all PCC deliberations and decision making.  Rev. Canon Beth Bendrey has 
now taken over this involvement and responsibility as incumbent. 

 

1. November 2010.  PCC “away day” to consider our use of the building, our 
patterns and styles of worship and our wider aspirations for the role of our 
church in the community of Rayne.   We considered what our mission priorities 
should be and what kind of church we should become – outgoing, inclusive and 
welcoming and a recognisable force to the good in our community. 

2. Feb/March 2011.   Appreciative Enquiry exercise offered to all members of our 
church family by Revd. Julie.  Everyone was asked questions about the church 
and their feelings about it.  Results were collated and discussed by PCC.  There 
was also a worship questionnaire for all members of the congregation. 

3. September 2011.  Consultation event held in the church for all members of the 
local community in with visual displays and paperwork to stimulate thinking.  
Displayed 3 A1 sized picture boards of visualisations.  A ‘brain-storming’ exercise 
with all options considered to see what might be possible. 

4. The consultation written returns from that event were collated and studied by 
PCC and informed our plans for how to proceed with the project. 

5. February 15th 2012. Visits by PCC members to 4 recently re-ordered Essex 
churches when we took the opportunity to talk to church members there about 
their experiences.  Produced a DVD record of the evidence from this.  (Written 
summary also available.) 

6. December 2012.  Presentation to the congregation of PCC’s thinking in 
December 2012 with invitation for responses and reactions. 

7. 2011 and 2012.  Use of large display boards to show proposals in the church and 
at several large village gatherings e.g. the Village Fete 2011 and 2012.  
Discussions between PCC members and members of the public stimulated by 
these displays. 

8. November 8th 2013.  PCC formally agreed the following resolution: ”The PCC 
agrees to engage Stephen Claydon architect to proceed …. to produce a 
specification for approval by the PCC and for a Faculty Petition, to seek tenders 
for PCC to seek grants.” 

9. December 2014 (1st Draft).  Publication of document “All Saints Church 
Statement of Need” which detailed the rationale for the re-ordering project in 
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close detail.  Displayed in church lobby ever since and sent to all members of 
PCC.  Currently on 11th draft and kept updated.  (Copies available.)    Available on 
church website. 

10. January/February 2015.  Examples of furniture from nearby churches were put 
on display in All Saints church for visitors and worshippers to consider. 

11. 4th January 2015.  PCC inspected the architectural plans and discussed all aspect 
of the project.  Members of the working group explained their recommendations 
and answered questions raised about aspects of the project:  chancel decoration, 
choir/rood screen, projector and screen, flooring, nave altar, seating, server 
area, glazed screen, lighting, heating, redecoration.  All PCC members present 
voted to accept the recommendations of the project group (recorded in PCC 
minutes). 

12. February 1st 2015.  A presentation about the plans to members of the 
congregation.  Questions were taken and discussion was invited.  A PowerPoint 
presentation showing visualisations of the plans was shown and discussed.  
Poster in the church lobby: “What Are Our Needs?”. 

13. February 1st 2015.  Rev. Julie Nelson distributed her briefing leaflet to the 
congregation: “All Saints Rayne Reordering Project: Summary of plans and the 
reasons behind them”. (Copies available.) 

14. March 8th 2015.  “Come and See the Plans Information Afternoon” held in the 
church 2.30-4.30 p.m.  Notices displayed for this at the traffic lights, Post Office 
and on church notice boards.  Display boards throughout the church showing 
visualisations/coloured pictures of the plans and detailed display labels of all 
topics and ideas, including the Statement of Need and the Statement of 
Significance.  Members of PCC on hand to discuss the plans with the public.  
Rolling computer display of video animations in the chancel area to show the 
plans in clear perspective.  58 villagers attended and chatted.  No objections 
reported by any PCC member on hand to help. 

15. March 20th 2015.  Visit of Rayne schoolchildren to see the “Come and See the 
Plans” display (two classes and their teachers).  Subsequently they returned a 
survey conducted at the school’s initiative showing overwhelming support for 
the project by the students. (Copy available).  

16. Spring/Summer 2015.  Offer made via church notices, Rayne in Focus and 
website to show the display materials to any individuals who wished to see and 
discuss them at 22 the Maltings.  Several church members and one other person 
availed themselves of this opportunity.  This remains on offer. 

17. Articles in the Village magazine “Rayne in Focus” explaining our ideas and 
inviting responses.  This included a public notice about the March 8th Information 
Afternoon. 
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18. Plans, visualisations and videos presented on the All Saints’ Rayne website at 
various stages over the years, updating as necessary.  This is viewable there at 
time of writing. 

