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Obituary- Peter Thomson

Members of thaVoolhopeClub and the Hereford Nature Trust were greatly saddenbdatio
of the death of Peter Thomsowho died suddenly on Saturday, 5th February 2005 on
returning home after attendingCdub meeting.

Originally trained asa geographerhe had a very wide farest in natural history and
concluded his careeby passing on his knowledge to younger getiens at Bristol
Polytechnic. He retired in 1983 and thenceforth devoted his life to natural history in
Herefordshire and elsewhérén particular the geologwnd botany of the countyA born
teacher, his knowledge and understanding of tlsebgectswas enthusiastically imparted in
numerous lectures and guided walks over the yddiss simple explanation of detail added
enormously to the enjoyment of his hearand wadurther enhanced by his beautiful slides.

He andhis wife Stephani®ecamemembes of the Herefordshire Botanical Society and
were greatly involved with the Ledbury Naturalidtsontinuing interests for Stephaniéle
joined the Hereford Naturgrust shortly after its inception in 1962 and was a Trustee for many
years and again at the time of his deatte wasPresident of the Clum 19992000and was
the County Recorder for the Club of both botany and geolddjg. gentle enthusiasm and
knowledge will be missed by many

This photograph of Peter in a typical pose was taken in 1988, when he was in
conversation with David Attenborough, and is printed by kind permission of the photographer
Philip Price.
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SPRING MEETINGS

FIRST MEETING: 15 January: Dr. P.A.Olver, president, in the chair.

Mr. J. W. Tonkin, B.A., F.S.A,, gave an illustrated talk 6rhe Olchon Valley Project6 Thi s
project was initiated in 1999 and fundby LongtownGroup Parish Council andBADER+

and coefunded by the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries and Food and Herefordshire
Council. The area covered was Longtown, Llanveyr@@swalland Waltestonesituated in

the southwest of the county along the boundary with Walggh the rivers OlchonEscley

and Monnow flowing nortkeast to soutlwest through them. Awell as a survey of historic
buildings other subjects included the figldme surveys and local history topics.

He explained that this part of Herefordshivas in the diocese of 9b.a v $ uhtd the
1850s, and that the probate, ecclesiastical and otlterds were at the National Library of
Wales at Aberystwyth. The place names were a mixture of English and Welsh. He gave details
from a selection of wills and inventories dating from 1580 of Thomas ap Richard als @fylor
Craswallto 1805 of Rachel Joned Longtown These indicated the contents of a household,
the farming stock and wealth.

Mr. Tonkin dealt with houses dating from the fourteenth to the nineteenth century
pointing out their architgural features and developments through the centuries. These were
illustrated by coloured slides which included Ty Mawr and Old Céartthe fourteenth
century, both restored in recent yedtack Darenfor the fifteenth century, a crudbuilding
and longhouse now undergoing restoration, ldtich still had cattle in it in the 1960s;|k-
yr-Ynys, the home othe Cecil family, with a good plaster ceiling and having twelve hearths
on the 1665 Hearth Taxand Brass Knollvith a Renaissance gable for the sixteenth century.
The seventeenth century showed a wealth of-godpanel screens and chamfered and
moulded beams as at White Haywaattd Trewern Eighteentkcentury Georgian ideas occur
at Ruthlands(Longtowr) and SunnyBank. For the nineteenth century examples were
Greenway Pencellyand the communal bakeuse at Longtown.

The results of the various surveys will be published.

SECOND MEETING: 5 February: DR. A. Olver, president, in the chair.

Mr. G. C. Wood gave an illustrated talk @Hereford RailwaysWhatif26 He expl ai ned t
the nineteenth century promoters of railways had to prentbeir own private Act of
Parliament, and this led to rivalry between the companies. In 1836 two routes were proposed
between Hereford and Gloucester, one by Brunel and the other by W. H. Price. In 1844/5 many
schemes were put forward and the local cdungjed that all lines met on one common
station. Sites mooted were at Portfields and Bewell Stoedind the Red Coat Hospital, at the
head of the canal between Bye Street and Widemarsh Street, and behind the Csontsrieki

the Poor House. If a common station was to be built on the Portfields All &&intsch

should be demolished. More schemes caused bitter relationships between the public, the
council and the railway companies. One scheme proposed a deviatianolimel the city. Due

to an economic slump in 1847 nothing happened until the 1850s when new ideas and
antagonisms resurfaced. Stations were proposed at BarrsabduBarton Road areaOn 29
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October 1853 a line was opened with a temporary station near the canal bridge at the bottom of
Widemarsh Street. Another company opened a line with a temporary station near Barton Road
Bridge. In 1855 a new station building of classical desigs wonstructed there. The 1860s
saw the amalgamation of companies to form a network for the city, and to provide a link
between the two stations. More legal proceedings and proposals took place, and it was agreed
to redevelop Barton Road Station which weesmpleted in 1884. Finally on 1 January 1893
Barton Road Station closed and after almost fifty years all trains in and out of Hereford used
one common station.

A detailed history is to be found Mr .  WdankiThesRailways of Hereford

THIRD MEETING: 26 February: Mr. JG. Hillaby, senior vicepresident, in the chair.
Mr. J. Freeman, M.A., gave a talk @garly Fieldnamesin Herefordshired He r ef erred t
importance of the Fieldame Survey carried out by the club which is ndwn |l i ne . 6 He
concentrated on the field systems between 1100 and 1500. So far he had collected over 3,000
names. Analysing these a variety of sources show up, such as the use of compass points which
come though to the time of the tithe maps, (1840s), names of trees, cropsnatknfeatures,
the operfield system and the most common of all natural features. Examplesfeldein
Saxon times meant field, a common field which later referred to enclosedslao#ien a
cleared field;shut a corner;sych drainage;mere marsh;quarrel, quarry; selion strip or
furrow; acre, strip; andslad, low land.

It is hoped to have a similar talk on meadow land.

SPRING ANNUAL MEETING: 26 March: Dr. PA. Olver, presidet) in the chair.
The assistarsecretary reported that the club now had 767 members.

Dr. Olver reviewed the club’s activities during the year and gave his address on "The
Tale of the Trilobité wh i ¢ h initheselpansaadiohse d

FIELD MEETINGS

FIRST MEETING: 19 May: WOLVERHAMPTON AND BEWDLEY AREA

After coffee at the Running Horse near Bewdley members travelled to Wightwick Meaaor
Wolverhanpton. Before a tour of the house a guide gave a brief history of the house. It was
built between 1887 and 1893 by the architect Edward Ould for Theodore Mander, the paint
manufacturer. It is of timbeframed construction on a red sandstone base. Theointeri
influenced by the Arts and Crafts Movement, and contains a fine collection of William Morris
textiles, wallpapers and furniture, Williade Morgan tiles, stained glass by Kempe and
paintings by Ruskin, Hunt and Millais.

The s&enteeracre garden was originally designed by Alfred Parsons and altered about
1910 by Thomas Mawson.

The Mander family have been public benefactors and in 1957 gave the property to the
National Trust.

En routeto Bewdley Dr.Olver referring to the geology of the area said that the rocks
were of the Permian period and were laid down some 250 million years ago when the area
would have been desert. The town of Bewdlas at the centre of the Highley sandstone and
in the streets black dolerite from the Clee Hill is udd@mbers visited the museum which
contains a number of workshops including a ropewalk.
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During the day the coach was not behaving itself and going upiltreut of Bewdley
began to smoke. Luckily this happened just beyond the Running Horse, so members walked
back to it and refreshed themselves whilst awaiting a replacement coach.

SECOND MEETING: 16 June: KIDDERMINSTER AREA

Members travelled via Stourpgand stopped at Wilden Churtt have coffee and look around

it. Unfortunately, five minutes before arrival there was an electric power failure, so there was
biscuitsbut no coffee. The fourteen stained glass windows designed by Burne Wbpedied

in 1902 were erected there in 1914. The altar frontal was designed by William .Mdreise
would have been much more appreciateddféthad been some electric light.

Next visited was the Bodenham Arboretiand Earth Centre at Wolverley. In 1973
Bodenham Farm was derelict. The Bam family bought it and built a new house, and
developed the farm for pedigree Hereford cattle and sheep. At the same time they created a
threeacre lake and arboretum which contains some 2,700 species of shrubs and trees from all
over the world. There ara number of well laidut walks.

