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Chapter 6

Barrows, grave markers and churches:
Above-ground commemoration in early medieval Wessex

The primary focus of the study thus far has been on the nature of funerary processes that
accompanied the corpse from deathbed to grave. However, it is important to realise that
burial does not mark the end of the funerary process, merely the culmination of one phase
and the beginning of another, that of the commemoration of the deceased. Commemoration
can take many forms ranging from a simple marker raised above the final resting place of a
single individual to large monuments remembering individuals, or groups of the deceased,
raised either in the vicinity or, in some cases, at some distance from where their remains lie.
Alternatively, the memory of an individual may be preserved not in any material way, but
through an oral tradition of stories and genealogies or through the written word (Geary
1994:87).

Just as commemoration may take many forms, it can also serve many functions (Hadley
2001:125). For the immediate family and friends of the deceased, depending on the beliefs of
the period, the commemoration of the departed, in whatever form, may have provided a
focus for their grnief. Altematively, commemoration could have served as a means of
placating ancestors or ensuring their well-being. Of equal importance is the potential ability
of the commemoration of the departed to reach a wider audience, beyond those participants
involved in the transitory deathbed and burial rites (Petts 2003:195). The use of physical
structures, oral histories or the written word provided a more durable way to commemorate
the deceased (Hadley 2000a:158), one that could be used to remind the wider audience of an
individual’s importance, wealth or status and by association that of their surviving family
(Hadley 2001:125).

This chapter considers the ways in which the dead of early medieval Wessex were
commemorated by the living and the impact that the introduction and consolidation of the
Anglo-Saxon Church may have had on these processes. Initially, the chapter will focus on
the evidence for above-ground commemoration, ranging from simple markers, such as grave
stones, wooden posts, ditches, through to more monumental structures, such as barrows and
pyramids. This data allows not only the influence of the Church to be examined, but also the
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identification of any geographical and chronological differences in the nature of
commemoration within the study area. Finally, the development of a commemorative liturgy
during the late Saxon period and its impact on both the relationship between the living and

the dead and the form of commemorative markers and monuments is examined.

6.1. Evidence for the use of above-ground markers in early medieval

Wessex

The evidence for above-ground markers used in this analysis consists of examples found
among the burials and cemetenies within the study dataset. This sample was augmented by
examples from the corpus of inscribed stones of South-west Britain (Okasha 1993) and the
corpus of Anglo-Saxon stone sculpture from South-east England' (Tweddle ef al, 1995).
Neither of these two studies provides a completely comprehensive survey of all examples of
early medieval funerary sculpture for the entire study area, but the use of this data does allow
a more complete overview of commemoration during this period than would be possible just

using evidence from cemetery excavations.

The evidence for the use of above-ground markers in early medieval Wessex is both very
fragmentary and subject to significant bias. Differential preservation within the
archaeological record ensures the preferential survival of masonry grave markers, with slots,
stake holes and postholes providing the only evidence for the possible existence of timber
markers. Furthermore, by virtue of their position, above-ground markers are particularly
susceptible to damage and displacement by later activities in comparison to the graves
below. Ploughing or later settlement of a site can disturb or remove the upper layers of soil,
thus potentially obliterating any postholes or slots in the upper grave fill, which may be all
that survives of a timber grave marker. Even the more durable stone markers rarely survive
in situ within the archaeological record. Stone funerary markers were often taken from
graves to re-use in later construction projects. Moreover, once displaced from their original
context, the funerary role of stone markers is not easily discerned unless they are elaborately
inscribed or carved. Undressed or simply dressed stones, which were once used to mark the
positions of graves, are unlkely to be recognised as grave markers out of context. This
results in ornate funerary sculpture being over-represented among the dataset. Yet despite
the clear bias towards the more elaborate forms of above-ground commemoration and the
relatively small sample size, the analysis of the evidence for above-ground markers in the

study area will allow a basic examination of the impact of the Church on the commemoration

! Covers Hampshire and Berkshire.
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of the deceased and allow the identification of chronological and geographical variations in
their distribution. Moreover, the analysis has the potential to provide a valuable insight into
funerary practices beyond those processes directly involved in the actual disposal of the

body.

6.2. The commemoration of the dead in early medieval non-churchyard

cemeteries in the Wessex heartlands

This section of the chapter examines the evidence for the commemoration of the deceased
found outside the churchyards of early medieval Wessex. This provides an idea of the
commemorative practices in use particularly during the seventh and eighth century, a period
when the Church had, as yet, little impact on mortuary behaviour and provides a starting
point against which to consider the increasing impact of the Church on the commemoration

of the deceased durning later centuries.

6.2.1. The evidence for the use of grave markers in early medieval non-churchyard

cemeteries within the study area

The field cemeteries, which both preceded and co-existed with the churchyards of the early
medieval period, contain little evidence for the use of grave markers. Eighteen possible
examples were found among the study dataset from non-churchyard burials of the seventh to
tenth centuries and are listed in table 6.1. The most unambiguous example of a
commemorative marker in table 6.1 is the box-like structure constructed of lias slabs set on a
mound of earth raised above the rock-cut grave of a juvenile of 12-14 years at Cannington
(So)2 (figure 6.2) (Rathz et al, 2000:57, 489). An additional marker for this grave may also
have been present in the form of a small group of stones, including a piece of red sandstone
with lines and a circular motif carved into one side, that lay to the east of the box-like
structure (ibid.: 51). It has been suggested that the incised red sandstone may have been a
grave marker, although it is possible that it has been moved from elsewhere. The well-
defined path leading to this grave and the cluster of later graves surrounding it indicate the
importance of this grave both as a focus for later burial and perhaps as a place of visitation
(ibid.:54). The individual within this grave was clearly held in some esteem, although it 1S

unclear whether this was due to familial connections or the result of social or religious

2 Although this l_:urial has been radiocarbon dated at the 20 level of confidence to 620-1020AD (Rathz et al
2000:454), there is a question over the accuracy of this date as it is one of the original radiocarbon dates from the

cemetery (ibid 126). Many of these samples were rerun recently and found to have changed significantly. It was
not possible to re-run a sample from this burial as the skeleton was re-interred.
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Figure 6.1. A slot-hole, which may have supported some form of wooden marker, cut into
the floor above the skull at the west end of grave 11 in the seventh-century cemetery at
Bradford Peverell (image courtesy of B. Hawthorne)
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Figure 6.2. A box-like structure of Lias slabs constructed on the mound of earth covering
grave 409* at Cannington (S0) (from Rathz, Hirst & Wright 2001:53, figure 30)
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*Bural radiocarbon dated to 620-1020AD at a level of 20 (Rathz, Hirst & Wright 2000:454).
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Table 6.1. Evidence for the use of above ground markers in the field cemeteries within the

Type of evndence

study area.

N il = i
number
L S
soil cut into red sandy soil over the grave.
Burial covered by mound of backfill containing
fragments of red sandstone

Mound of earth Wembdon Hill (So)
over the grave
Bradford Peverell | 7% century “ Possible rounded mound over the grave
Do

Stones associated
| with the grave

Postholes and slots | Bradford Peverell 7" century - Slots at west and east ends of the grave, the slot
' (Do) at the west end was deeper.
‘ [
flints

Brean Down (So) Context | Concentration of limestone blocks 1m above the
20 grave.
Context | 4 limestone blocks found 0.5m above burial
32
Context | A limestone boulder, 1.15m x 0.6m x 0.5m, lay
] - 212' | directly above the body in grave 7.

405 A box-like structure of lias slabs was bult over
a grave cut into bedrock. An additional marker
for this grave may also have been present in the |
form of a small group of stones, including &
piece of red sandstone with lines and a circular
motif carved into one side, that lay to the east of
the box-like structure

Small ovoid feature cut into top of the grave fill
ss1bly a post hole for a grave marker

Stake holes at head and foot of grave, but
considerable number of stake holes over the
gite.

Four postholes lie in the vicinity of grave 25,
one of which intersects with the grave itself.
These post holes may represent a four post
structure above the grave.

A single stake hole a third of the way along the
south side of the grave may represent & grave
marker, although a considerable number of
undated stake holes were uncovered over the
whole site.

A small slot 0.36m x 0.08m x 0.13m to west of
rave — presumed to represent a grave marker
2 slots 0.2m x 0.05m and 0.1m deep cut in west
end of the grave, may represent some form of
grave marker

A feature c. 1.58m x 0.32m and 0.16m deep
was set into the top fill of grave. It was on the
same alignment as the grave, but lay to the
south of centre. It may have held a grave

marker.

A narrow slot ran along most of the length of
the top of the grave. It seems likely it was
related to the grave and was probably the setting
for a horizontal grave marker.

Postholes faundt eastern corners of grave.
Western end of grave disturbed.

o O
E-g
I
'
H

! Radiocarbon date (HAR-8549) for thus skeleton of 1430+70bp (Levitan 1990:77) when re-calibrated using OxCal v.3.8 gives
a date of 430-770AD at 20 level of confidence

? Although this burial has been radiocarbon dated at the 20 level of confidence to 620-1020AD (Rathz ef al 2001:454), there is a
question over the accuracy of this date as it 13 one of the origin radiocarbon dates from the cemetery (ibid 126). Many of these
samples were rerun recently and found to have changed significantly. It was not possible to rerun a sample from 409 as the
skeleton was re-interred

3 This burial was radiocarbon dated to 890-1020AD at 2a level of confidence as of dati ogramme undertaken for this
research (sce chapter 8 for details). pat sl
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factors (ibid.:413).” The only other examples of masonry markers identified associated with
non-churchyard burials within the study dataset were found in the fifth-to-seventh-century
cemetery at Brean Down (So) (table 6.1) (Levitan 1990). The location of one grave in this
cemetery appears to have been marked by a single large stone (context 212: skeleton 7)
(ibid.:17).* The position of another grave was marked by a cluster of limestone blocks
(context 20:skeleton 1) (ibid.:74) above the grave. The position of a third grave may also
have been indicated by four blocks of limestone, although this example is more ambiguous
(ibid.:76).