19. April 15th 2015.  Presentation of plans and visualisation displays at Annual 
Meeting of Rayne Parish Council. 

20. 10th July 2015.  PCC considered DAC’s formal advice.  PCC members agreed to 
apply for one combined faculty for all these works, including removal of the 
chancel screen.  All PCC members present voted to accept the recommendations 
of the project group (recorded in PCC minutes). 

21. 30th August 2015.  Formal discussion and decision making by PCC members on 
the specific wording of the faculty petition to the Chancellor.   All PCC members 
present voted to accept the recommendations of the project group and agreed 
the wording of the petition (recorded in PCC minutes). 

22. Gained advice from the Diocesan Advisory Committee (DAC) as a result of their 
three visits to All Saints.  We have also benefitted from the advice and insights of 
2 successive archdeacons.  Gained advice from English Heritage, the Victorian 
Society, the Church Buildings Council and professional heating engineers, 
electricians and audio-visual experts. 

23. Frequent verbal and written updates to All Saints’ Rayne PCC over the last 5 
years and discussion with our PCC at all stages.  All decisions were formally taken 
at full meetings of PCC.  Rev. Julie Nelson was a leading and active member of 
the working group at all times until her retirement.  Rev. Beth Bendrey attended 
a meeting to be brought up to date on the project. 

24. September/October 2015.  Formal faculty notices displayed in church as per 
legal requirements.  Also on church notice-board.  Plans and documentation 
displayed at back of church also as per legal requirements.  Congregation advised 
of this. 

25. September 2016.  Display of visualisation pictures and labels in the church to 
publicise the proposals to refurbish the church building. 

26. November 2017. Gave a presentation to our congregation of the latest form of 
the project. 

27. December 2017. Gave out publicity leaflets relating to the refurbishment project 
at Christmas events and services held at All Saints church. 

28. November-December 2017.  Mounted a Refurbishment update notice board in 
the church. 

29. December 2017.  Published information pages relating to the project on the 
church website. 
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E.  Recent trends and changes at All Saints’ Rayne. 

 
We hope that this section will offer some background and explanation for our statement 
of need. 

 

 
1. Nave altar.  For many years now the high altar in the chancel has not been the 

focus for the preparation of the Eucharist at the main 9.30 service.  Eucharist is 
prepared at the east end of the nave on a table which is too small and not 
appropriate for this purpose either in size or construction. In addition we have 
also more recently made it an occasional practice to distribute the Eucharistic 
elements to communicants as they stand/sit in a semi-circle at the east end of the 
nave.  None of this is ideal as the available space is cramped by the pews at 
present. 

 

2. Café Church.  This more informal form of church service has been an occasional 
style of worship we have used.  This has occasioned the serving of food and hot 
drinks as well as an informal layout of tables and seating at the front of the 
church, where space is very limited.  At present tables and chairs must be brought 
down from the Old Schoolroom for these services.  Flexible seating in the church 
would enable us to develop Café Church in the future.  Level flooring would also 
assist this aim. 

 

3. Messy church.  This has become a regular and valued way of working with the 
families with children.  We have used the nave and the west end of the chancel 
for all aspects of creative craftwork, worship and the serving of meals to 
participants.  This has made clear our need for flexible seating, display space and 
washing and basic food preparation facilities and for a flexible and level space to 
eat the shared meal which is an important part of Messy Church.  At the moment 
we have to put boards over the pews to create extemporary tables and surfaces 
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and we carry tables and chairs and other equipment from the Old School Room in 
the village.  

The use of computer projector is an important aid to assist worship during this 
kind of ministry.  Using it has been rather difficult, even hazardous, in its location 
on a trolley amongst the craft activities. We would welcome permanent 
professional arrangement for this along with wireless technology to make for 
easy and safe use of IT, projector and PA systems all of which are used in many 
churches in contemporary times.  

 

 

 

4. Small group activities.  In recent times we have put more emphasis on extending 
Christian learning and development through strategies such as ‘Long Church’ 
(teaching and discussion sessions in church after the main service) and the 
‘Emmaus’ and’ Pilgrim ‘Christian nurture courses.  In addition we have 
occasionally been running early morning Communion services before our main 
service.  A monthly contemplative prayer group meets in the church during the 
summer months.  A small group of worshippers conduct morning prayers in the 
church once a week.    All these activities would benefit from increased flexibility 
in the general layout of the nave. 