The afternoon was spent at Harvington Héilis a late medieval timbdramed house on
sandstone footings, and by 1582/3 had been encaseitkn The great staircase was inserted
about 1600. On the tour of the house the domestic rooms were seen on the ground floor; the
state rooms on the first floor and the chapels and pdiestsns on the second floor. It has
always been inhabited by Cattofamilies. In 1529 it was purchased by John Packington and
through the female line passed to the Yate and Throckmorton families. In 1896 it was in a poor
condition and in 1923 Mrs. Ellen Ryan Ferris purchased it and gave it to the Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of Birmingham which has restored it. In 1936 the original wall paintings,
probably dating from about 1600 were discovered underneath the whitewash.

THIRD MEETING: 19 July: BOTANIC GARDENS OF WALES AND ABERGLASNEY,
CARMARTHENSHIRE.

This meeting was arnged to see the changes which have tgiacesince the visits to these
gardens on 7 July 2001 and 15 June 2000 respectively.

The details minuted on those meetings have not been repeated here. Members who were
on those visits were not disappointed.

In the Great Glasshouse at the Botanic Gardeng of the three horticulturalists
explained the layout of the plants from six Mediteranehmate regions of California,
Australia, the Canary Islands, Chile, South Africa and the Mediteranean Basin. A new feature
is the Theatre Botanic especially built to show films in 360 degrees. Several members saw a
film on ~The Planet of Plants. d

At Aberglasney the plants in the Cloister Garden and other areas have matured and walls
have been restored.

FOURTH MEETING: 7 August: FOREST OF DEAN

The first visit wasto the exposure at the cutting beside the Longhiogeass The lowest
Silurianbeds include conglomerate limestones. The bettposed flaggy calcareous siltstones
which follow are the Upper Blaisdon Bg equal to the Lower Leintwardin®rmation of
Ludlow and having many typical fossils. The thin band of Lower Longhope @edsrtheless

3 m. thick) are distinguished by brachipods with occasional trilobites. In the succeeding Upper
Longhope Bedshe number of brachipod fauna is reduced and bivadeesr. Such changes
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perhaps relatéo the shallower water conditions and salinity variations associated with the
Caledonian earth movements. Some fossils were found in the loose debris.

At Soudleyfour sites were visited. Locality Nd was by the entrance to the railway
cutting where Brownstonesf the Lower Old Re&andstone were exposed consistingyafas
of mudstone, sandstone and thin conglomerates laid down in a large Missitgippielta
complex. The steeplgngled beds of the Lower Devoniavere very visible, and also the
remains of current bedding. The sequeisagverlain unconformably by the hard beds of quartz
conglomerate brought down by flash floods at the time.

Locality No. 2 was the Old Sand Quarry which was worked around 1850. The quarry
face exposed Tintern Sandstofiem the Upper Old Red Sandstogeading upward into
Carboniferous Limestone Shal@he sand was extracted as sand, not requiring to be crushed.

Locality No. 3 was a steeplimb at the Blue Rock Quarry which was working until the
late nineteenth century and used as a source for both lime and sand. The Lower Limestone
Shaledo the left are composed mainly of thin sandstones and ghegrdg mudstones dipping
slightly. To the right of a gully formed by a fault are harder calcareous sandstones dipping
steeply at 70 degrees. These harder calcareous sandstones have been left as protruding ribs.

Locality No. 4 was at the Blue Rock Tunneliewhere material from the quarry was
carried away. Here the Lower Dolomite exposed showing a well developed joint system
which can be confused with bedding planes. Magnesiamfluids percolatd down into the
rock after deposition and later to alter the calcium carbonate of the limestones into the pink
coloured magnesium carbonate (dolomite) which is now called dolostone. No fossil
preservation remains once the rock has been dolomitised.

Memberstravelled on a special steam day on the Dean Forest Railway. This is a
preserved railway, one of several used in the past to transport coal, iron ore, dolomite and
limestone. Today coal from Poland is being used for the engines.

Road works prevented a itiso the harbour at Lydney and the Severn estuary so a coal
exposure in the Forest was visited instead. The slope uphill had become very overgrown with
brambles and gorse, but with the aid of secateurs a point was reached where the fossilised
remains of tee trunks were visible, and scattered pieces of coal were found further up the
slope. During the Upper Carbonifergosriod continuing uplift of the land led to planing off of
the lower rocks and a relatively stablen@ditic period of warm, humid, equatorial conditions
gave rise to deltaic swamps. A series of slight up and down movements of the land, or changes
of sea level, led to variations of deposition giving layers of sandstones, siltstones and
limestones interbeddewith coal seams30 ft. of material compresses to 5 ft. of rock after 30
million years of compression. N.B. There are no coal measures anywhere in the world in rocks
older than 300 million years as trees had not evolved before that time.

Some time was gmt looking at Newnharan-Severn, and in the churechemberssaw
the Norman font with the twelve apostles carved on it. The views from the churchyard across
the Severn estuary were dramatic. (Beryl Harding )

FIFTH MEETING: 24 August: ELAN DAMS AREAOF RADNORSHIRE

After coffee at the Red Lion Hotel at Llanfihangel Nantmelan members travelled to the Elan
Valley Centrenear Rhayader. Here they were able to see-mteuate video, andraexhibition

on the history and building of the dams, to form reservoirs to provide a water supply to
Birmingham. In 1904 it was opened by King Edward VII. As the Elan and Claerwen Valleys
had an annual, average rainfall of sevemty inches of good quaji water, the narrowness of
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the valleys for building dams, and the height of the area for water to be transported by gravity,
James Mansergh convinced the Birmingham Corporatidi892to obtain an act of Parliament
for the compulsory purchase @D squae miles of land. To construct the reservoirs three
manorhouses, eighteen farms, a school and a church were submerged. By 1904 four
reservoirs, Caban Coch, Garreg Dhu, Pen y Garreg and Craig Goch were completed. During
the Second World War the small coffé®m on Nant y Glo, which was the same design as the
Ruhr dams, was used by Barnes Walllis to calculate the size of the famous bouncing bomb,
which was used inthda mbustersd raid in 1943. Due to the
built until 1952

Memberstravelled along the narrow road by the sides of the Caban @uthGarreg
Dhu reservoirs to the top of the Pen y Garreg Dam, the smallest of the four reservoirs which
was open to the puibl The dam is 123 ft. high, 528 ft. long, almost 1,000 ft. above sea level
with a storage volume of 6,000 megalitres. The foundations are 17 ft. below the river bed and
115 ft. thick at the base. It is constructed of concrete clad in natural hewn stdhe.tép of
the dam the party walked along rough ground, down nine steps and the through a narrow, dark
passage and up a spiral staircase to the tower. There were small light openings along the
passage from where one could see the thickness of the masharyolume of it is estimated
to be over 90,000 cubic yards. From the tower there were views of the expanse of water on
both sides of the dam as well as the landscape. It was beautiful sunshine, having rained for
most of the morning.

Members travelled othe mountain road alongside the Craig Goch Dam to Gigrin Farm.
This is a red kitdeeding and rehabilitation centre. Seated at the hides the farmer scattered meat
in various places. The crows and red kitaed up in the trees. Down came the crows to feed
on the ground, followed by the red kites swooping down, grasping the meat in their talons and
making off with it which theyate whilst flying. The meat is purchased locally; on average a
quarter of a tonne is used each week. The red kites are all native to Wales. In October as many
as 300 come to feed.

The final visit was for tea at the nearby Brynafon Country House Hotslaltbnverted
Victorian workhouse built in 1878 and used as such until 1932.

AUTUMN MEETINGS

FIRST MEETING: 1 October: Dr. ®lver, president, in the chair.
Robin Jackson, B.A.A.lLF.A. gave an illustrated talk on th#&nvestgations at Wellington
Quarry 198620051 A Pr ehi st oric and Later dtaintdesnostpe. 6 H
important one in Herefordshire and the West Midlands. Situated in théyilogvland of the
Lugg Valley the conditions have been suitable for the survival and preservation of the artefacts
from prehistoric times. The flooding over the GRkd Sandstonkas produced silts. Remains
of insects and plants, especially poltgains have survived from 134000 B.C.; willows and
fish from 5000 B.C. to 750 A.D.; also cereals by 2000 B.@pRebegan to settle about 3500
B.C. as shown by the remains of animal bones and ppftietg, hearths and buriatsf Beaker
folk and the Iron Age.

A Roman settlement, a villa, of the 3rd./4th. century has been presenvedquarry. Of
particular importance is the discovery of a rdéiting fromc.700 AD.; only four or five others
have been found in the country. Some of its timbers are being preserved at the Mary Rose
Trust. Unfortunately no gearing has been found. It is hoped to find another mill further
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downstreamEnglish Heritage is funding the excavations, and the quarrying company has been
very cooperative and helpful to the archaeologists. Further work is sctiéduz006.