Evidence for the possible presence of timber grave markers, in the form of slots and
postholes, was observed in seven non-churchyard cemeteries within the study sample (table
6.1). Deep slots cut into the floor at the west end of grave 9 and both ends of grave 11 in the
seventh-century cemetery of Bradford Peverell (Do) (figure 6.1) probably provided the
setting for some form of timber grave marker (JB Hawthorne pers. comm.), with the large
flints associated with the slot in grave 11 possibly providing additional support to hold the
marker in place. The two slots cut into the western end of grave 5352 in the late seventh- to
early eighth-century cemetery of St. Mary’s Stadium may also have held an above-ground
marker as may the single slot immediately to the west of grave 4002 (Birbeck 2005:31,41).
Similarly, the long slots cut into the upper grave fill of the eighth-century burials in grave
2597 at Cook Street (Ha) (Gamer 1993:86) and grave 421 at SOU 32 (Ha) (Morton
1992a:174) may have held some form of grave marker. In fact it has been suggested that a
fragment of quern stone found in the vicinity of grave 421 at SOU 32 may have formed part
of this marker, although it is possible that it was part of the later disturbance of the site
(ibid.:177).

Postholes were found in association with five graves (table 6.1). In some cases, such as the
post holes found at the two eastern corners of grave 407 from the eighth-century cemetery of
SOU 32 (Morton 1992a:177) and those cut into the upper fill of grave 1 from the seventh-
century cemetery at Didcot (Ox) (Boyle ez al 1995:239), there are strong reasons to believe
these structures are related to the grave itself and may have supported above-ground
markers. The postholes seen in grave 407 at SOU 32 were probably originally accompanied
by a pair of corresponding postholes in the comers of the now destroyed western end of the

3 1t has been suggested that a focal point within the early Christian cemeteries in the western part of the study area
was initially provided, not by ecclesiastical buildings, but by “special graves™ distinguished by an elaboration of
the usual grave form (Thomas, Fowler & Gardener 1969:140). 1t is possible that these special graves may not
have just been mnﬁn_ted to cqclosed cemeteries and it has been suggested that the elaborate slab-covered grave at
Cannington (So), with its richly fumished child burial, could also be considered a special grave (Thomas
1971:63; Rathz, Hirst & Wright 2000:413). Also see discussion in section 7.1.1.

4 This burial has been radiocarbon dated to 430-770AD at a 20 level of confidence (Bell 1990:77).
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grave (Morton 1992a:177). Parallels have been suggested between these four postholes and
the sockets seen along the sides of some graves at St. Peter’s, Broadstairs (Kt) (Hogarth
1974:109-11). The posts may have possibly served as supports to some form of roofed
structure above the grave or held some form of honizontal planking in place, perhaps acting
as a revetment for a small mound of earth over the grave (Morton 1992a:177). For other
examples listed in table 6.1, the relationship between the postholes and the grave is far more
ambiguous. Stakeholes were found at the head and foot of grave 23 and a third of the way
along the south side grave 59, both from the seventh- to tenth-century cemetery of Bevis’
Grave, and may once have held timber grave markers (Rudkin 2001:19). However, the large
number of undated stakeholes of indeterminate function, which cover the entire site, raise the
possibility that the association between the stakeholes and the graves may be coincidental.
There are also four postholes in the vicinity of grave 25, one of which intersects with the
grave itself. These post holes may represent a four post structure similar to that at SOU 32,
discussed above, yet there 1s no dating evidence for the structure and it proved impossible to
determine the stratigraphic relationship between the posthole, which intersects grave 25, and
the grave itself (ibid.). This raises the possibility that the association between the postholes
and the grave is no more than coincidence, particularly given the far from central position of

the grave to the four posthole structure.

Overall, there is little evidence for the use of simple grave markers of stone and timber in
field cemeteries within the study area. This may simply be a result of the problems with the
survival of above-ground markers in the archaeological record, discussed above, with the
available evidence representing only a tiny fragment of what was once there. Altematively, it
may be that marking the position of a grave with stone or timber markers was far from
routine and may have been reserved only for the graves of certain individuals or only used
by certain communities. In addition, the use of stone markers was perhaps governed by the
availability of raw materials. There is stratigraphic evidence, in the form of contrasting soils,
suggesting the presence of mounds of earth over three graves within the study sample. These
are graves 10 and 12 from the seventh- to tenth-century cemetery at Wembdon Hill (So)
(Woods undated) and grave 13 from the seventh-century cemetery at Bradford Peverell (JB
Hawthorne pers. comm.) (table 6.1). Such mounds of earth would have occurred over
freshly dug graves and this may have been the only form of above-ground marker used by
many communities. Moreover, given that many non-churchyard cemeteries of the seventh to
tenth centuries were relatively short-lived with the majority containing less than fifty burials,

this may have been all the above-ground commemoration considered necessary.
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A final category of evidence for the commemoration of the deceased is provided by
inscribed stones. Twenty-two examples of these undressed or roughly dressed stones incised
with an inscription, but usually lacking any other form of decoration (Okasha 1993:4), were
found in the study area (table 6.2 and figure 6.3). These inscnibed stones are traditionally
associated with the British kingdom of Dumnonia, which roughly corresponds to modern
Devon and Comwall. As such, it is not surprising that 15 of 22 inscribed stones within the
study area are found in Devon, particularly in the west of the county, although examples are
also found at Winsford Hill in Somerset, Warcham in Dorset and at Silchester in Hampshire
(table 6.2) (ibid.:3). A similar, although not identical, tradition of inscribing stones is found
in Wales (ibid.:42; Edwards 2001). Although there are no definite instances of these stones
being found in association with a grave,’ the nature of the inscriptions, often a simple
memorial containing the name of an individual and in some cases familial relationships
(ibid.:14) (table 6.2), suggest that many of these stones formed a commemorative function,
with some perhaps serving as grave markers (ibid.:5). Unlike the other types of evidence for
above-ground markers considered above, the use of inscribed stones is predominantly
confined to the western part of the study area, an area where the British Church existed prior
to the arrival of the Roman missionaries. As such, these markers may have Christian
connotations. A number of stones from Cornwall bear Christian symbols, such as the “chi-
rho”, or Christian formulae, such as “hic iacer” (Okasha 1993:5), although none of the stones
within the study area possesses Christian iconography.® While it is often difficult to date
inscribed stones beyond a general range of fifth or sixth to eleventh century (Okasha
1993:51), it is clear that these stones, whether intrinsically Christian or not, represent a
distinctive tradition, predominately confined to the west of the study area, and one which
seems likely to have both predated and continued after the arrival of the Roman Church in
England.

6.2.2. The use of monuments to commemorate the dead

Above-ground commemoration was not confined to simple grave markers. Markers in the
form of structural monuments, such as ditches and barrows, were found in association with

burials at a number of sites within the study area (tables 6.3, 6.4 & 6.5). In many cases, the
early medieval population used existing prehistoric or Roman monuments to enhance the

5 Antiquarian records suggest that the stone from Yelhampton (Dv) may have been found in association with
human bones, but as it was found in a churchyard it is not clear if the bones and stone were actually related
£0kasha 1993:338). _ '

There is some archacological evidence for the existence of early Christian churchyards in the South-west,
particularly in Cornwall (see section 7.1.1 for more details). It has been argued in some cases that the inscribed
stones f(:l)ﬂ)y have been part of carly Chnistian cemeteries which later acquired churches (Swanton & Pearce
1982:140).
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Table 6.2. Inscribed memorial stones found within the study area.

Coun Location
Devon East Ogwell 57/6™ ~ 11th centu the stone) of Cal --, son of —plicus

Lundy I 57/6" - 11th century | (the stone) of —gernus, (son?) of —i-ernus
hrobably 6"-8th
Lundy II 57/6" - 11th century | Potit ~ presumably a personal name

Lundy II1 Resgeut(a?) — presumably a personal name

Lundy IV 57/6™ - 11th century | (the stone) of Timus
yrobabl 6th-8th

Lustleigh 8th century onwards | Datuidoc Conhina(-) - presumably two
personal names although unclear whether just

one person or whether consists of name and
patronymi

C.
Lynton 57/6" - 11th century | (the stone) of Cauudus, son of Civi(l)is
brobably 6™-8th

Plymstock 777 e
Stowford 8th century onwards G)u(g)le(s) — probably a personal name

Tawvistock I 5%/6™ — 11th century | (the stone) of Nepranus, son of Conbevus
probabl 6"-8th —
Tavistock 11 57/6™ -8th century (the stone) of Sa(b)inus, son of
Maccodechetus
inabarrus"

Tavistock IV 10th-11th century, or | (-) within lies (-) under (-)."

even post-conquest
Tavistock V 10th-11th century, or | (-) here is buried (-)fridus

een DOSt-Cconquest

Yelhampton Goreus — presumably a personal name.
Wareham I Possibly 7th centu Vidcu(mi) son of Vida(r)"

Wareham II Probably late 7th Iudnne(rth) son of Qui..."
cen

Warcham 11T | Possibly 7th cen
Warcham IV
Wareham V th or 9th centu
Silchester” c.500AD

Winsford Hill the stone of X), descendant™ of Caratacus

Tavistock II1

Dorset

Hampshire

i All translations from Okasha 1993, unless specified otherwise.

" Alternatively instead of translating Fabri as smith it may be a Latin personal name (Okasha 1993:280)
= Additional text on the stone cannot be clearly interpreted (Okasha 1993:284)
™ Translation from Radford & Jackson 1970:311.

¥ Translation from Radford & Jackson 1970:311.

“"Translation from Radford & Jackson 1970:311.
Vi Translation from Radford & Jackson 1970:311.
vii Translation from Radford & Jackson 1970:311.

™ Question have raised as to whether this stone may be a fake (Fulford & Selwood 1980:99)
X Translation from Fulford & Selwood 1980:96.

= Nepvs — can mean descendant, but may also mean nephew or grandson.
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Figure 6.3. Inscribed stone from Yealmpton (Dv)

(from Okasha 1 993:339 |

Figure 6.4. Plan of barrow 7 at Long Crichel (Do). The position of the early medieval
burials are indicated by numbers 10-12.
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visibility of isolated burials and cemeteries within the landscape. Within the study area early
medieval burials have been found in association with a wide range of earlier monuments,
including Roman forts and temples, Iron Age hillforts, and Neolithic causeway enclosures
(table 6.5). Yet, barrows were by far the most commonly re-used monument within the
study area. Indeed, only 3 (9.73%) of the thirty-one barrows associated with burials, dating
to between ¢.600-1100AD, identified within the study area were of Anglo-Saxon
construction (table 6.3 & 6.4).