 

5. Laity.  We make much more use of lay members of the congregation in services 
of worship, especially as communion assistants, intercessors and assisting in all 
age worship.  A more flexible and open aspect to the nave in terms of seating and 
layout would further encourage members of the congregation to actively involve 
themselves in our acts of worship and other activities. 

 

6. Baptisms.  These have increased in number over the last few years and we are 
calculating that this will lead to increased youth work (Messy Church, Sunday Fun 
Club) in the relatively near future.  Our font layout and location are presently in a 
dark part of the church and are not in a prime position in the light of our order of 
service and the importance of this rite to us.  In addition, the extreme height of 
the font and depth of its bowl present problems in terms of safety.  At present the 
Priest in charge has to stand on a wooden box placed on a step; this is seen to be 
an unsafe practice both for her and for children who are being baptised. 

 

7. Age of our congregation.  An increasingly large number of our congregation are 
elderly, some with hearing and sight issues.  Some do not attend at all because of 
issues of lack of comfort relating to perceived poor heating and uncomfortable 
seating.  In effect this is limiting access for those who are disabled.  There is a WC 
for the disabled, but there are steps and narrow aisles to hinder access.  Access to 
the sanctuary is up three steps starting from the nave – making the traditional 
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way of receiving communion difficult for the infirm.  The PCC are preparing an 
Access Audit and this will give details of how improvements might be made. 

Despite the recent introduction of a heating system parts of the church are cold 
and draughty, and the worship area would benefit from a draught screen 
between the nave and the tower.  Comfortable and accessible chairs would help 
some disabled people.  Some chairs with arms would be of assistance to some. 

 

 

 

8. Community events.  We have made determined efforts to draw in our local, 
often non-worshipping, community and make ourselves relevant to them.  We 
have run 3 consecutive Christmas Tree festivals in the church building as well as a 
Flower Festival and a History Festival.  The existing arrangements for display and 
floor space as well as facilities for the preparation of food are a limitation for us.  
Again, we have had to resort to using boarding laid on the tops of the pew backs 
to create display surfaces for the exhibits.  On occasion we have erected a 
marquee in front of the church to help with catering but this has not been ideal.  
The PCC wish to continue these kinds of events, and a totally flexible layout for the 
nave would offer a considerably welcome opportunity for this. 

 

9. Increasing population.  There has been a substantial increase in the population of 
the village of Rayne and adjoining areas (e.g. the most recent Sun Lido Gardens 
and Foundry Court housing developments alone represent 160 households).  This 
offers us the opportunity to offer the use of the church building to many more 
people. We want our church to be as warm, welcoming and flexible as possible in 
order that we can better serve this growing population. 

 

10. Environmental awareness.  We are mindful of our impact on the environment, 
especially in the area of energy conservation.  We have become concerned by the 
amount of heat we lose, especially in the draught from our west door and tower 
area.  A permanent draught screen would solve this problem; glazed for 
daylighting and views through to the nave.  The PCC is reviewing the lighting 
scheme with a lighting consultant and fittings are being considered by the church 
architect - these fittings allow for LED’s as well as traditional tungsten lamps to be 
installed. 

 

11. Visual display and audio (PA) reinforcement.  We regularly enhance worship 
with visual display with an ad hoc arrangement of extension cables, projector on 
a small trolley and projection screen mounted on the choir (rood) screen.  
Although we are a visual culture and this arrangement works, it is far from ideal 
with the projector in the way of flag parades and small children!  There is a need 
for integration of the visual display and the PA and the hearing aid loop to aid 
worship and give more flexibility in teaching – in slide shows, bible verse displays, 
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hymn lyrics, power-point presentations for sermons. In addition, strong early 
morning and midday sunlight through two windows on the south side detract 
from projected displays at the moment as well as being an uncomfortable 
nuisance to those sitting at the front.   
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F.  Our needs as a church: 

 

 

 

1. To provide a more flexible space for worship, teaching, fellowship and to 
proclaim the Good News of the Kingdom. 

2. To provide a nave altar in a clearly designated area at the East end of the nave 
near the chancel arch.  This would enhance our Eucharistic worship and provide 
a visual symbol of the centrality of the Eucharist to our church life.  A clearly 
demarcated area around this altar would give a sense of appropriate ‘sacred 
space’. 

3. To provide flexible seating and other furniture for a variety of different services, 
prayer meetings, teaching and social events.  This also aids access for the 
disabled. 