SECOND MEETING: 22 October: Dr. €. Eisel, vicepresident, in the chair.

This year is the 200th anniversary of the Battle of Trafedgakthe deth of Lord Nelson. The
meeting was atended by t he BSlaegretary, Mdr§. Arie Doalflep and ber
husband and son. The Right Worshipful Mayor of Hereford, Councillor Marcelle iHiayes,
had hoped to be present but was prevented due to otrerN=dlebrations.

David Whitehead, M.AF.S.A., gave an illustrated talkdd el son i n Herefords
had volunteered to give this talk because of his naval connections. A relative had designed the
Whitehead torpedo, used with devastating effectén3meRussian War in 1905. He said that
modern history tended to heroes, but Nelson coincided with his interest in the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries. Also Nelson went on the Wye Tour. Howas t he beach?d
1801 after the provisional pee of Amiens, and in that year bought the estate of Merton Place
in Surrey. Emma Hamilton, his mistress, whom he had first met in 1792, was also delivered of
his child, Horata, in that year. There was some isolation from respectable society because of
the unusual setip.

The tour in 1802, during which he visited Hereford, was suggested by Sir William
Hamilton. It lasted six weeks and cost £481, and during it Nelson received a fantastic welcome.
After Admiral Robert Blake in the 1650s the fashion for heroad lapsed, and it was not until
Nelson that this was revived, becoming particularly noteworthy in Victorian times, but died in
the First World War. Nelson took the adulation in his stride and always wore full dress
uniform. The tour commenced in Oxfotdse, but the Duke of Marlborough refused them
admittance to Blenheim Palace, sending out a hamper of cold meats for a picnic in the park,
which was refused. Then on to Gloucester, where Nelson visited the gaol, and to the Forest of
Dean where he looked tite timber reserves in the Forest, as there was a great demand for oak;
one battleship requiring the timber from sevefutyr acres of welgrown forest. On his return
he made recommendations to the Admiralty, which resulted in Uvedale Price from Foxley
being appointed Assistant Surveyor General at a salary of £400 per annum. He is said to have
taken the job seriously.

Ross was next visited where he stayed at the Swan Inn, after which followed a tour down
the river to Monmouth. Milford Haven, the objecttbe tour, was reached via Merthyr, where
he visited the Crawshay ironworks. Then on to Tenby, where reports of the progress began to
appear in thedereford Journal Margam orangery was admired on the return journey, and
Piercefield at Chepstow visited loe¢ a return stop at Monmouth, where the party stayed at the
Beaufort Arms. The opportunity waakento visit the Kymin and the naval temple, with the
plagues for his naval victories. These affected Nelsonsiog him to exclaim against the
French. Then on to Ross and Rudhalhere he was entertained by the Westfalings. The
proceedings were recorded in detail by the Rev. John Webb, ofifRtss.

From Rudhall the party travelled to Hereford on 23 August, where on their entry to the
city the horses were taken from their carriage and the citizens themselves hauled the carriage to
the City ArmsHotel. From thehotel Nelson went to the Market Hall, and in the room on the
first floor was made an honorary freemairthe city. He made his way to the Bisl@efPalace
to see the bishop of Hereford, who had not been at the ceremonmsbexfaage and infirmity,
before returning to the Great Room of the Hotel. The party left at about 2 p.m., having spent
only about two hours in the city, but having made a tremendous impression on the citizens.
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From Hereford the party went on to Downtons@a, the seat of Richard Payne Knight,
with whom Sir William Hamilton had corresponded for many years. During the stay at
Downton Nelson made a trip to Pencombe to visit his godfather, the Rev. HerbertARiaiss
this the party made their way to Birmingham via Worcester, and then back to Merton Place.

The strong impression made on Hereford by Nelsas such that as soon as t&ath
was reported in thelereford Journal a proposal was made to build a column in his memory.
There were other calls on the generosity of the citizens, and money was slow in coming in.
However, the foundation stone was laid the following year amid roaobmony, but it was
several years before the column was completed. Because of shortage of funds an urn was
substituted for the proposed statue. (Notes taken by John Eisel)

THIRD MEETING: 19 November: Dr. FOlver, president, in the chair.

This wasthe fortythird F. C. Morgan lecture, given by MsSue Cooper on thé G csd\ére
Project and Churchyard Preservation.® She expl
funded by the Heritage Lottery Fund, Rural Heritag&FBA and others. The objecs$ to

make people aware and take an interest in the management of the environment in which they
live. To do this it arranges courses and talks to those groups which are interested and have
volunteers, who are prepared to take part in a particular profest @& grant is awarded. As a
result of the work done by groups on the conservation of churchyiiid hoped that it will

lead to a national network. In Herefordshire the fellmy churchyards have taken part:
Clifford, Cusop, Eye, Hentland, Leintwardinklangarron, Putley and Weobley. Examples
include the recording and identification of plants, trees, mosses, lichens, liverworts, fungi, birds
and memorials, as well as the geology of the stone walls. Suggestions are made as how to
manage the hedgerowsdathe grass cutting to preserve the natural history for the future.
Interpretation boards are erected for the benefit of the public.

WINTER ANNUAL MEETING: 3 December: Dr. X. Eisel, vicepresident, in the chair.
Officers for 2006 were appointed. Thecaants for the year ending 31 December 2004 were
presented and adopted. These follow the Proceedings.

Mrs. Rosamund Skelton B.A., M.R.T.P.l., on behalf of the Archaeological Research
Section gave an illustrated talk 6hhe Historical Landscape of MonnimgtSt r addl e. 6 Usii
aerial photographs taken by Chris Musson following on from those taken as part of the Field
name Survey, she iden&fl a number of sites in the Monnington Straddle area. These included
a motte and bailey at Chanstone Cdtatm; a possible deémy at Monnington; an Iron Age
fort at Holsty a motte and bailey at Lower Park Wo@dmotte and moatow hidden in trees
at Monnington Court Farm and other buildings. Evidence of ridge and faismvshowed up
in the Golden Valley area. Using documents and visiting the shéoahington Court Farm,
she had identifiethe Chapel Houswith a stone dated W.L.1651, a seventeenth century barn,

a granary with stables below, and traces of a dovecote

She referred to references in therBesday Book, the 1377 Poll Tax, the Militia
Assessments of 1663 and the 1665 Hearth Tax, She suggested that the population of the area
had changed very little.

2005 has been an expensive y8ar.accommodate and for the security of the library in the
Woodhope Room, five pairs of mahogany glazed doors with locks have been fitted, matching
the existing library bays.
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For the benefit of members and speakers a more powarhlic addressystem and a
digital projector hae been purchased.

The clubalsounderbok publishing a special publication éterefordshire Taxes in the
Reign of Henry Vllledited by M. A. Faraday. This was made possible with a grant from the
Marc Fitch Fund, a generous donation from Dr. Nourse, an American and money from the
Geoffrey Walte Smith Fund see the later revievirhere are copies still for sale.



Herefordshirgaxes in the reign of Henry VI

Edited by MchaelA. Faraday

The publica i on of M. A. F ar a d-asiylaysubsdis and ather taxds t he |
levied by the Crown between 1512 and 1547 was celebrated in the Woolhope Room, Hereford
Library on 12 August 2005. The book is the first to be published by the Club under the terms
of a bequest from Geoffrey Walter Smith of Her

The transcription, indexing and editing of these tax assessments has provided historians
with a prime source of evidence which would otherwise be unobtain&fittethe exception of
documents asibed to the Subsidy of 1514, which are in the Herefordshire Record Office, all
the original assessments are in The National Archives at Kew and therefore only
inconveniently accessible to Herefordshire researcMany are difficult to decipher.

Although only summaries survive of some assessments, for the years 1525, 1543, 1545,
1546 and 1547 there are copious lists of thep@ying inhabitants of the county, together with
their estatevaluation (usually on their goods) and the tax chare. assessmis, arranged by
hundred and townshigccordingly provide directories of the county in a period of significant
administrative, social and religious changiee Crown was turning to the gentry, magistrates
and parish officers to administer the countie®e destruction of the monasteries and seizure of
their estates between 1536 and 1539 were boosting the property market and cascading wealth
through the mercantile and landholding classehe assessment s reveal t
growing ability to tax them étiently.