Barrows, whether of prehistoric or early medieval construction, could be used in two ways
with burials either being inserted into the barrow or interred in the general vicinity of the
barrow. At twenty (64.5%) of the thirty-one sites, the burials had been placed within the
barrow (table 6.3 & figure 6.4).” At six of these sites, there was a single primary bunal
within an early medieval barrow, while another twelve examples contained secondary burials
within prehistoric barrows, two in Neolithic long barrows, seven in Bronze Age barrows and
three within barrows of unknown type. At the two remaining sites, it was unclear if the
burials were primary or secondary interments. Sixteen of the barrows, including all those of
early medieval construction, contained a single inhumation of early medieval date. Four
barrows contained multiple burials. Two skeletons, presumed to be a double burial (Semple
2003:86), were found in the Yatesbury II barrow (Wi) (Cunnington 1934:167), while two
inhumations, lying some distance apart, were found in the long barrow at Maiden Castle
(Do) (Wheeler 1943:78 & 21-2). The Bronze Age barrow at Eggardon hillfort (Do) and the
Long Crichel Barrow No. 7 (Do) both contained three extended burials interred in separate
parallel graves (Bill Putnam pers. comm; Greene et al 1982: 47, fig 4). Fifteen of twenty-six
individuals interred within barrows within the study area were male, or possibly male, with
only two burials, one from Roundway Hill barrow 7 (Cunnington 1860) and the other from
Swallowcliffe Down (Speake 1989) being female (table 6.6). The sex of the remaining nine
burials is unknown. Virtually all the inhumations were adult with the barrow at Long
Crichel containing the only juvenile within the sample (Greene et al 1982:56), although 1t
should be noted that the age of many individuals is not known (table 6.6).

Barrows were not only associated with isolated burials. The remaining eleven (35.5%) of the
thirty-one sites associated with barrows identified within the study area conmsisted of

cemeteries, which lay adjacent to, around and occasionally within barrows, or possible

7 None of the single, double or triple primary or secondary barrow burials in table were associated with
cemeteries of flat graves, although as many antiquarian excavations did not extend to the area around the barrow,
it is possible that associated flat graves may have been overlooked at some sites (Semple 2003:74). A second
seventh-century burial has been recovered from the enclosure at Lowbury (Atkinson 1916:10-11; Fulford &
Ripon 1994:189) and the bunals from the late sixth- and seventh-century cemetery at Bargates are spread over
two barrows and the area separating them (figure 6.5) ( Jarvis 1983:107).
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Figure 6.5. Plan of the late sixth and seventh century cemetery at Bargates(Do)

M . ;' LA
‘4 s B

(from Jarvis 1983:107)

Figure 6.6. The penannular ditch associated with barrow 2 at Ford (Wi)

(from Musty 1969:100)
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barrows (figure 6.5). The number of burials found at these sites ranged from the five or six
inhumations in the vicinity of a possible barrow at Barrow Hill, Buckland Dinham (Meaney
1964:218; Home 1926; Geake 1997:176) through to the eighty-eight burnals cut into the
southern ditch of the Neolithic long barrow at Bevis Grave (Rudkin 2001). Three of the
cemeterics are associated with Bronze Age barrows and one with a Neolithic long barrow,
with the barrow type at the remaining sites unknown. The high prevalence of Bronze Age
barrows associated with both isolated burials and cemeteries is probably, in part, a result of
the large numbers of these monuments found within the study area (Williams 1997:14).

Barrow-associated burials within the study period are predominantly confined to the seventh
and eighth centuries. The early medieval practice of burial either within or in the vicinity of
the barrows pre-dates the seventh century with the earliest examples within the study area
dating to the late fifth century, with the prevalence of the practice increasing during the sixth
century, a pattern which corresponds with national trends in barrow use (William 1997.6;
Carver 2001:4). As such, the seventh-century barrow burials should, in part, be seen as a
continuity of early practices. However, the seventh century saw both increasing numbers of

cemeteries associated with barrows and increasing numbers of barrows used for single
burials (Williams 1997:22; 1998.:94).

There is some evidence from two, possibly three, sites within the study area that barrow-
associated burial continued into the ninth and tenth centuries. At Ogbourne St. Andrews (W1)
(Cunnington 1885), the coffin fittings accompanying the isolated secondary inhumation
suggest a late ninth- or tenth-Century date for this burial (Semple 2003:79). The cemetery
associated with the Neolithic long barrow of Bevis® Grave (Ha) (Rudkin 2001), which was
founded in the seventh century, contains a burial that has been radiocarbon dated as part of
this study to the late ninth to early eleventh century® and a second burial was interred with a
strap-end that has been stylistically dated to the ninth century (ibid.:26). The burals within
the barrow at Eggardon hill-fort may also be relatively late as one of the burials was
radiocarbon dated giving with a range of 640-980AD at a 2¢ level of confidence (B. Putnam
pers. comm.). Given that there are many barrows within the study area containing or in the
vicinity of unfurnished undated burials; it is possible that there may be other examples of
ninth- or tenth-century barrow burial in Wessex. Yet, even if some of the undated barrow
burials within the study area date to the ninth or tenth centuries, all the available evidence
points to a marked decline in burials associated with barrows after the eighth century.

Indeed, as churchyard bunal became increasingly universal during the later Saxon period,

$ 200-1020AD at a 20 level of confidence.
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there appears to have been a change in the way barrows were perceived with the monuments
acquiring malevolent connotations as the haunts of evil spirits and creatures (Semple
1998:123). By the eleventh century, the only example of burials associated with barrows
within the study area was not a community burial ground or an isolated burial, but the

execution cemetery at Stockbridge Down (Hill 1937).

Barrows, whether prehistoric or of early medieval construction, form an enduring feature
within the landscape, visible to the local community long after the more ephemeral burial
rites. Such monuments could serve to remind those in their vicinity of the deceased, whether
a single individual, a family or a community. This may not have been the only function
barrows served. The seventh century saw an increasing number of isolated barrow burials,
many richly furnished (table 6.6), and it has been suggested this may be the result of changes
in faith or patterns of land tenure. Some have seen the use of barrows for burial as overtly
pagan and an act of defiance against the new faith (Carver 1989:158 & 1998:136; Van de
Noort 1993:72). Yet, there 1s little evidence that the Church was particularly concerned
where individuals were interred in the seventh or even eighth centuries (Bullough 1983:186),
and documentary sources suggest that it was not until the later Saxon period that barrows
acquired malevolent, even heathen, connotations (Semple 1998:123). In contrast, others
have linked the increased numbers of high-status barrow burials with changes in land tenure
and changes in inheritance (Shephard 1979:77). The raising or re-use of a barrow 1s
indicative of additional expenditure in both time and resources and its continued presence
within the landscape could well have been used not only as a mnemonic for the deceased, but
also to enhance the status of elite groups, whether in simply staking their claim to land or as
part of an unwritten mythology or history reinforcing their status (Williams 1999:80).

Barrows and structural features from the prehistoric and Roman period were not the only
form of monument associated with early medieval non-churchyard burials. Eight examples
of penannular ditches were identified from five sites within the study area (table 6.7 & figure
6.6).9 Seven of the examples contained a single grave. However, despite extensive
excavation, no evidence for the presence of a grave was uncovered within the eighth
example, ditch 1898 from the Cook Street cemetery (Ha) (Gamer 1993:86). It has been
suggested that, in this latter case, the body may have been interred in a mound created from
the spoil produced from the ditch and has not survived. Six of the eight examples had
causeway entrances to the east. Of the remainder, the causeway entrance lay to the south in

grave 18 at Bargates (Jarvis 1983:107) while the location of the entrance to penannular ditch

? The burial in barrow 18 at Ford (W1) appears to have been a barrow surrounded by a penannular ditch and as
such is counted both as a barrow burial and a burial with a penannular ditch.
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1898 from Cook Street 1s unclear but it may have been positioned by the intersection of this
ditch with the one around grave 2962 (Garner 1993:86). Although, this is a very small
sample it appears that both males and females were interred inside penannular ditches, while
all burials, where the age was known, were adult suggesting the practice may have been
reserved for adults. Wood stains suggesting the presence of coffins or wooden lining were
found in the graves from Cook Street (Gamer 1993; 2001; Gamer & Vincent 1997) and SOU
32 (Ha) (Morton 1992a), while four of the burials contained grave goods (table 6.7). The
available data suggests that the use of penannular ditches within the study area was confined
to the seventh and early eighth centuries. The use of penannular ditches appears to be
confined to burials from the south-east of England, particularly Kent (O’Brien 1999:137),
with the examples found in the eastern part of the study area forming the western extreme of
the national distnbution of this phenomenon.