The existing situation of fixed pews and uneven flooring is not working well for 
us in terms of more flexible liturgies and outgoing and interactive styles of 
worship like Good Friday prayer stations, Messy Church or Café Church.  We 
would like to replace these elements with a clear, gently sloping floor up to the 
chancel (to eliminate uneven flooring) and with appropriate individual and 
comfortable seating which can be moved, stacked and stored away if necessary.  
In time we will need storage space where the chairs can be stored for those 
occasions when we need the nave to be cleared; for special events or festivals, 
for example. 

a. The pews and uneven flooring are an obstruction in many ways, 
especially with wheelchairs and pushchairs.  This is especially true in the 
areas near the sound-desk, the lectern and the font and at the chancel 
arch. 

b. The pews do not allow people to slip in and out to involve themselves in 
different activities. The present seating is uncomfortable, leading to lack 
of easy concentration and full involvement in worship or non-attendance. 
Many of the pews are too close together; possibly they were designed for 
people of a smaller stature. Flexible seating would allow small group 
activities or seating in a circle or similar configurations. 
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c. The pew lay-out encourage a passive “them and us” approach to worship 
(vicar-congregation) rather than a more collaborative and active 
approach to further involve the laity. 

d. Flexible seating would allow floor space to be used for children’s 
activities, café church, exhibitions and displays far more effectively. 

4. The flooring is stepped, apparently haphazard in design and damaged in some 
areas.  It needs to be replaced in one, unified style. The proposal is to retain the 
floor if possible for its historic fabric and to add a new floor with a demarcated 
area around the nave altar. 

5. To provide a warm and comfortable interior for the frail, for children, for visitors 
and for the congregation in general. 

6. We need to relocate our font to a more visible part of the nave where the 
ceremony of baptism may be more easily witnessed by families and the 
congregation.  Arrangements need to be made to ensure that people conducting 
baptisms can stand comfortably and in a way that can assure safety to 
themselves and to people involved in the ceremony. 

7. We need a safe and purpose-made refreshment preparation and servery area.  
Presently, arrangements are rather haphazard, even dangerous with boiling 
water being prepared adjacent to the current children’s area.  There are 
inadequate facilities for washing crockery (at present washing up water and 
drinking water is brought in from a tap in the toilet).  There is no refrigerated 
storage for milk etc. 

 
8. We need provision for computer display or projection in a more professional and 

user friendly style than we are able to manage at present.  This needs to be 
comfortable to view, serviceable but without imposing itself on the eye when 
not in use.  In addition to the reasons above, theological and historical, if it were 
to remain the chancel screen would prevent us positioning the double-drop 
projector screen that we would like to install behind the chancel arch (so that it 
is out of sight when not in use). 

9. We need a more flexible and reliable public address system and extended 
hearing aid loop. 

10. The church interior is in a generally poor state of repair and needs plastering and 
painting with appropriate materials.  The nave (including the ceiling) needs to 
look and feel cleaner and brighter so that available light can be reflected more 
effectively. 
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11. Attention needs to be given to the electrical supply around the building and 
especially some areas where the lighting does not at present help worshippers to 
see very clearly their bibles, hymn books, service booklets or study materials.  
The font is particularly badly served by lighting in its present location. 

12. To make the building more energy efficient and to make our lighting and heating 
system more effective for worshippers and for visitors to the building. To reduce 
draughts from the west door into the nave and chancel. 
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G. Developing the ideas into our design: 
Some examples of how we approached some of our decision making. 
 

 

 

Redecoration 
of chancel 
and 
sanctuary 

We originally thought that the restoration of the fine, artistic decorated details 
in this area should be included in our project but on advice from our architect 
realised that this would need specialised and expensive work.  Therefore we 
have restricted this to repairing our ‘flagging’ sections of sanctuary ceiling.  
Initially we will be concentrating on the sanctuary ceiling with the rest of the 
chancel to follow. 
 
 

The Tower We considered a false ceiling but were convinced by DAC that this was not a 
good plan as it would create a ‘corridor’ feel to the entrance area. 
 
 

Projection 
screen 

We have considered a range of possibilities: a fixed screen on the NE 
corner, screens on SE corners, plasma screens.  DAC chairman suggested 
the use of hand-held tablets but this was not felt to be appropriate or 
practical. We rejected our architect’s advice to locate the screen on the NE 
area of the nave as this would be uncomfortable tor viewing and would be 
blocked by the pulpit stand and lamp in that area. We settled on the 
professional advice to implement the most effective and least obtrusive 
(when not in use) solution.  Accordingly, we have decided upon the best 
position for the projection screen as being in the middle of the chancel arch 
in the space currently occupied by the chancel screen.  This arrangement 
would offer a clear and convenient view to all members of the congregation 
without any neck strain and could also be folded away neatly behind the 
chancel arch. 
 