At a locallevel they provide the evidence about the population and prosperity of the
county and its communities, listing and naming individuals of all classes from labourers and
servants upwardsSpeculative conclusions may be hazarded abweitektent of population
change and migratiorThe proportion of changes in successive lists of inhabitants suggests
more movement than might be expect®d.particular interest is the large number of Welsh
names in the western hundreds of Ewyas Lacy, Hgtdn, Webtree and Wormelo®espite a
steady if slow decline in the use of Welsh patronymic names 80% of the inhabitants of Ewyas
Lacy hundred possessed Welsh names in 51 8ew Herefordshire parishes have registers
of baptisms, marriages and burialating from their introduction in 1538, buwtith some
30,000 names listedaid indexed) the assessments are also an important source for family
historians pursuing their research back to the first registers and beyond.

Publication of the valme was aided by generous grants fiom James G. Nourse of
San Franciscand the Marc Fitch Fundhe editor, Michael Faraday, himself a former H.M.
senior inspector of taxes, has been a member of the Club since 1969 and a contributor to the
Transactions He has editedThe Herefordshire militia assessments of 1668 the Royal
Historical Society and (with E.J.L Cold) calendar of probate and administration acts in the
court book for the bishops of Hereford 140541 for the British Records Society as Was
lay subsidy assessments for the counties of Shropshire, Radnorshire and Worcestershire and a
history of his birthplacel.udlow 10551660, a social, economic & political historfe is now
about to edifThe Bristol and Gloucestershire lay subsidy 62327 for the Gloucestershire
Record Series.

M. A. Faraday ed.Herefordshire taxes in the reign of Henry VWo ol hope Natwuralistsoé Field
474pp., (I SBN O 9505823 2 8), A17.50 (Al5y.members) plus p
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WOOLHOPE NATURALISTS” FIELD CLUB

RECEIPTS & PAYMENT ACCOUNT BALANCE SHEET
for the year ended 3lst December 2004 at 3lst December 2004

2003 INCOME 2003 ASSETS

3,735 Interest on Investments 4,681 1,040 Herefordshire County Council ‘Loan 1,040
47,457 National Savings Investments 49,054
2,389  Income Tax Refunds 141 i
____________ Bank Accounts
6,124 4,822 21,595 Reserves 33,531
7,656 General 2,086
7,443  General Subscriptions 8,262 1,465 Subscriptions 819
245 Sale of Publications 532 308 Natural History Section 300
= Grants, Donations & Legacies 8,325 3,304 Archaeological Research Section 2,116
1,038 Victoria County History (net surplus) 6,125 956 TField Meetings 1,289
439  Archaeology Research (net surplus) - 63 Geology Section 231
241  ARS Lottery Fund (net surplus) 9:%26 000 == TR
- Field Meetings (net surplus) 332 34,347 90, 466
63 Geology Section (net surplus) 169 112,843 Designated Accounts 113,507
71 FMS/MAS(net surplus) - Restricted Accounts
4 George Marshall Fundé = 10,123 victoria County History 16,248
17 Natural History Section (net surplus) = George Marshall Fund -
------- — ARS Heritage Lottery Fund 10,767
9,561 3,210 —————— - =
______________ 27,015
15,685 38,003  mm———— . mmm———
230,988
EXPENDITURE
Note that the following assets of fluctuating or indeterminate value
508 Insurance 578 are not included in this Balance Sheet:-

9,540 1. £933 3 1/2% War Loan current value approx £770

5,174 Stationery, Printing & Binding
2. The contents of the library & stock of publications

30 Meetings Expenses -
486 Postage & Telephone 597
459 Subscriptions & Donations 149 CAPITAL
= Repairs & Renewals 897 General Funds
300 Honoraria 300 190,619 Balance brought forward 83,846
205 Accountancy 270 110,728 Less transfer to Designated Reserve -
170 Field Names Survey (net deficit) - 1,000 ARS Lottery Fund =
- Capital Reserve Grants 1,920 4,953 Add Surplus in the year 6,620
- ARS (net deficit) 1489 = T S
- Natural History (net deficit) 9 83,844 90,466
Designated Funds
(7,332) (15, 449) 110,728 "New" Capital Reserve Fund/Transfer 112,843
—————— S 2,115 Add Surplus in the year 664
£ 8,353 TOTAL SURPLUS in the year £22,644  TTTTTT
= 112,843 113,507

Restricted Funds

D. H. Davies, F.C.A. 9,084 Victoria County Fund b/f 10,123
22 November 2005 1,039 Add Surplus in the year 6,125
Independent Examiner 'IB_I;; 16,248
287 George Marshall Fund b/f 291
4 Net general expenditure (291)
291

15,725 "New" ARS Lottery Fund/Grant/Transfer 1,241
(14,484) Less net (expenditure)/surplus 9,526
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BiographicalDetails of Contributors

Paul A. Olver
Dr. Paul OlveB.Sc, M.A, Ph.D, F.G.S.is a native of Grimsby, North Lincolnshire and took
his first degree in Geology at the University of Birminghalfis subsequent doctoral research
at Birminghanon the trace element geochemistry of acid volcanic rocks took him to both Italy
and North Wales. After school teaching in Leamington Spa, he joined Surrey County Council
as a tutor/orgasér in their Adult Elucation Service in 1974. By 1992 his career had taken
him to a Principalés post i n Dor kinlgelongLeat her
|l earning brought him to Herefordshire Council
After leaving Heefordshire Council in 2006, he now works ptime on European education
projects involving both school children and young adults. Throughout his career he has tutored
day and evening courses in geology and astronomy and this has continued with his curren
work for the local WEA and the Field Studies Council. He was instrumental, along with other
members of the Clubébés Central Committee, in |
now has a flourishing membership of fifty. Paul was Presiditite Clib in 2004and2005.
His current interests, besilgeology and astronomy, include the Late Neolithic to
Bronze Age megalithic cultures as well as a lifelong interest in railways both full sca®and
scale.

John C. Eisel

Dr. John C. EiseM.A., M.Sc, PhD., F.S.A.was educated at Hereford Cathedral School and

took his first d e g r e.eAftentrainingias @ @acherChe llekterap an, Lonc
mathematics, first at Dudley Technical College and latterly as head of mathematics at
Herdordshire College of Technology until he took early retirement in 1994. Among his

research interests are the history of change ringing and the development of bell frames, and he

has published widely. He is deeply interested in the history of his adopiatycm particular

the development of Hereford itself, on which he has written a number of papers. He is also an

expert on the history of the local pubs! For many years a member of the Club committee, he is

now (2006 7) serving his third term as President

Rita Wood

Rita Wood is a fieldworker for th€orpus of Romanesque Sculpture in Britain and Ireland

has published a number of articles on Romanesque sculpture in England, chiefly in Yorkshire.
The study of the Fownhoggmpanumwas taken up because of its references to the theme of
Chr i st 0 s0 aAnsinoredetal,iae ibturns out, in the paper presented in this issue of the
Transactions

Leslie King
Mrs. King received a wardegre fr om Oxford on the basis of t
French at St. Hildads Coll ege, plus six years

cypher officer. After the war, she qualified as a speech therapist but retired from practice after
marrying and having a family. She took up the hobby of archaeologicalviking around
Kinver and Wolverley, but changed to historical research after moving to Ledbury.
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Peter Guest

Dr. Peter Guest B.A. is Lecturer in Roman Archaeology at Cardiff Uaiisity. He was born

in Birmingham and studied archaeology at the Institute of Archaeology, University College
London, where he also undertook his doctorate. The archaeology of Roman Britain is his main
area of research, particularly the role and use of &povinage, the impact of Roman ideas

and practices on native British society, and the cultural changes that occurred at the end of the
Roman period. His recent publications inclidde Late Roman Gold and Silver Coins from the
Hoxne Treasurandlron Age& Roman Coins from Wales

Mike Luke

Mike Luke completed his archaeology degree at the University of Cardiff in 1986. Since then
he has worked on a range of archaeological sites for a variety of different organisations across
Britain. He is now a Projedlanager with Albion Archaeology in Bedford where he has
worked for the past 15 yearkle has workedndependentlyin Bulgaria, West Sussex and
Herefordshire. Since working at Lyonshall, near Kington, he has regularly returned to
Herefordshire for walking eekends and tenjoy one of his other passi@siver swimming.

He particularly enjoys swimming in the Arrow, the Lud and the Wye near Hay.