Seven examples of rectangular ditches containing a total of ten graves were identified from
two cemeteries within the study sample: Kenn (Dv) (Weddell 2000) and Stoneage Barton,
Cothelstone (So) (Webster & Brunning 2004) (table 6.8). Five of the enclosures contained a
centrally-placed single grave, while enclosure A from Kenn contained three graves (figure
6.7) (Weddell 2000:101) and one of the rectangular ditches from Stoneage Barton contained
two (Webster & Brunning 2004:56). Bone preservation in both cemeteries was very poor
and the only grave to produce any biological data was grave 1 at Stoneage Barton, which
contained a female of 35-50 years (ibid.:58). Evidence for wooden linings or coffins was
olgserved in all three graves in enclosure A at Kenn (Weddell 2000:101) and in grave 3 at
Stoneage Barton (Webster & Brunning 2004:60), with the possible suggestion of wood stains
in grave 1 also at Stoneage Barton (ibid.:58). All three enclosed graves from Stoneage
Barton were partially lined with stones (ibid.:58 & 60). Chronologically, the evidence for
rectangular ditches within the study area suggests their use is confined to the early and
middle Saxon period, with the skeleton in grave 1 at Stoneage Barton being radiocarbon
dated to 600-690 AD (ibid..63) and the cemetery at Kenn to the fifth to eighth century.w

The cemeteries at Kenn and Stoneage Barton lie in the far west of the study area. The Kenn
cemetery is one of only two cemeteries of early or middle Saxon date in Devon.!! Stoneage
Barton, at the edge of the Quantocks, is the most westerly of the known middle Saxon sites
in Somerset. Example of rectangular ditches are known from Wales, with the best parallels

19 The lack of any surviving human bone in the graves within enclosures meant that dating of cemetery was based
on fragments of surviving bone from three unenclosed graves (Weddell 2000:115).
' The other is the sub-Roman burials over the Forum at Exeter (Bidwell 1979).
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Table 6.8. Examples of burials with rectangular enclosure ditches from early medieval

Wessex.
Rectangular | No.of |  Sizeof Causeway Other
enclosure | gravesin enclosure features
ditches | enclosure
| All graves
Enclosure A 3 48mx3.94 Yes, in contain
1 m ! evidence
for coffins
I_Enclosme B | |
!
| Enclosure C |

Enclosure D )
_i " Enclosure E B
Stoneage 7th | Graves 1 & 2
Barton, century | 2
Cothelstone,

1 53x4.2m Yes Post-holes lining
at 3 corners | grave &
of grave wood

6.7. A rectangular ditch surrounding three graves in enclosure A in the fifth- to eighth-
century cemetery at Kenn (Dv)(from Wedell 2000:109).
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to the sites within the study area being found in Plas Gogerddan in Dyfed (Murphy 1992)
and Tandderwen near Denbigh (Brassil et al 1991).

The soil displaced when both rectangular and penannular ditches were created may have
been used to create additional funerary structures. These may have taken the form of
internal or external banks around the ditch or perhaps the soil was used to raise a small
mound over the grave (Morton 1992:177). Alternatively, the ditches may have held some
form of wooden structure. The presence of a posthole at the north-east side of the
penannular ditch around grave 18 at Bargates raises the possibility that the ditch contained
some form of stake fence, analogous to that seen at St Peter’s Broadstairs (Hogarth
1974:113) or the timber building suggested by the decayed wood recovered from the ditches
at Plas Gogerddan (Murphy 1992:17,22). Regardless of the form of any additional structures
associated with them, it seems probable that these ditches served to define a sacred area
around the grave (Stoodley, forthcoming). In addition, the ditches perhaps limited or
controlled access to the grave and it has been suggested that the small posthole close to the

causeway entrance of enclosure A at Kenn may have held the pivotal post for a door or gate
(Wedell 2000:101).

6.3. The commemoration of the deceased in the churches and

churchyards of early medieval Wessex

Having considered the evidence for the use of above-ground markers and monuments in non-
churchyard cemeteries in Wessex, this section examines the evidence for the
commemoration of the deceased seen in the churches and churchyards within the study area.
Given the high levels of the post-burial disturbance of the deceased seen in the churchyards
of early medieval Wessex,'? it is perhaps of little surprise that they contain few in situ
examples of above-ground markers. The only evidence for the use of timber grave markers
within the study sample is the circular posthole found in the south-west corner of grave 219
from the ninth- to eleventh-century cemetery at Staple Gardens'® in Winchester (Ha), which
may have being the setting for some form of above-ground marker (Winchester Museums
Service Archive SG84 & 89). Similarly, only three graves with in situ evidence of stone
markers were identified within the study area.!* An in sim grave cover, bearing the Old

2 Discussed in more detail in section 4.5.
13 Although there is no archacological cvidence for the existence of a church at this site, it is possible one may
have been present (see section 8.4.1 for a more detailed discussion).

'4 There are also occasional references to grave markers in documentary sources. For example the late tenth-
century Translatio et miracula S. Swithuni by Lantfred and the late tenth- or carly eleventh-century Narratio
Metrica de S. Swithun by Wulfstan of Winchester contain descriptions of St. Swithun’s tomb prior to his

191



English inscription ‘Here lies Gunni the earl’s companion’ accompanied by a foot stone were
found above an eleventh-century male bunial at the Old Minister, Winchester (Ha) (figure
6.8) (Tweddle et al, 1995:279), while an unadormned dressed limestone grave cover and
footstone covered the late Saxon or Norman burial of a neonate at Wells Cathedral (So)
(figure 6.9) (Rodwell 2001:106). The association of funerary markers with this neonate
demonstrates that commemoration was not just the preserve of adults. A more unusual and
possibly ambiguous use of stone to mark the position of a grave occurs at the late Saxon
cemetery at Barnstaple Castle (Dv), where two semicircles of pebbles were set vertically
into the buried turf on either side of the burial of a child of 6-8 years in grave 48 (figure
6.10) (Miles 1986b:69). The pebbles may have acted as a grave marker, perhaps forming
part of a circle crossing the grave fill, although the possibility that they may have been part
of an earlier structure cut by the burial cannot be excluded.

Additional evidence for the use of above-ground markers in early medieval Wessex is
provided by examples for displaced late Saxon funerary sculpture. While this source of
information 1s biased towards the most elaborately decorated carved pieces which can still be
identified out of context, they substantially increase the evidence for commemoration in later
Saxon Wessex. In total, 21 examples of funerary sculpture from the study area were
identified either from the corpus of Anglo-Saxon stone sculpture for Hampshire and
Berkshire (Tweddle er al 1995) or from excavation reports for the rest of the study area
(table 6.9). The majonty of these examples of funerary sculpture have survived due to their
incorporation into later structures, including later medieval graves (16%), boundary walls
(11%) and ecclesiastical buildings (31%) (figure 6.11), and range in size from fragments of
grave markers to complete grave covers and foot and head stones (table 6.9). Many of these
examples of funerary sculpture feature Christian iconography. Five of the examples in table
6.6 are decorated with crosses, while another three are carved with a hand in a blessing
position, with the fourth and fifth fingers folded up and holding a cross between the thumb
and extended second and third fingers, representing the hand of God (Tweddle et al
1995:273,324,330). Other examples of Christian iconography include a figure with a
cruciform nimbus representing Christ on the head stone from Whitchurch (Ha) (figure 6.13)
(ibid.:272), and a lamp, synonymous with the resurrection and eternal life on a head stone,
from the Old Minster, Winchester (figure 6.14) (ibid.:277). The funerary sculpture was also
likely to have been brightly painted, and traces of red paint have been found on the fragment

translation into the Old Minster (Lapidge 2003a:251-333, 2003b:371-551). The grave slab above St. Swithun's
grave is described as being covered by ‘a'mmmﬂfY-Shl‘inﬁ. made with walls and covered with a roof, with four
panels set in the manner of a saccophagus’ (Wulfstan of Winchester’s Narratio Metrica de S. Swithun - Lapidge
2003b:425; Quirk 1957:41). In addition, The grave slab appears to have six iron rings fixed to it (ibid.; Lantfred
of Winchester Translatio et Miracula S. Swithuni — Lapidge 2003a:263,265).
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Figure 6.8. “In situ” eleventh-century gravecover over a male burial at the Old Minster,
Winchester (Ha) (from Yorke 1995:144)

Figure 6.9.In situ foot stone and part of grave cover lying over the neonate burial at Wells
Cathedral (from Rodwell 2001:107 )

-

Figure 6.10. Plan of grave 48 from Barnstaple depicting the semi-circles of stones on
etther side of the grave.

(re-drawn by M.Cherryson from a figure in Miles 1986:65)

193



£-C$-200C

=901-100Z T]3Mpoy

-38¥- 100 113poy

0L-697-5661
1019 APPIAL T,

£-1.7-5661
I 38 SippaM |

8-LT¢-5661
IO 19 RAPPaM ]

0t 5661
fD 19 SPPIM ],

§-¥ZE:5661
0 19 HPPOM]
265661

6LE-8EE 5661
v 10 Jppam ]
8-LEE-$601

=

LEES661

o 59 APpoM ]
$-Li15661
I 19 SIppOML

8 8
s o
i A

L9LT-5661
JO 1 ppom |
9L7-5661

[0 30 S{PpIML],

6-3:5¢661

D 19 PP |
$¥L1-$661
D10 APPAM L

rELT:5668
J 39 Mppas |

L9EE-5661
018 APpaM]
2ouB]Y

{2-1£€ 15661 HPPoM L) 1X21u0d Aioury ¥ t Ko AewrB150 P 31 Jo(Oun 5] § s¢ POPO{IXS OSTE 5} DOBRWA 2AnS NOOIH Ba0] W onbeid poquorue 3L, 91q¥s ST WO POPRIIXS M E25¥ APrys ot UITHIM SIS0 SUOS JO0) 0SWOPIAY
2

oL “FUAL) [P POUTIURP A[Jeusn 87 STGUET BUOSIOND $,058g AEL

(2°9 cand1y 208) opie proiq ouo o ST T pIstel puey RBU [IM
pue pury Y31 W %ooq Suiproy wnBg v 3utuleinod $390 YA Joyana JO

AP0 ) UAOP Pt OB} NP JO 0P
ouo dn ues vonduionn o Mp S13338ns FTVIPIAT SNNU BFIASUTPURDS

‘pnopd ¢ wog Jurdiowoe moso v Surpjoq ammes Buisssiq o pury
1A OPIS JU0 UO PASRIOONP RINIUE LIS popesy-punol Jo Jey o]
"Gt 10 Juado SAED B BURERIOD

Arqreeod ‘TTs 20 [y 3o0ys ¥ JO 0L 18 897 YOIYM ‘[T 8 UO $5025

IS MON JO JITA [NOs
Wwog 9j9qru uonRotnop Suoury l ® Bunondop SOEY PaAND SUO 1AL JYRE-GARS POpEOY-PIIIOS JO U]

OB
DYITUR SARI) ‘OBUI AN

ouemay | spwmmen
wrtomazn | spuso
2298029 Q1A SIS PRON] UOC PAIodx(] Posn-a) BIYA JJO powiing

! Axquod
dh.s opis TIOS IPIM TOTIPUOO PARIN] B ‘RN 218 snBueidey P11 ow] O PN E

P17 Ao 20 Y o]
Ao

1A e aarsS op[dwod Arenas
YL SUOIS YT SUO SIPTS OAL} U0 POTRIOOD INLINE SARIS JO mxoudes g
‘9 asnFy Ut pgRNIT[1) U0 AP JO AR )