Pulpit and 
Font 

We considered moving both of these important features to the SE corner.   
This was suggested in order that the pulpit would not then interrupt a view of 
a projection screen mounted on the NE wall.  We decided that the move of 
the font had a great deal to commend it (see above) but rejected the move of 
the pulpit (screen better placed centrally, worries of cramping these 2 
features in too small a space.) 
 

Children’s 
area 

We had initially envisaged the creation of separate, discrete area where 
children might be kept engaged during services.  In fact, as our ideas for 
flexibility of seating and floor layout developed we realised that we could 
simply organise seating, space, tables etc. on a more extemporary basis.  
We have abandoned the plan for a static children’s ‘zone’. 
 

Heating We have considered various options: replacing our present heating system 
with a ‘wet-system’, supplementing the present system with wall mounted 
infra-red heaters, underfloor heating.  We are persuaded by professional 
advice to improve our present system with the addition of heaters and more 
efficient piping to supply gas to them. 
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Positioning 
of Glass 
Screen 

We considered (and rejected) the idea of a glass vestibule at the west door as 
this would be far too restrictive and awkward.  DAC supported this decision at 
their first meeting (Although one representative mooted this idea again on DAC’s 
3rd visit.)  We were concerned about not impinging on the tower area and 
intruding on its historical character.  DAC offered advice on this matter, 
concerned that the arch would not be visible from inside the nave and we have 
worked with our architect to find a good solution.  Our compromise solution 
would be to use no timber framing above the door height of the glass screen, 
therefore leaving the arch clearly visible above this point from inside the nave. 
 

The floor We have considered a variety of possibilities in order to produce a pleasing and 
serviceable floor area for the nave.  We considered the acoustic and visual 
properties of different materials such as stone or carpet but have been 
persuaded by the practicalities and possibilities offered by a wooden floor.  We 
were persuaded by DAC’s advice not to seek to bring this floor area up to the 
high altar. 
 

Seating Predictably, some people had an emotional attachment to the present pews and 
we understood this.  We considered a mixed arrangement of pews and new 
chairs.  We also considered installing new stackable pews we had seen 
elsewhere.  In the end we decided that our needs for flexibility and comfort 
should not be compromised and have decided on the need for a full complement 
of good quality stackable seating in character complementary with our proposed 
flooring.  We are exploring whether it may be possible to reuse wood from some 
pews as part of our proposed nave altar. 
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H.  A final note 

 

As a PCC and as individuals we have approached these matters prayerfully 
and with care, taking good time over the process.  It is our earnest hope 
that this document will be useful to members of DAC in their consideration 
of our plans and in the framing of their advice to us. 

We have tried hard to strike a balance between valuing the heritage 
handed down to us by our predecessors in Christ and between what we are 
convinced is right to hand on to those who will succeed us. 

We are determined to maintain All Saints’ Rayne as a dynamic and living 
church as a base for God’s work in our community and to reflect His glory 
and inspiration.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

‘It’s never stopped changing and we wouldn’t be on the air now, in my view, if it hadn’t 
changed and evolved and, if it doesn’t keep evolving, it will die.’ 

David Liddiment.  Executive producer of ‘Coronation Street’ 

 

 

Bibliography: 

Re-Pitching the Tent by Richard Giles, 2004 
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I.  APPENDIX 
 

A brief summary of our impressions from our visit to 4 
reordered Essex churches in February 2012. 

 

 

1. St Margaret’s, Wicken Bonhunt  

Converted for use as a community building with only a small area for 
worship, though this is not the approach we want to take. [We are the 
other way round!]  We like the wooden floor in principle and were 
interested in the flexibility their stackable pews offered them.  We noted 
their food preparation area.  We recently contacted this church to see 
how well their floor had worn. (Answer: very well). 

 

2. All Saints’, Great Chesterford  

A church with a good deal of space already, more than us.  They have 
relocated their rood screen creatively.  Not so keen on specific details of 
their ‘hidden away kitchen’. 

 

3. St Lawrence’s, Bradfield  

Have built an extension to the side of their church as a meeting area.  
Very much liked their use of human scale in their detailed drawings – 
helpful in conveying their plans to local people. 

 

4. St Peter and Saint Paul’s, St Osyth  

Have relocated their rood screen and had plenty of room in their church 
to do this.  Had previously removed pews and installed comfortable 
seating in an attractive configuration.  We liked their big refreshment and 
hospitality area but would not seek to replicate this sort of scale. 

 

 

Individual PCC members have also studied other reordered churches in different parts of 
the country and have fed their experiences into our deliberations. 

 