Presidential Addres2006
The Tale of the Trilobite

ByPAUL A. OLVER

joint meeting of the Woolhope Club with members of the Cotteswold and
Worcestershire Clubs took place at the invitation of the Malvern Club on 12 September
1866 Dr. Gr i ndrodo6s fossil coll ection was exami
and the following comment rea d e..cho one could fail to be struck by the remarkable
display of Trilobites, the perfection of the several specimens, or tlvefgiaelegance of their
forms..6Dr.Grindrod was one of the many amateur collectors who not only collected trilobites
from Her ef or ds Istrata bud aso 18ade useful aoservations on the older Cambrian
strata of the South Malvernand their more enigmatic organic traces. In this Presidential
address | would like to bring the story oftheid e f or d s hi r ¢oé@late andtoshoswb i t es u
that the Woolhope Club was indeed at the forefront of geological investigation in th@&tlate 1
century. Today, the newly formed Geology Sectidrthe Clubwould hope to continue that
proud tradition.

Trilobites have always held a certain fascination for ine/as trilobites that first drew me to
Herefordshire as a teenager just about to embark off\bikevels. A bicycle was the chosen
method of transport and, with a school colleague, the hills dMilsh Marches were attacked
one by ond a very different experience geologically and physically from the flatlands of our
native LincolnshireNames such as the Onny Riyvéne Mortimer Forest and the Woolhope
Domebecame a reality rather than a barely legible label on a Victorian museum specimen.

Trilobites, along with echinoid@nd ammonitesare the most attractive of fossils.
Finding perfectomplete specimens is unusual as most occur as fragrmargss largely due
to the fact that when the animal died, or moulted during growth, the calcite exoskeleton
separated into pieces as the articulation weakebatdr trilobites, including those dahe
Silurian strataof Herefordshire, had developed the ability to roll up in a similar way to a
modern woodlouse. Some, muckprized specimens are found in this enrolled state and
presumably died of fright as a predator, perteapgg&nt eurypterid, approached!

The namedrilobited was first coined byhe German naturalist Johann Walah 1771
and derives from the division of the exoskeleton along its length into three Tobekites are
also dvided crosswise into three main partise head or cephalpm central thorax made of
variable number of segments and a tail or pygid{kig. 1).

The firstever reference to the finding of fossilldbites is in 1698 by Dr. Edward
Lhwyd, in a paper presented to the Royal Societg.wrotedThe 15" (August) whereof we
found great plenty must doubtless teferred to the sceleton of some flat 6ffrig. 2).
Although at that time fossils were not considered to have ever been living organisms, Lhwyd in
the same year published the first ever catalogue of fossils in which includes the first known
illustrationsof trilobites.No localities are given in this Latin treatjdmit the great accuracy of
the drawings suggests visits to both Builth Wealsl Llandeilo.
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Figure 1.Trilobite morphology The trilobite in the drawing is of no particular gendsagvingP. Olver)
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However, it was left to the French naturalist Alexandre Brongniartattempt the first
classification of trilobites in 1822, a work that would have been consulted by both Adam
Sedgwickand by Sir Roderick Murchisaas hey began their investigations in the 1830s of the
north and south Wales r eSysteanc(i1839%antaiys.six ffates c hi s o n
devoted to trilobites and refers to manytb& now famous trilobite localities in the Welsh
Borders.Murchison was eventually to become Director General of the Geological Survey of

Great Britain and it was one of its employees, John William Sakléro is best remembered

for his pioneer work on trilobites.

Trained under Sedgwick ¢
Cambridge, Salter eventuall
succeeded to the post of Surv
Palaeontologist in 1854 and produc
a series of specialist publicatior
detailing trilcdbite specimens found i
both Wales and the Welsh Marche
Amongst them was Paradoxides
davidis a giant Cambrian trilobite
found near St Davids in
Pembrokeshirenamed not after the
town but after David Homfrgyan
amateur fossil  collector fron
Porhmadog who accompanied Salt
in the field. Europe too was als
making its contribution and Salter w
full of praise for the work bFrench
palaeontologist Joachim Barran
who worked in the Prague area of t
present Czech Republic and publish
an impressive monograph on Siluri
trilobites in 1846.

Trilobites were the prize(
acquisitions of early Woolhope Clu
members and their extraction from tl
fossiliferous Silurianstrata of north
Herefordshirethe Ledbury Hillsand  rigyre2. The *flatfish figured in thé@hilosophical Transactionsf
of course the Woolhope Donitself the Royal Society Yo Dr. Lhwyd (1699). Note embellishment ¢

represented an important activi fossil drawing to show something resembling a marginal

; ; ; Today, this fossil is known as trilobit®gygiocarella debuchii
gﬁgnlggtggsﬂeld meetings of the 185( from the Ordovician (Llandeilo) strata of South Wales

Further trilobite collecting pashilities for Club members included various scattered Cambrian
exposuresn the English Midlands and Welsh Bordevdith the south Malverns being the

nearest outcrop although exposures have always been poor inghifAsarfor Ordovician
exampleskey sites were a little beyondtbe unt yds borders but Ll andrir
and the Onny Riveof south Shrgshire would have been additional targets for their collecting
expeditions. He r e both Caimbritan ane Slsriaager represebt iintpatant o f
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steps in the overall evolution of these important arthropaald it is tothe English Midlands
that we now look to trace their very early developmental stages.
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Figure 3 Geological & biological events near the Precambri@ambrian boundary with reference to the sequences
recorded in the English Midlands. This period ofdimas critical in the early evolution of trilobites. Diagram slightly
modified from Brasier, (1985)



THE TALE OF THE TRILOBITE 19

An important factor in our story is the evidence of a late Precambrian icetage affected

most continental masses annhlike our familiar Quaternary ice agextended down to much

lower latitudes.The intercalation of dolomitesvith tillites within the Islay exposures

Western Scotland is witness to the extreme climate fluctuations and the associated lowered sea
levels on this s@alled&Snowball Eartté

This climatic catastrophe virtually eliminated the older Riphesaroflora and, spurred
on by the appearance of a whole range of empty ecological niches, a major evolutionary
radiation of the sofboded metazoans took place with the retreat of the last lowland glaciers.
This &harnia@ fauna (Fig. 3), first identified by schoolboy Roger Masam the Woodhouse
Bedsof Charnwood Foreshorthwest of Leicester, is rare but increasingly worldwidédtén
extent. The possible sepen, Charnia masoni named after the discoverer of the first
indisputably Precambrian animal remains, together with-slispedCyclomedusap, possible
arthropodPsendovendiap. together with worm burrows such &anolitesare the key faunal
elements.

Comparison with other lower Vendian fauriemm the Baltic Statesand a Ki Ar date of
684 + 29 Maderived from underlyingCharnian intrusives, places t&harnidfauna as older
than the welknown &diacarad fauna of South Australidn both cases the assemblages of
solely softbodied animals, perhaps living in a world lacking in predators smadengers,
disappeared from the fossil record at about 550 IMdhe EnglishMidlands, thedCharniad
fauna is abruptly overlain by the Caldecote VolcaraésNuneabn (Fig. 3), a series of
waterlain tuffs and substantial crystal tuffs intruded by basaltic and dioritic dykes dated at
about 540 + 58 MaThese island arc volcanics, indicating active plate subduction, are part of
the larger story involving the brealp o the Precambrian supercontinent and the eventual
initiation of the lapetus Ocedyging between the North American, Baltic and Gondwanaland
continental masse$hese events gave rise to an impartése in sea levels worldwide due to
increased migbcean ridge activity and the displacement of oceanic waters onto the
neighbouring continental edges.

Following an extensive period of regression, progressive flooding of continental shelves
occurred athe beginning of the Cambriafihis seems to have been pulsatory in nature and it
is at the base of each mitnansgression that the first shelly fossil assemblages are {&igd
3). Diminutive remains of phosphatic and calcareous tubB®lithellus sp), hyoliths with
rounded crossections such asurcathecasp, phosphatic scales of unknown affinities and
inarticulate brachiopodall feature at this level. In éhMidlands, therefore, the middle of the
Hartshill Formationat Nuneaton represents a major change in the fossil record with the
appearance of these skeletal remairgs afnextensive trace fossils representing the continued
development of sofbodied faunas alongside their mineralised counterparts.