$30108 J5¥2-1S0A RINS UORALIONE Y[ PUS 19¥0 oI TR P P oyBY
1 PUd 1904k 8 POPPOQ UM (ITA SuOH podos spfduwins Armna
+.£!ﬂm¥"ﬂ§§

WaAM}A] 99023 § SUIpIoYy Pury § M PAEI00SP S PO S0 LU0

WIUGN PIO 9 JO oed
Amyud Ji0] Wog POALIP Qg O]

U] W 0 RORdLIIN] * W #9044 PYO |
oz g1y sof xosd oy uow v 8q peseeyg ‘sav.8 spp up patmq som Bupddly
JOMO4 GANED JO J00f) M Motad JO w0t paomialey 49900() JO SpusO wy sa0fsq Lop yBie mp up,, | 0Bps op punos BPI0Q ¢ S0 BondLOSE MM J0A0) s Susade |

. buojosya [ 0 uonduoeyy I8
SpuD1aDaY XosSo M Y} woLf S1yivw Kiviaunf auos Jo sa|duvxy 69 a9V,



2,11%

3, 16%

2, 11%

2, 11%

6, 31%

@ in situ @ Re-used in later graves
@ Found in bunal soil O Re-used in a church or other ecclesiastical buildings
| @ Re-used in boundary walls @ Found in construction rubble

Figure 6.11. The re-use of funerary markers* within the study area

*Based on the sample of 19 examples of funerary sculpture in table 6.9. No. of examples, followed by percentage given in
labels. N.B. The paired in situ grave covers and foot stones from the Old Minster at Winchester and from Wells Cathedral are

counted together.

Figure 6.12. Type of stone used in funerary sculpture recovered during 1961-71
Winchester excavations’

'lco&mnoinmm"

0 Binstead

0O Quarr

@ Great Oolite group |

"Based on data in table 4 in Tweddle ef a/ 1995:105 and the sample includes markers from the Old and New Minsters, St

Pancras Church, St Maurice’s Church and the possible marker from Lower Brook Street.
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Figure 6.13. Ninth-century grave marker found in All Hallows Church, Whitchurch (Ha)

decorated with a figure thought to represent Christ
(from Tweddle et al 1995, illustration no.483)
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Figure 6.14. An eleventh century grave marker from the Old Minster Winchester (Ha)

depicting drawn curtains flanking a central lamp
(from Tweddle et al 1995 illustration no.508)
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of a grave cover from Wells Cathedral (Rodwell 2001:488) and in the runic inscription in
Old Norse on the grave cover from St. Maurice’s Church in Winchester (Ha) (Tweddle e al
1995:327). Inscriptions were present on five pieces of funerary sculpture (table 6.6), three of
which contain the name of the deceased. Three of the inscriptions also echo the Christian
iconography seen on many of the markers, with allusions to Christian beliefs in the afterlife.
References to eternal life are suggested by a fragment of a tenth-century grave marker from
the Old Minster in Winchester, which bears the Latin inscription ‘may he /she live
forever’(Tweddle et al 1995:274), while the Latin inscription on the ninth-century grave
marker from Whitchurch states that the individual has been ‘buried into peace’ (ibid.:272).
Finally, the Latin inscription on the grave cover from Stratfield Mortimer (Bk) contains a
request for the living to pray for the soul of the deceased; ‘Blessed be the man who prays for
his soul’ (ibid.:336). These types of request for the living to attend to the welfare of the
souls of the deceased are common components of medieval commemorative inscriptions
from the early medieval period onwards (ibid) and reflects the changing relationship
between the living and dead catalysed by the arrival of the Roman church.’

Occasional Scandinavian influences can be seen in the funerary sculpture from the study
area, particularly in Winchester. Examples include the Old Norse inscription in Scandinavian
runes on the grave cover from St. Maurice’s Church and the Scandinavian name in the Old
English inscription on the in situ eleventh-century marker from the Old Minister, Winchester
(ibid.:328;280). These are thought to be linked to the period of Scandinavian political
dominance in the early eleventh-century under Cnut (ibid.:328) and are distinct from the
tradition of ninth- and tenth-century Hiberno-Norse sculpture seen in Northern England
(Tweddle 1995:22). When compared to the north of England, examples of funerary
sculpture from Wessex are far less prevalent, often stylistically different, and usually of a
later date, with the majority of funerary monuments dating to the late tenth or eleventh
centuries. The comparative ranty of funerary sculpture prior to the late tenth century
suggests that these carlier examples were the preserve of the elite and probably only found at

major ecclesiastical sites.

The increasing use of funerary sculpture during the later tenth and eleventh centuries may be
the result of ever greater proportions of the population being interred in churchyards
(Bullough 1983:200). Simply being buried in a churchyard was no longer an indicator of
high status and it was necessary to use additional means, such as commemorative masonty,

to demonstrate the standing of the deceased. Funerary sculptures were the monuments of an

15 Qee discussion below.
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elite minority (Stocker 2000:182), requiring good-quality freestone often transported long
distances (Biddle & Kjolbye-Biddle 1995:103). For example, figure 6.12. illustrates the type
of stone used in the funerary sculpture recovered during the Winchester excavations of 1961-
71. All the stone has been sourced to just two quarries. The Quarr and Binstead stone,
representing 27% and 13% of the sample respectively, originate from quarries on the Isle of
Wight, while the Coombe Down oolite and stones of the great oolite group are from quarries
near Bath, some 80 miles from Winchester (ibid.:102-3). Given the nature of funerary
sculpture duning this period, it has been suggested that clusters of these commemorative
markers are likely to lie within unusual communities (Stocker 2000:187). As such, it is
perhaps no surprise that the only cluster of funerary sculpture seen in this study is at
Winchester, a major political and religious centre in Wessex during the late tenth and
eleventh centuries. Not only were Winchester’s Old and New Minsters among the most
important churches 1n the country and the final resting place of kings and saints, but any
elaborate commemorative displays within the ecclesiastical core of the city would be seen by
an influential audience, including those who wielded secular and religious power in both
Wessex and England.

While this survey has demonstrated that above-ground commemorative markers were used in
the churchyards of early medieval Wessex, many questions remain unanswered. While the
sample used in this study, for reasons discussed above, is comprised predominantly of
elaborate funerary sculpture, to what extent can the existence be assumed of simpler markers
of wood and unadomed dressed stone, which either do not survive in the archaeological
record or cannot be readily identified once displaced from their original context? Was every
grave marked with some form of above-ground marker or were other forms of
commemoration sought? The reality of the highly intercut and disturbed churchyards of the
early medieval period would have been familiar to all, as was the knowledge that the vast
majority of commemorative markers would, at best, last a few generations before being
broken up for use in later graves, as in the example in figure 6.16. from Bath Abbey (S0)
(Davenport 2002:52), or becoming incorporated in buildings such as the fragment in figure
6.15. from Wells Cathedral (Rodwell 2001:488).

Stone grave markers were not the only masonry monuments within early medieval
churchyards. Fragments of elaborately carved stone crosses, which are believed to have
stood in many early medieval churchyards, have been found within the study area, including
examples from Southampton (Ha), Bishops Waltham (Ha), and Wherwell (Ha) (Tweddle et
al. 1995:250, 264-5, 270-1). In addition, it has been suggested that the two monolithic stones
found at Wells Cathedral may have served as bases for stone crosses (Rodwell 2001:74). The
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Figure 6.15. Fragment of a tenth-century grave cover from Wells Cathedral (So), which
was re-used as building stone

(from Rodwell 2001 :489)

Figure 6.16. A fragment of tenth-century grave cover from Bath Abbey (So), which was
reused in a later medieval grave

(from Davenport 2002:53)
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function of these crosses varied both chronologically and regionally, but inscriptions found
on some crosses In northern England suggests they could, on occasion, have a
commemorative role (Hadley 2001:126). While no examples of stone crosses with
commemorative inscriptions are known from the study area, it is possible that the stone
“pyramids” at Glastonbury Abbey described in William of Malmesbury’s twelfth-century De
Antiquitate Glastonie Ecclesie as tapering carved stone shafts, were possibly comparable to
the high crosses found elsewhere in Britain and Ireland (Scott 1981:85; Rahtz & Watts
2003:114). Both “pyramids” are reputed to have had the names of West Saxon bishops
inscribed on their sides (Scott 1981:85), and while the primary function of the pyramids may
not necessarily have been commemorative, the presence of the bishop’s name on these

stones would have had a mnemonic function.

The church buildings themselves could also have had a commemorative function as royal
and aristocratic patronage of ecclesiastical houses could lead directly or indirectly to the
creation of family shrines providing a lasting reminder of an individuals or families influence
(Blair 2005:65). For example, Edward the Elder’s motives for founding the New Minster are
unclear. The need for a larger church for the city’s growing population, tensions between the
king and the bishop of Winchester or the creation a new burial place for the West Saxon
royal house have all been suggested (Biddle 1976:314; Rumble 2001:234, Yorke 1984:67).
Yet whatever Edward the Elder’s motives for building the New Minster, the translation of
his father’s remains to the New Minster, along with the burial of a number of Edward’s close
relatives — his wife, two of his sons and his brother, served to make the New Minster a royal
mausoleum during the tenth century (ibid.). For those of lesser means commemoration could
perhaps be provided by association with important features within the ecclesiastical
landscape, such as saints’ graves, ® the stone crosses believed to have stood in many
churchyards and even the church itself. Indeed, it has been suggested that accumulation of
burials both within and around churches led to these ecclesiastical buildings being
increasingly associated with the remembrance not only of the departed individuals, but with
a community of the dead (Williams 2003:230,232). This was an association enhanced by the

development of a commemorative hiturgy.

Although the existence of purgatory was not formally recognised until the twelfth century
(Le Goff 1984:135), during the early medieval period the time between death and final
judgement was seen for many of the deceased as a state of purgation with their souls
suspended between heaven and hell (Paxton 1990:66). The suffering of the souls of the

16 A hi gzg density of burials was found clustered around the grave of St. Swithun at Winchester (Kjobye-Biddle
1992:223).
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deceased could, however, be alleviated by the actions of the living as Bede explained in his

Homulies:

¢ some who because of their good works, are predestined to share the fate of the elect
[blessed repose in Paradise], but who, because of certain evil works have left the body n
unclean state, are taken after death by the flames of purgatonal fire and severely punished.
Either they are cleansed of the taint of their vices by long trial in this fire, or thanks to the
prayers, alms, fasting, tears, and Eucharistic offerings of their faithful friends, they are
delivered from punishment and allowed to enjoy the repose of the blessed’

(Le Goff 1984:102-3)"

The idea that the souls of the departed could be helped by prayer provided the faithful with
the means to provide aid to family and friends beyond the grave (ibid.:134). Evidence of this
can be seen in the requests for prayers for the souls of the deceased seen on grave markers,
such as on the marker from Stratfield Mortimer (Bk) (discussed above), and in the bequests
to religious houses in many late Anglo-Saxon wills for the soul of the deceased (Whitelock
1930:25,31,55)'*. More permanent memorials could be provided by gifts, such as bequests
of land, to a church, which in theory could ensure perpetual prayers for the dead by that
religious community, continuing long after the immediate descendants of the deceased had
themselves died (Geary 1994:91-2). Religious communities often kept records of the names
of those to remember in their prayers in the form of Liber Vitae, books of life, or as
necrologies, lists of the dead kept in the margins of a calendar (Keynes 1996:49-50; Le Gott
1984:125). Surviving mortuary records from Wessex include the Liber Vitae of the New
Minster at Winchester (figure 6.17), written in 1031AD, and the calendar from Aethelwine’s
prayer book, complied in 1023-1031AD, also from the New Minster at Winchester (Keynes
1996:58,113). Many of the names in both registers are departed members of the community
at the New Minster, but members of royalty, ealdormen and lay benefactors were also
present (ibid.:58;120-1). Not all the entries refer to individuals, with two entries in
Aeclthelwine’s prayerbook commemorating those killed in the battles of Assandun (1016AD)
and Aethelingadene (1001AD) (ibid)). The commemorative liturgy of the early medieval
period was, like the elaborate funerary sculpture discussed above, usually the preserve of an
elite minority (Le Goff 1984:125). However, during the eleventh century, there were some
limited moves to extend the benefits of the liturgy to the wider population. At some point
between 1024 and 1033, the monastery of Cluny began to commemorate all of

7 Original source not consulted by author.
13 For example, from the the will of Acthelwold “First he grants for his soul twenty mancuses of gold to the New
Minster” (Whitelock 1930:31).
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Figure 6.17. The frontispiece from the Liber Vitae of the New Minster and Hyde abbey,
Winchester depicting King Cnut and Queen Aelfgifu
(from Lapidge et al 2001:292)
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the dead on November the 2™, the day following All Saint’s Day. Such was Cluny’s

influence that this “day of the dead” was soon being marked across Western Europe.

6.4. The impact of the Anglo-Saxon Church on the commemoration of the

dead in early medieval Wessex

The early medieval pertod saw the development of the Church as an intermediary between
the living and the dead, one which played an integral role in the commemoration of the
deceased (Geary 1994:78). By the cleventh century, the commemoration of the deceased
was primarily the preserve of the Church, with the churches and churchyards not only
receiving the bodies of the deceased, but also providing the focus for their commemoration
(Williams 2003:232). The increasing influence of the Church can be seen in the
archaeological record, with the appearance during the later Saxon period of Christian
iconography and inscriptions making increasing reference to Christian beliefs in the
resurrection on funerary sculpture. In addition, this period saw the increasing belief that the
souls of the dead could be helped by the prayers of the living. This led to the development of
a commemorative liturgy and, as the process required the intercession of the Church, it
served to increase the Church’s control over the living (Le Goff 1984:135).

The increasing influence of the Church can also be seen in chronological changes in the
nature of above-ground commemoration for the elite, with the use of barrows and ditched
enclosures of the seventh and eighth centuries being replaced by the elaborate funerary
sculpture of the late Saxon period with its Christian connotations. Equally, those seeking
commemoration by burial in prominent positions in the later Saxon period looked not to be
buried within or in the vicinity of prehistoric monuments, but instead to be interred close to
the graves of saints or by stone crosses within churchyards. Better still was burial close to or
within the church itself. The later Saxon period also saw a shift in the distribution of
commemorative markers. The variations in the geographical distribution of some types of
above-ground markers, such as barrows, inscribed stones, rectangular and penannular
ditches, seen in within the study area during the middle Saxon period, seem virtually to have
disappeared in the later Saxon period. Instead, the status of a church and the nature of the
community it served dictated to a great extent the range and type of commemorative markers
found within the churchyard.

203



Chapter 7

Burial in the shadow of the church:

the development of churchyard burial in the Wessex heartlands

The late Saxon bequest of an estate by Ordnoth' and his wife to the Old Minster states that
‘on the day of our death they [members of the monastic community] will fetch us with the
minster’s resources and provide for us such a resting-place as is necessary for us in God’s
sight and fitting in the eyes of the world’ (Whitelock 1930:17). By the late Saxon period,
such a suitable resting place was increasingly seen to be in consecrated ground adjacent to a
church. By the end of the eleventh century, few, if any, chose to be interred away from
sacred ground and the prospect of the Church’s intercession on behalf of their souls. The
development of churchyard burial represents a fundamental shift in burial location and, in
many ways represents the church’s greatest impact on funerary behaviour during the early
medieval period. Traditionally, the transition to churchyard burial was thought to have been
relatively rapid, occurring over a few generations during the seventh and eighth centuries
(Meaney & Hawkes 1970:51). The validity of this assumption is now increasingly
questioned, with recent work demonstrating that the transition to churchyard burial was far
from rapid or as straightforward as initially thought (Hadley 2000a:160; 2000b:199; Blaur
2005:245). This chapter uses documentary and burial evidence to examine two of the key
aspects of the transition to churchyard burial within the study area: when churchyard burial
began in Wessex and the rate at which it was adopted by the majority of the population.

7.1. The origins of churchyard burial in Wessex

The Wessex of the later Saxon period is a product of the expansionist policies pursued by the
West Saxon kings during the seventh and eighth centuries. As a result, the study area
encompasses both Anglo-Saxon and British areas with different Christian traditions, making
it necessary to consider the origins of churchyard burial within the western part of the study

w

' The idcnﬁty of the Ordnoth mentioned in the bequest 1S UNCeEl l',ai]]’ but a theen called Ordnoth a in the
witness lsts of two charters, one dated to 959AD and the other to S8AD (Whitelock 1930:116). |
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area, Devon, Dorset and Somerset, and the eastern part of the study area, Hampshire,
Berkshire, Wiltshire, Isle of Wight and southern Oxfordshire, separately.

7.1.1. The British church in the south-west peninsula

Prior to the conversion of the West Saxons in the seventh century, there was already a
Christian presence in the western part of the study area, albeit one that is poorly understood.
There is no documentary evidence for churchyard burial in the western part of the study area
predating the arrival of the West Saxon Church, and the archaeological evidence is
fragmentary. Early medieval burials have been uncovered at Glastonbury Tor (So) and on
Lundy Island,? and both are sites that have been suggested as the location of possible British
monasteries. In addition, it has been postulated that the buildings associated with the small
cemeteries at Lamyatt Beacon (So) and Brean Down (So) may have been chapels or
churches (Leech 1986:274). However, the evidence for a religious presence at all of these

sites 1s at best ambiguous.

At Glastonbury, excavation on the top of the Tor has revealed substantial evidence for fifth-
to seventh-century activity (Rathz & Watts 2003:71). This included postholes indicating the
presence of a number of structures, a large quantity of animal bones, domestic and metal-
working hearths, an entrance complex with steps cut into the rock and two graves (ibid.:73-
4) (figure 7.1). Ten sherds of imported Mediterranean pottery of sixth-century date were
recovered from the layers containing these features, suggesting a fifth- to seventh-century
date for them (Rathz 1971:19; Rahtz & Watts 2003:71). The nature of the occupation on the
Tor is far from clear. One possibility is that the site was a secular stronghold, analogous in
some ways to the reused Iron Age hillforts at Cadbury Castle (So) (Alcock 1995) and
Cadbury Congresbury (So) (Rahtz 1992), with the natural geology of the Tor providing
security for its occupants (Rahtz & Watts 2003:76-7). Alternatively, the occupation of the
site may have been religious, either as a Roman and post-Roman pagan shrine or as the site
of an early Christian hermitage. This latter interpretation is favoured by the excavator based
in part on the later West Saxon monastery, which subsequently occupied the same site, with
the inaccessibility of the site providing the isolation required by early Christian hermits

2 The churchyard at Lustleigh (Dv), which exhibits many features typical of an early Christian enclosed cemetery,
including a circular outline and an inscribed stone dated to the second half of the sixth century (Swanton &

Pearce 1982:140), is not included 1n this discussion as a possible site of a pre-seventh century churchyard as it has
not been subject to any archaeological excavations,
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Figure 7.1. Plan of Dark Age settlement on Glastonbury Tor. The later Saxon cross base
and the tower of the medieval church are also depicted (Rahtz & Watts 2003:73)
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Figure 7.2. Plan of the site at Lamyatt Beacon, showing the seventh-century cemetery, the
Roman temple and the small building discussed in the text. (from Leech 1986:263)
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(ibid.:77-8).” However, the evidence is at best ambiguous and all three hypotheses about the
nature of the site remain possibilities. Furthermore, even if the Tor was an early religious site
and the two graves are of a contemporary date,' two burials associated with a religious
complex is hardly substantive evidence for an early tradition of churchyard burial in the

south-west.