At the top of the Hartshill Formatiprabundant tubular Hyolitha are joined by large
monoplacophorangyastropodsbrachiopodsand bivalvesndicating an explosive increase in
diversity and representative phyM/ith the next major transgression occurs the widespread
appearance of mineralised arthropod skeletons mostly of trilobites and ostrakess first
olenellid trilobites had a long gestation period in evolutionary terms and almost certainly have
soft-bodied ancestors as indicated by the famous Middle Cambaigerstatteof the Burgess
Shalein the Candian RockiesHere, we find the enigmatic trilobite genNaraoiasp.with its
unmineralised skeleton and bivalved structure together with thebadifed, trilobitelike
Marrella sp. and related anropodsCanadaspissp. and Burgessiasp® The Burgess Shale
represents a typical mi@ambrian fauna with both sdfiodied and skeletised organisinis
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unusual presentation therefore allows usrégue window on the early evolution of the
trilobites and their related arthropod3ontinual diversification of these early trilobite stocks
occurs within the Purley Shalébluneatoh and within the Comley Limestonghropshire)
with the appearance of the first planktonic eodigaidbites followed by the first protolenid
trilobites which adopted a vagrant benthic lifestyle within the shallow shelf seas.

The succeedingansgressive Upper Comley SandstineShropshire represent a period
of new opportunities and unfilled ecological nicH€s3.3). A new assemblage of trilobites,
important for Cambrian biostratigrayp, are seen at this level with ptychopardradoxides
sp.and the possibly pelagic agnostitsking their first appearanc®lith the exception of the
agnostids, Cambrian trilobites are characterized by a low relief exoskeleton with large
cephalons and small pygidi@here are variable numbers of pleurae, holochegak made up
of densely packed cylinders of calcite and, at this early stage in their evolution, an inability to
roll-up (such as a naern woodouse) when threatened by a predator.

With their paired biramous appendages (both legs and gills), these Cambrian trilobites
are ideally adapted for a bottom dwelling exi
through the sedimeniMost gerera also show genal spines as extensions to the cepfrédon
1). Within the olenids some genera show genal spines occupying a position just below the legs
and gills when viewed from the side whereas other oldougsd in theEnglish Midlands (eg
Sphaerophthalmus humilishow genal spines that point almost vertically downwards which
would certainly hinder any movement close to thelses Leptoplastus crassicormepresents
an even more extreme case with long genal spines which curve outwards round thi@ body.
life, these spines would have curved sharply downwards and then run horizontally below the
thorax. Such a modification and that &phaerophthalmumentioned above would perhaps
raise the body above a generally anoxic sea bed or maybe raised it into a more-nichrient
zone when feeding.

During Cambrian times, the lapetus Oceas an active spreadingean and reached its
greatest geographical extefihe distant separation of the two continental shelves is strongly
supported by the unique trilobite faunas of newinst Scotland and of the English Midlands
which at that time lay on either side of thisean.The bottom dwelling trilobite genera of
Olenellus sp(northrwest Scotland) an@allavia sp.(English Midlands) were never destined to
meet due to this oceanic separatibhe developmet of plate tectonics in the 1960s therefore
provides an explanation for the mutual exclusivity of the two faunal assemblages.

The Tremadoc Series, once of late Cambrian age and now placed in the Lower
Ordovician, provides the final flowering of our eatftijobite designsAngelina sedgwickiithe
zone fossil for the highest Tremadocian, was known only from the distorted specimens in
North Wales slates and as such was named and figured by John Salter in Mér&ilsoia
of 1859.Fortunately, in the Welsh Borders, undistorted specimens found more recethity in
Shelve Inlierof West Shropshire have allowed ama@ccurate reconstruction of its true form.

During Ordovician times the number of trilobite genera reached its peak and it is during
this period that the greatest variety of shapes and surface relief iAskeenCambrian forms
lingered on, such aseaiids and agnostidbut new vibrant stocks of illaenids, trinucleids and
phacopids were rapidly evolving in the transgressive early Ordovician seas and filling newly
available ecologal niches.

Trilobites had weldeveloped compound eyes (Fig. 1) made of calcite whose crystal
orientation only allowed light approaching at right angles to the lens surface to form an image.
Extensive research in this field has revealed an accuraterepiofuwhat our Palaeozoic
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trilobites could actually seeSome phacopid trilobites have biconvex lenses and internal
mechanisms to correct for spherical aberra(ibig. 4). A minority of trilobites were blind
either in responst a deep water environment or to a burrowing mode of exist¥vicereas
Cambrian trilobites generally have compound holocheyas as described earlier, the new
Ordovician stocks had separate lenses composdadmfnterlocking crystals (schizochroal
condition).

The orientation of the various lenses
any particular trilobite genus confirm
wha't they actual/l

dwelling species had a view sidewa
and a little forwards over theediment of
the seafloor. For the bulboeyed
cyclopygids, found in the blacl
Ordovician mudstones of Wales, sets
lenses are directed forwards, upwards
downwards suggesting a pelagic mode
life in the early Ordovician seas. Tt
cyclopygid thorax is laterally reduces
while the axis, which embodies tt
muscles necessary for swimming,

exceptionally wide. This morphologic:
analysis again confirms an acti
Figure 4.A lateral view of aPhacops spfrom the Devonian nektonic rather than planktorm(lstence,

strata of Morocco which illustrates a trilobite in its enroll Probably at the edge of the continen
state and the perfect preservation of its compoued.eghoto  shelves where rising currents would bri
reproduced with permission from Prof. Richard Fortey F.R.¢ nutrients close to the surface.

Our local cyclopygids of Wales and the Welsh Borders can therefore be used to define the
continental edges of the early Ordoviti&Cyclopygid occurrences in the Western Baltica
(Sweden) and in Southern Avalonia (Wales and the Marches) confirm the existence of the
Tornquist Sea, an arm of the lapetus Oc¢eaitween the two continental masses. Theirratese
from northern France, byay of contrast, supports their preference for the continental édges.
The abundance of trilobites at many Ordovician localities in Wales and the Marches has
also allowed enough specimens of key species to be collected te theseffects of evolution,
if any, on the Ordovician trilobite stockb the Builth Inlier black marine Llandeilo Shales
have yielded abundant, trilobite fragments including large numbedssafticulated pygidia.
At Builth the environment was relatively stable, low energy and displayed low oxygen levels.
The benthic trilobites were wedldapted to this quiet basinal setting with water depths of
several hundred metreBespite this stabilityan evolutionary sequence was detected with the
number of pygidial ribs (Fig. 1) in the RO trilobites examined increasing with time in the
several genera selectdeurther work has suggested that it is precisely these stable conditions
that lead to sl but significant changes and support a gradualistic model of evolttion.
comparison, late Pliocene molluscs, reef coaald planktonic foraminifera have changed little
over the past two million years despite the laeggironmental changes of the Quaternary ice
age We have therefore, an evolutionary model of punctuated equilibrium where change
occurs in concentrated bursts but at times when tiondiare stableA disruptive environment
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encourages stasis and a lack of evolutionary chéi@e. Welsh trilobites have again provided
important clues to support modern evolutionary studies.

Despite the overall success of the Ordovician trilobites,yntistinct groups including
the Family Trinucleidabecame extinct at the end of the Ordoviciline trilobite faunas of the
Silurian continue to be dominated by surviving Ordovician families suah@ghacopids and
calymenidswhich successfully colonised the shallow warm waters of the West Midlands.
Calcareous mudstones, bedded limestones and lenses or hemispherical masses of unstratified
limestones representing patcdefs of corals, stromatoporoids and bryozoa characterise the
familiar horizons of the Wenlockian and early Ludlovian stages. A greater abundance of
trilobites, bryozoa and crinoids is found in the Much Wenlock Limestdri&taffordshire and
the West Midlands compared to Wenlock Edge in Shropshire and the Woolhope iDome
Herefordshire both of which lay nearer the edge of the continental gte®udley, the
commonest trilobiteCalymene blumenbachii popul arl'y known as the

7

(0]

found in t he | ocal I i mest one -ofjanss.rTrilobies |, appe
Dalmanites caudatysind Encrinurus punctatusvith its raised, tubercled glabella and stalked
eyes, are also common forms at this level.

The trilobiterich faunagFig. 5) of the Slurian in Herefordshire were the prime targets
for early Woolhope Club members and, indeed, the name of the Club itself derives from the
first field meeting held on 18 May 1852.

This first meeting, chaired by the Rev. W.
Symondsin the absence of the President N
R. M. Lingwood, was initially addressed
the Hon. Secretary Mr. M. J. Scobia the
structure & the Woolhope Domeand its
fossiliferous  Silurian horizons.  Despite
thunder, lightning and heavy rain Mr. Scot
led members from Stoke Edith House to t
Wenlock Limestone of Dormington Woo
and then onto the older Woolhope Limestc
outcrops in Scutwardine Quaryy

After the riches of the Silurianthe
succeeding Devdan in Herefordshire with
its relative monotony of red marls and
sandstones proved somewhat of
disappointmat to the early Woolhope
collectors. The Old Red Sandston
continental facies yieletl armoured fish ani
occasional plant remains but the marine fac
containing stromatoporoidoral reefs
& 2 together with some trilobites and abund:
Flgure 5. Trilobite Dalmanites spwith its characteristic brachiopodswas only to be found in Sout

tail is typical of middle SiluriafWenlockian) forms and Deyon around Newton Abbot, Torbay ai
is commonly found in Herefordshire. Photo reproduc Plvmouth.
with the permissionof Jon Chatworthy, Curator of th y

Lapworth Museum, Universitgf Birmingham




THE TALE OF THE TRILOBITE 23

Figure 6.Rev. W. S. Symond@resident) antir. M. J. ScobigHon. Secretagywho addressed the Club at the first
field meeting on 18 May 1852. (WhmpeClub archives)

Devoniantrilobites were greatly reduced in numbers and variety in a series of pulsatory
extinction events culminating in a major disappearance of families at the end of the Devonia
Only one family, the proetidsvhich had appeared first in the Ordovician, survived into the
Carboniferous and ultimately into the Permiaower Carboniferoudimestones outcropping

in southernmost Herefordshire occasionally yi@dillipsia sp, the last in a long line of
successful arthropods.

Wales andhie Marches, including the county of Herefordshire, have therefore played an
important role in our understanding of these extinct arthropstmlhope Club members in
the 19h century laid the foundations through their avid collecting and astute obsen&ition
Roderick Impey Murchisononstructedhe SilurianSystem using much of their hard work and
expertise and, indeed, was instrumental in setting up the Woolhope Club in the winter months
of 1851.

Trilobites collected in Herefordshire and in the neighbouring counties of Shropshire and
Powysstill continue to provide groundbreaking insights into past environments and even to
evolutionary theory itselfTrilobites are fascinating fossils atige tale of the trilobite is still
continuing.
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Noteson theformerHerefordMarketHall andthe
Tolsey

ByJOHN C. EISEL

floor was open, except for the tweisigven pillars supporting the upper floors, and

here the markets were held. The first floor was the Shire Hall, where the magistrates
for the county met, and this was accessed btaiacase on the south side of the building. The
second floor was divided into a number of rooms, and the fourteen trade guilds each had a
room, for which they paid an annual rent. The building was referred to at various times as the
Market Hall, the Market House, or the Town Hall, although many of the civic functions,
including the meetings of the Common Council, were held elsewhere. In this paper new
evidence for dating the building is considered, and this establishes conclusively the date of
constructia of the building and many of the various alterations to it, although it is not possible
to state exactly what those alterations were. New evidence about the location of theoiTolsey
Guildhall in the late 18th century is also dissed.

At the centre of High Town formerly stood a fiheee storeyed Market Hall. The ground

THE MARKET HALL

Once a myth has become accepted, it is often reproduced indefinitely and uncritically. Thus
how often does one hear the myth of the use o
hand timber used in an old building many milesnf the sea? And, of course, there is the myth
of apprentices being fed on a surfeit of salmon, a myth amusingly exploded in these
Transactiondy the late I. Coheh.

On a par with this is the incorrect date, published in error and subsequently reproduced
uncritically by later writers. Also, dates are published ssrminus pre quenbut are taken as
firm dates by the uncritical reader. Examples of both these errors are found in writings about
the former Market Hall.

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION

Firstly, the evidence for the date of construction should be considered. The granite slab
formerly inset in the pavement of High Toywremoved during the recent refurbishmesthtes

that the Market Hall was built in thate 16th century. This seems to have been taken from the
researches of the late €.. Mor gan, who found [alketef EBakhbei ho
document of 1602which infers that it was already in existence by that fitde.also records a

referenceto a market house in 1596, and although there is nothing specific about a new
building, it has been assumed that the Market Hall was already in existence itf Vai8ite

this is not di sputed, it i s not t hdortbeo mpl et e
period survived there would have been no difficulty in finding the exact date of construction.
However, there are later documents that have been compiled from contemporary records that

are no longer in existence, and these enable the full sttey timid.

25
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Figurel. The location of the Market Hall, taken from Isaac Taylor's map of 1757

In 1706, because of an increase in the corn tedte the Wye Navigation Act of 1695, the
Mayor and Common @uncil decided to move the market for wheat fromnbgh-eastcorner
of the Market House to theestside where there was more space. As a result of this a bag of
wheat and a bag of oats were distrained upon, accusations of trespass and assault were made
various legal opinions were sought about the legality of this action, and depositionsImade.
one opinion, given by Mr. Serjeant Birch, the preamble reciting the facts states:
6That about 130 yeares since upahCitywae Wast Grou
a new nfiar]ket house built . is constantly repaired by the Cor
Here the word O6constantlyé is used in an ol de
which it is commonly used today, and implies that the building was naadtaby the
Corporation. The emphasis upon the waste growad because the corporation claimed
ownership of all waste within the city.

The notes at the end of the opinion give the background and these state that the Market
House was built in the reign @ueen Elizabeth, that it was always called the New Market
House (not quite true, as wil |l be seen), t hat
Cross and that at that time (1706) there were siitl people living who could remember at
least part of this building. The opinion also includes the following:
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6Not e ["Hlizib James Warnecombes Mayors Bagg there is a page upon the file of
an agreefn of the May & his Brethren & 3 Inquests swee Y Widenfar]sh Money be
appointed to build a new pdr]ketthouse

That Roger Extordid offer to give 100 or a 150 Tun of Timber towards the Building
thereof

Note - 24" October 1% Eliz tempore Ri¢ Warnecombe Mayahere is g[re]sentnfien]

at the Law Day Yythe Mkett house might be made up as the Plott drawne or the Citizens
money be’ restored©d

All this is quite consistent as James Warnecombe became Mayor in 1571 and Richard
Warnecombédecame Mayor in 1575. Although it does not prove that the new Market Hall was
completed in 1576, it shows that in 1706 this date was accepted, also that contemporary
sources had been consulted. But another of the opinions, in its very sirellaripary notes,

qguotes some extra evidence about the construc/
Queen Elizabeth.

6 That t Hagkett Hoese was Miilt in her Reign a New Place from the Old as
appears upon the Hall Doore 1574/15736%

The underlined text has been added in a different, but contemporary, hand. This states that
there was evidence about the construction of the New Market Hall on a different site on the
Hall door, presumably in the form of an inscription, still visilsle that time. It could be
interpreted that the three dates were also incised on the door, or that the Market House was
built in the period 1574. Also, jotted in the margin adjacent to the statement that the former
market hall was in existence until withliving memory, at least in part, were several hames,
seemingly of persons who could be called on to testify to that effect.
The date 1576 for the construction continued to be common knowledge until the 19th
century, knowledge supported by another ipgimm. On 31 January 1828 the Common
Council ordered that the cupola on the top of the Market Hall should be taken down, a new one
erected, and that the old clock be disposed of, the proceeds to be used towards a rfew clock.
This took some while, and Wwas not until the issue of 28 November 1828 thatHkeeford
Journalreported:
6Preparations are now making for the reception
removing the old one, and other arrangements. Round the top of the bell belonging to the
old clock is the following inscriptionr;i J ONAS MEREDI TH CHAMBERLI NE, A N (
1623, 0 being about 46 years after the Town Hall

Thus at that time a construction date of about 1576 or 1577 was known. How this date was
known is easily explained. Odune 1837 a meeting of the Town Council (the Common
Council had been reformed under the Municipal Reform Act of 1835) decided to spend a sum
not exceeding £200 on repairs, alterations and additions to the Towr® Hals also
proceeded slowly, as it wast until 29 August 1838 that thdereford Journakeported:
60Our old Town Hal/l is now undergoing intensive
the Corporation, and the date of the Building carved upon a portion of the woodwork has
been laid open by themoval of the plaster. It was erected in 15%8hich makes it 262

years ol d. 6
This report implies that the date of construction was not then known, while ten years before the

reverse implication was true.
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Figure2. The earliest known representationttoé Market Hall, taken from Thomas Dingley's manuscrit 1680
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Figure3. The rest of the text about the city guilds, taken from the Dingley manuscript

In 1911 William Collins reported that part of one of the beams of the Old Town Hall was in the
pose ssi on of Henr y Rimhé descdbeddabl the dramdsdn eofytlde, persarh o
who demolished the building, and that it had the date 1576 cut into it, clearly the timber
referred to abov&.A rubbing of the date is now in Hereford reference libraryainotebook
compiled by James Lloyd of Kington but which later came into the possession of Walter Pilley,
where a manuscript note states (correctly) that the owner of the beam was Henry Richard
Hathway the grandson of a former rector of Stretton Sugwake lettering is consistent with

the date, and it is difficult to see why such a date had been incised on the timber unless it was
the date of construction, particularly as it fits in solweéth the evidence quoted abovél his

date for the construction of the Market Hall was quoted byHWHowse in his article that was
published in the Club centenary volume in 1954, although without any supporting evidence.
Accepting that this is the datof constructiod and this is the best interpretation of all the
known fact$ it finally lays to rest the myth that the Market Hall was designed and built by
John Abel However, it also raises the tantalising dims wh o di d draw t he
which the building was constructed?