The burial evidence from Lundy Island i1s more substantive with the remains of twenty-four
cist graves being uncovered during excavations (Thomas, Fowler & Gardener 1969:141).
There was no direct evidence as to the date of the burials, but the presence of four inscribed
stones dated to between the fifth and seventh centuries raises the possibility that the graves
may be of comparable date (ibid.:139). A standing chapel of twelfth- or thirteenth-century
date lies offset from the centre of the enclosure at Lundy (ibid..140). The chapel may
represent the last of a series of chapels and the spatial organisation of the excavated graves
suggests that there was an earlier pre-medieval focus to the cemetery nearer the centre of the
enclosure. The cemetery appears to have been enclosed by a single bank and it has been
suggested that the cemetery originally had an oval or curvilinear outline (ibid.:142). Circular
enclosed cemeteries, referred to as lanns, have traditionally been associated with early
Christianity in both Comwall and Wales and ascribed an early post-Roman date (Preston-
Jones 1994:91 & Thomas 1971:50-51, 67). It has been suggested that Christiamty was
introduced into the south-west peninsula from Wales (Olson 1989:48-50). Lundy’s isolated
location in the Bristol Channel, combined with its proximity to Wales, makes it a good
candidate as an early Christian site. Howeyver, the evidence is far from clear-cut. The lack of
dating evidence is particularly problematic. While some cemeteries with curvilinear outlines,
such as the burial ground at Tintagel (Co), were in use during the fifth and sixth centuries
(Nowakoswki & Thomas 1992:9), others, such as Merther Uny (Co) which has been dated to
the tenth century (Thomas 1968), appear to be later foundations (Preston-Jones 1994:92).
This suggests that enclosed cemeteries should not be seen as an early post-Roman
phenomenon, but rather as an early medieval one (Turner 2003:173; Petts 2002:46). In fact,
there are few examples of securely dated enclosed cemeteries prior to AD 700 (ibid.:42). As
such, despite the presence of the inscribed stones, in the absence of direct evidence for the

date of the graves, caution should be exercised in assigning a fifth- or sixth-century date to
the burials at Beacon Hill, Lundy.

} The Anglo-Saxon monastery on the Tor was probably a daughter house or subsidiary to Glastonbury Abbey,
which lay approximately 8 mile away (Rahtz & Watts 2003:78)

¢ There is no specific dating evidence associated with either of the burials.
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The small cemetery of sixteen bunals at Lamyatt Beacon has been radiocarbon dated to the
sixth to eighth century (Leech 1986:272). A small east-west stone building lay to the south-
west of the burials (figure 7.2). A terminus post quem for the building is provided by a coin
of 291 AD sealed in the floor (ibid.:268). While the chronological relationship between the
burials and the building 1s unclear (ibid.:274), there is a possibility that they may have been
contemporaneous. A similar small stone building also lies close to the small cemetery at
Brean Down (So) (ApSimon 1965:224). The building is constructed of stone robbed from an
adjacent Romano-British temple (ibid.:226) and has Roman coins of the late fourth century
embedded in the lower floor layers (ibid.:217). The size and shape of the buildings at
Lamyatt Beacon and Brean Down closely resemble early Irish timber oratories, such as at
Ardwall Island (D & G) (Thomas 1967:138-140), and it has been suggested that the building
at the two Somerset sites may have served as churches or chapels (Leech 1980:350).
However, this is not the only possible function for these buildings particularly as the building
at Brean Down, unlike that at Lamyatt Beacon, does contain evidence indicative of domestic
occupation, including a midden and spindle whorls (Ap Simon 1965:224).

Overall, the evidence for churchyard burial prior to the seventh century in the western part of
the study area 1s, thus, far from substantive. Instead, the archaeological evidence suggests
that the majority of the population were interred in non-enclosed field cemeteries with no
associated ecclesiastical buildings (Petts 2004:81) (see table 7.1. for a list of pre-seventh
century non-churchyard cemeteries from Devon, Dorset and Somerset). Little is known of
the nature of Christianity in the south-west peninsula prior to the arrival of the Anglo-Saxon
Church in these areas as a result of the westward expansion of Wessex during the seventh
century, nor is it clear how wide-spread the faith was among the general population. The
large number of field cemeteries and relative absence of churchyard burial may indicate that
Christianity had made little impact on the majority of the population before the arrival of the
Anglo-Saxon Church, and this may have been reflected in their funerary practices. Yet, it IS
possible that the inscnibed stones, discussed in section 6.2.1, and found across the western
part of the study area, primarily in Devon with occasional examples in Somerset, Dorset and
even Hampshire (see table 6.2 for details) (Okasha 1993:3), may have Christian
connotations. A number of inscribed stones from Comnwall bear Christian symbols, such as
the “chi-rho”, or Christian formulae, such as “hic iacet” (ibid.:5), although none of the stones

3 Many of the post-Roman cemeteries in the western part of the study area are associated with Roman temples,
with examples including Cannington (So) (Rahtz, Hirst & Wright 2000), Lamyatt Beacon (So) (Leech 1986),
Henley Wood (So) (Watts & Leach 1996)and Brean Down (So) (Bell 1990), while burials of suspected post
Roman date associated with temples have been found at Nettleton Scrub (Wi) (Wedlake 1982), Wint Hill
Banwell (So) and Maiden Castle (Do) (the burials referred to here are not the seventh-century barrow burials
from Maiden Castle, ?ut a group of undated west-east orientated unfurnished burials (Wheeler 1943:77-8)). It has
been suggested that in some cases these temples may have been converted into Christian shrines in the fifth
century, although conclusive archaeological evidence for such a change is at best fragmentary (Rahtz 1991:12)
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Table 7.1. Sub-Roman cemeteries in the western part of the study area.”

Exeter Cemetery 1 5% centu
Kenn 57-8th centu

Basis of dating No. of

Radiocarbon dating
Radiocarbon dating

Tolpuddle Ball ¢.400-100 AD Radiocarbon dating 50
Poundbury Dorset Roman- 6th/7th Radiocarbon dating
centu
Tinney’s Lane, Sherbourne c.430-660 AD Radiocarbon dating
| ¢.350-800AD 542
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=
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. =
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Cannington ¢.350-800AD Radiocarbon dating
Shepton Mallet IV Somerset | 4™-5" possible 6™, | Radiocarbon dating
Henley Wood, Yatton 57-7th cen Radiocarbon dating
Brean Down 5% to 7th/8th Radiocarbon dating
centu
Huish Episcopi 6'-7th cent Grave goods

Lamyatt Beacon 6 -8th centu Radiocarbon dating

Table 7.2. Churchyard burials within the study area which may date to the seventh

century.

Laboratory | Uncalibrated | Calibrated date™ with

County Grave | reference | radiocarbon | a confidence level of

“ date (BP) | lo(AD) | 20(AD)
o

hapel Somerset

Wells _B11S | HAR-3397 685-889 | 660-980

Cathedral™ GU-5014 660-890"

550-853
F1493" 680-953

GU-5154 685-883 | 660-950

SOU 13 Hampshire 690-780 | 675-865
560-640

59 | OxA-12043 | 123926 | 690-860 | 685-83)

64 | OxA-12044 685-770 | 665-780

! Area covered by Devon, Somerset and Dorset. This table does not contain cemeteries founded in this area after
¢. 600 AD, such as Ulwell (Do) (Cox 1989) and Portesham (Do) (Valentin 2003). Nor does it includ'e those
burials in Eastern Dorset and North Somerset, such as Bargates (Jarvis 1983), Elm Farm Burnett (Leighton 1937,
Geake 1997:144) and Wimbome St. Giles (Meaney 1964:81-2; RCHM 1975:102), which seem to have been
influenced by burial traditions seen in the eastern part of the study area.

¥ The table only contains relatively securely dated cemeteries and it is important to note that there are a m!mber of
other burial grounds which are also thought to date to this period but are not securely dated. Examples included

Daws Castle (So) (Pearce 1976), Queen Camel Hill (So) (Meaney 1964:219), Wint Hill Banwell (So) (Hunt
1964), Portishead (So), and Bradley Hill (So) (Leech 1981).

@ Unless specified all radiocarbon dates have been recalibrated using OxCal version 3.8.0.1 (Bronk Ramsey
2003).

¥ There was insufficient mformation to allow the recalibration of any of the radiocarbon dates from Wells. As
such, the calibrated ranges given in Rodwell 2001:571 are used.

¥ This is given as 60-890AD in Rodwell 2001, but this is a typing error. The value was checked with the SUERC
radiocarbon laboratory and it should read as 660-890AD (G.Cook pers.comm).

¥ Dates obtained from charnel from within the Mortuary Chapel (Rodwell 2001:78, 571). It has been suggested
that these bones are derived from coffins and tombs, possibly from within a building.
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within the study area possesses Christian iconography.® Fragmentary evidence for a
Christian presence in the South-west peninsula can also be found in seventh- and eighth-
century documentary sources, such as the account in Bede’s eighth-century Ecclesiastical
History of the English people of the two British bishops involved in the consecration of Chad
in AD 664 (Sherley-Price 1990:197). This appears to provide brief glimpses of an

established British church, with bishops, monasteries and holy places in the western part of

the study area (Morris 1989.6). While caution should be exercised in extrapolating
information from seventh-century sources back into the sixth and fifth centuries, the
possibility of both an established British Church and the widespread acceptance of
Christianity by much of the population in the western counties prior to the seventh century
cannot be excluded. If this was the case, it makes the absence of evidence for churchyard
burial surprising. It may be that during the fifth and sixth centuries, the British Church was
not particularly concerned with the funerary behaviour of the laity and the majority of the
population continued to be interred in their traditional burial grounds.

Yet it is perhaps a mistake to assume that the presence of Christianity in the south-west
peninsula would necessarily result in churchyards similar to those seen in the later Saxon and
medieval periods. It has been suggested that early Christian enclosed burial grounds may not
initially have been associated with churches, instead acquiring them at a later date (Preston-
Jones 1994:91; Thomas, Fowler & Gardener 1969:140). For example, the earliest evidence
for an ecclesiastical structure in the fifth- and sixth-century cemetery at Tintagel is a stone
church dated to the tenth century (Nowakoswki & Thomas 1992:35). Similarly, even if the
burial ground on Lundy Island is an early Christian cemetery, it may not necessarily be a
churchyard. The church within the enclosed cemetery dates to the twelfth or thirteenth
centuries and, while it may be that this is simply the last in a series of churches, it is equally
probable that any ecclesiastical structure may significantly post-date the foundation of the
burial ground. While the possibility that the earliest buildings associated with these bunal
grounds were timber and have left little trace cannot be excluded, it may be that the focus of
these earliest Christian cemeteries was not initially provided by an ecclesiastical building.
Instead, it has been suggested that a focal point was initially provided by “special graves’
distinguished by an elaboration of the usual grave form (Thomas, Fowler & Gardener
1969:140), such as the small rectangular enclosure of granite slabs surrounding three graves
at Lundy (ibid.:141). This may explain the absence of pre-seventh-century churchyards in
the western part of the study area. Moreover, these special graves may not have just been

confined to enclosed cemetenies. It has been suggested that the elaborate slab-covered grave

¢ It has been arg_ucd in some cases that the inscribed stones may have been part of early Christian cemeteries
which later acquired churches (Swanton & Pearce 1982: 140).
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at Cannington (So), with its richly furnished child burial, could also be considered a special
grave (Thomas 1971:63; Rathz, Hirst & Wright 2000:413). This raises the possibility that, at
least in the latter phases of its use, Cannington may have been a Christian burial ground. If
Cannington was, indeed, a Chnistian burial ground, it is possible that the other field
cemetenies also had Chnistian atfiliations. However, whether this simply took the form of
individuals who had converted to Christianity continuing to be interred in local cemeteries or
a more formal arrangement, with some of the existing burial grounds coming under Christian
control or Christtan communities interring their dead in newly founded field cemeteries, is

unclear.
7.1.2. The arrival of the Church of Rome in seventh-century Wessex

Unlike the western counties, there is little evidence for the presence of Christianity in the
eastern part of the study area prior to the arrival of continental missionaries in the seventh
century. The Augustinian mission may have reached Kent in AD 597, but it was another 38
years before continental missionaries were first recorded in the kingdom of the West Saxons
with the arrival of Birinus (HE III:7; Sherley—Price 1990:153).” With the missionaries
came the earliest West Saxon, as opposed to British, churches, whose seventh-century
incarnations are known primarily from documentary sources. The earliest of the West Saxon
churches lie outside the study area in Dorchester-on-Thames (Ox). In the early and mid-
seventh century Dorchester-on-Thames lay under West Saxon control and it was here that
Birinus is recorded as having built what were probably the first West Saxon churches at the
site of the first West Saxon see as part of his missionary activities (HE II1:7; Sherley —Price
1990:153). The period 660-750 AD saw the foundation of many new religious houses in
Wessex (Blair 1994:56), with the Dorchester-on-Thames churches being just the first of a
number of known seventh-century ecclesiastical foundations. Documentary sources indicated
that a church was present by the mid-seventh century within the Roman walls at Winchester.
The documentary sources suggest it may possibly have been in existence by AD 648 (ASCF
648 Swanton 2000:28), and was definitely present by the 660s when the town became the
site of the second and then only West Saxon see as Dorchester-on-Thames was lost to
Mercian expansion (HE I11:7; Sherley —Price 1990:154).°

The seventh century also saw the foundation of non-episcopal religious houses, such as the
monastery at Exeter which St. Boniface entered as an oblate in the 680s or 690s (Yorke
1995: 181; Levison 1905:6). The royal patronage of religious foundations was not confined

7 See Chapter 2 for a more detailed account of the conversion of the West Saxons.
¥ See chapter 8 for a discussion of the debate on the foundation date of Winchester’s first church.
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to the West Saxon kingdom and some of Wessex’s best known monasteries received grants
from other royal houses during the seventh century. For example, the monastery at
Malmesbury (Wi) was granted land by King Aethilred of Mercia in 681 AD (Edwards
1988:126),” while King Osric of the Hwicce gave land to the convent at Bath (So) in 675 AD
(Davenport 2002:31). These seventh-century foundations provided the Church in Wessex

with an increasing number of religious foci across the study area.
7.1.3. The origins of Anglo-Saxon churchyards in Wessex

Documentary sources indicate that the first West Saxon churches appeared during the
seventh century and the presumption is that these earliest churches had associated
churchyards, which probably catered for the ecclesiastical communities. For example, the
first West Saxon bishop Bininus was buried in Dorchester, presumably either within or close
to one of the churches he founded there (HE I11.7; Sherley-Price 1990:153). Initially, the
numbers of the laity interred within churchyards is likely to have been small. The
missionaries in Wessex, as in the other Anglo-Saxon kingdoms, initially targeted the royalty
and the nobility (Morris 1989:91). The conversion of even the elite was far from
straightforward with successive seventh-century West Saxon kings oscillating between the
old and new faiths depending on their political needs (Mayr-Harting 1991:65). It was only
after the abdication of Caedwalla in 688 AD that there was an unbroken succession of
Christian West Saxon kings (Yorke 1995:173). It can be assumed that some, but not
necessarily all, of the newly converted elite may have been interred within churchyards.
According to the twelfth-century Annales monasterii de Wintonia, the seventh-century West
Saxon kings Cenwalh, Aescwine and Centwine were interred at the Old Minster in
Winchester (Deliyannis 1995:119). However, there is no evidence that the seventh-century
Church demanded that the newly converted were interred within churchyards (Geake
1992:89). In fact, there is no evidence to suggest that the early Church was overly concermned
where the dead were buried (Bullough 1983:186) or that it sought to impose burial in the
vicinity of a church (Blair 2005:229). As such, it seems likely that some of the newly
converted were interred close to churches, possibly as a means of indicating their allegiance
to the new faith or perhaps as a means of enhancing their status, while others sought the
burial grounds of their ancestors, if not necessarily the traditions of an older faith.

% William of Malmesbury’s tw_elﬁh-century Gesta Pontificum Anglorum suggests that the monastery at
Malmesbury was founded by an Inishman called Meldrum, or Maildubh (GPA V:189 -Preest 2002:226). This may

indicate that Malmesbury was a pre-Augustianian foundation. However, others have suggested that William of

Malmesbury’s account of the foundation of the monastery was based on a mistranslation of a passage in a papal

rivelige and that there is no substantive ¢vidence for a mo t Malm ¢ to Aldhelm’s abbacy, .
AD 680705 (Edwards 1988:126) nastery a esbury prior cy
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Figure 7.3. Plan of the site at Beckery Chapel (from Rahtz & Hirst 2003:153)
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If the documentary evidence for churchyard burial in seventh-century Wessex is at best
fragmentary, the archaeological evidence is little better. Within the study area, only three
sites — SOU 13 (Ha), Beckery Chapel (So) (figure 7.3) and Wells Cathedral (So) - have
produced evidence for possible seventh-century churchyard burials.”® All three sites have
burials that have produced radiocarbon dates indicating they may have been interred during
the seventh century (table 7.2). However, radiocarbon dating often provides a relatively
broad date range. This means that while any of the burials listed in table 7.2 may have been
interred during the seventh century, and in the majority of cases they are equally likely to
have been buried during the eighth, ninth or even tenth centuries. For example, the only
radiocarbon date from the monastic cemetery at Beckery Chapel has a date range of 660-
980AD at a 20 level of confidence and may represent a seventh-century burial, but may
equally be of a much later date. Only two examples - one of the bones from the charnel at
Wells and burial 40 from SOU 13 - produced a date range which predated the beginning of
the eighth century at a 2c level of confidence, while burial 257 from Wells Cathedral has a
range of 619-690 AD at a 1o level of confidence.

To demonstrate seventh-century churchyard burial, it is necessary not only to have burials of
the appropriate date, but also to prove that the graves were associated with a contemporary
church. While there is substantial archaeological evidence for an Anglo-Saxon minster
church at Wells, none of the structures can be securely dated to the seventh century. The first
documentary evidence for the presence of a religious community in Wells is in a charter of
766 AD where land was given to the Minster Church of St. Andrew’s by the West Saxon
king, Cynewulf (Rodwell 2001:2; Whitelock 1955:457-459). However, it has been suggested
that this document may be a tenth-century forgery (Edwards 1988:252). If valid, the charter
implies that the Minster was already present by the mid-eighth century and points to a
foundation date either earlier in the eighth century or possibly in the late seventh century.
This corresponds with the earliest of the radiocarbon dated in situ bunals, B257, which
produced date ranges of 619-690 AD and 550-853 AD at 1o and 2o levels of confidence
respectively, and indicates burial was taking place at Wells by the ninth, and probably
eighth, century, and even possibly in the seventh century. However, one of the dated bones
from the chamel deposit in the mortuary chapel gives a date range of 450-670 AD at a 206

level of confidence, which is much earlier than seems likely for any West Saxon

10 goventh-century burials have also been reported from the Old Minster in Winchester (Kjelbye-Biddle
1992:222), but as the full excavation report for the site has yet to be published, these burials are not discussed in
this chapter. In addition, a Small_ cemetery at Lower Brook street also lies within Winchester city walls (Biddle
1975b:303). This cemetery occupies the same island of raised land as the Old Minster and it is possible that that
the Old Minster, with it church, ancillary buildings and burials grounds, controlled and occupied the entire island
(Scobie 1995:4). This means 1t is possible that the small late seventh-century Lower Brook Street cemetery may

in some way be linked to the ecclesiastical presence in Winchester, although the nature of this connection is
unclear (sec chapter 8 for a more detailed discussion).

214



ecclesiastical foundation at Wells. This suggests that this individual’s remains may have
originated from an earlier burtal ground at Wells, or elsewhere, and may predate the West
Saxon religious foundation on this site. Indeed, some have interpreted some of the site’s
earliest features as representing a circular enclosure with associated burials (Blair 2004:137),
which may not necessarily have been associated with the later ecclesiastical occupation of

the site.

The timber church excavated at SOU 13 lies within the eighth- and ninth-century emporium
of Hamwic, and 1s thought to be contemporary with the settlement. The presence of a burial
with a date range of 540-645 AD at a 2o level of confidence in the earliest phase of its
churchyard 1s puzzling. It seems increasingly likely that the church at SOU 13 was part of a
minster complex, which formed the southern part of the settlement at Hamwic.'" If this is the
case, the minster complex may pre-date the foundation of the wic, making seventh-century
burials in the churchyard at SOU 13 a possibility. However, the earliest radiocarbon date
from SOU 13 1s from the first half of the seventh century, which is a very early date for it to
be associated with any ecclesiastical foundation in eastern Wessex, making it more likely
that the church at SOU 13 was built on <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>