6PI
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The evidence quoted above also helps to explain why the New Market Hall continued to
be called that until at least the early part of the 18th century. The former Market Hall must
havebeen in existence until at least the middle of the 17th century, so that the two market halls
would have to be distinguished in some way, and once the New Market Hall had been called
that for threequarters of a century, it was likely to continue. The er@k of overlap also
explains another fact that has appeared in these pages. In 1580 John Waydeminated as
mayor of the city, but did not attend on the formal election day. He refused tdfipayod £20
that was consequently imposed, and a compromise was reached during the following year in
which a reduced sum of £6 13s. 4d. was paid to the chamberlain, part of which was for the
repair of the market hall and the remainder to the fdbseeans unlikely that there was a need
for substantial repairs to the New Market Hall just four years after it was built and it is much
more likely that this money was spent on repairs to the former Market Hall.

There is another reference to the Market HouskEsB2, which is printed in full in these
pages?® In that year a petition was sent to the Mayor which stated that

6The High Cawsey aboute the Market Howse ys so

upon the market dayes with all kynde of marketes there heaped others necke, That

yt ys somtymes very hard to passe and repasse. 0
The petition goes on to request that the fruit and iron markets should be moved from the
O60Hyghe Cawseybd

6And to place and appoynte them ateafflaynte Peter

Rome I nough to put up theyr standynges?d

Now t he Hfwghd 6wCausmar ked on Speedbs map of 16
High Town, so this clearly relates to the Market House there, which was erected in 1576.
Speedds map al s Orosghuphere ts sothiag that cBubdtbe intéymseted as the

Old Market Housé’Thi s al so suggests the possibility t|
market cross for the city, rather than the Higles3r which was at the@estend of High Town
and which was removed in 1776. I n this contex

the civic church.

ALTERATIONS TO THE MARKET HALL

It is well known thatte Mar ket Hal | was reduced in height
century, and various dates have been given for this. Howse first suggested that it took place in
the 175082 and then altered this to 1793a date previously given by Collins in his book
Outlines of Old and New Hereford Part?dand in hisHistorical Landmarks of the City of
Hereford® Pevsner stated categorically that the uppeegtaas removed in 1792However,
inJ ames Wat hen 6 publidhed ie T994r Vdhgehdad amd Shoesmitbte the date
of 1770 for the removal of the uppe®Whifel oor an
this is correct for the removal of the upper floor, the process was rather more complicated than
this simple statement implies, and the surviveagdence for the different phases of the
alterations to the building is discussed below.

A series of alterations, as opposed to repairs, to the Market Hall were carried out in the
middle of the eighteenth centurf.he chamber | ai ntlsabmaprevarlowasat s s ho-
carried out to the Market Hall in 1749, when a total of £220 2s. 11d. was spent, the largest
payment being one of £71 4s. 6d. to Mr. Griffitsglazier and plumber, who had evidently
donemuch work. The vignette of the Mar ket Hal/l |
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oriel windows on thavestelevation, drawn by Dingley in 168%&if. 2),> had been changed to
sash windowsHig. 4), and we may reasonably conclude that Mr. Griffiths wesponsiblé.
The vignette shows that the reduction of height in the Market Hall had not then taken place.
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Figure 4. The Market Hallas represented in a vignette on Isaac Taylor's map

Over the next few years other relatively minor repairs were decoin the accounts. However,

the weight of the upper stages evidently caused problems, and the situation gradually
deteriorated to such an extent that major work was needed. This began with an estimate and
supporting paperwork being submitted to the 1E&8ter Quarter Sessions by Francis Thomas

a local carpente?.The justices for the county agreed to pay half of the cost of £260, subject to

articles being drawn up, and a meeting of the Common Council &ay11770 approved the

plan and estimate, appointed a committee to oversee the work, and gave the committee
authority to call on the assistance of Oany Si
directions?

Thereafter things moved quickly. Theiat | es of agreement for alt
Hal | or Mar kett Housed between the mayor, al c
Thomasof Hereford, carpenter, were drawn up and signed the next dawgci& Thomas
agreeing to perform the work for A260 and suct
of the best of the old wainscott as shall be sufficient for wainscotting round the Nisi Prius
Court. & Drawings of botrbvidedrfis.5a6d si de el evati o
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Figure 5.The proposed side elevation of the Market Hall, taken from Francis Thosudsnission

The architect Thomas Farnolxgitchard was summoned from Shrewsbury to give his opinion

which he submitted in writing in a letter dated 19 May 1770. Francis Thoordsacted to
remove the roof, take off the upper floor and build a neef,rtogether with other repairs. He

prepared a detailed specification as follows:

The

Account of work necessary to be done to putting the Town Hall in Substantial Repair
Taking the Rooff off

Taking the side and end walls down to the floor

Putting a new Roofbn, the Gutter plate to be fixt on the floor

Lowering the cupulo and Making a Roome for the Clock to work in

Putting 3 new Beams in upper floor

Making good that part of the ceiling

Taking the front timberndsashes, out and putting it straight

Raising tte Pillars that are suffk

Cramping the Cross Beams in Lower floor to keep the Building from spreading any
farther

Making a new Roome over Part of the old Staid-a-deerway-eut-of-the-Hal-nto it

Making one new flight of stairs
Clearing of the Rubage &c

work then went ahead, the Chamber |l
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ns o

a C



HEREFORD MARKET HALL AND THE TOLSEY 33

to Michael mas 1770 r ecotftTdhionnga sa Cpaarypneenntte r odf, A 1h3e
of the cose®

//4/-/’ /-’}' 2
i P g —
7 iFme S Foar's Hhamas
G 2 A
/ ) / Py >
7 A A7

Figure 6. The end elevation of the Market Hall, as prega by Francis Thomas

This was not the end of the expense, however. At a meeting of the Common Council, held at
the White Lyonon 17 May 1771, it was resolved

6That an Bade bym\a Fré. THomas of the further expense of repairing

painting and Ornamenting the Shire Hall and Marketthouse And that on the same being

approved by Mr. Mayor, Mr. Sandford, & the Chamberlains, or any other Gent. who will

attend & on the Gentlemeof the County contributing half this House will direct the

Payment of the other®half of the expence theirof
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The agreement of the O6Gentl emen of the County
mad e, and the chamber | achaelmd@s 174 @@ Mahaelmas 17710 r t he
record a payment of A26 8s. as the cityds shar
repairs to the market hal |, and {i7/Becocdhamber |

payments of £22 10s. to a glazie@ bs.3d. to a carpenter (James Garputbt Francis
Thomas, £4 11s. to a mason and 16s. 6d. to an ironmonger as a moiety of fis bill.

About twenty years lateghe internal arrangements of the Town Hall were altered. On 26
November 1794 the Common Council decided that the room in the Market House, used by the
Trustees (presumably of the City Charities), was small and incommodious, and ordered that it
should bevl ar ged. A plan and esti mattehehaldimheed, pr
estimate being £24 9s. 10d., and the Common Council ordered that this work should take place,

Lane to complete the work in a good an workfikenmanner within two months, under the

inspection of a surveyét.Either Lane took longer than had been agreed or there were
problems with the work that were unrecorded in the minutes of the Common Council, or the
chamberlains were slow in paying theilldy as a payment to Lane of £38 19s. 6d. for this

work did not appear in the chamberl ainsd accol
Michaelmas 17982 This may have been the Old Council Room under the Market House, that

a meeting on 21 Novemb&809 decided to be let by auctin.

Al t hough no chamberlainsé accounts survive
carried out, to which the county magistrates contributed. A set of accounts, drawn up by the
county treasurer and published in tHereford Journalof 14 February 1810 records £12 6s.
8d. 6Paid for -Haelplaiér s at the Shire

It is evident that the Shire Hall on the first floor of the building was not in good condition
and a meeting of the Grand Jury, held before the Assizes on 8 Ot&ib&rpresented this
poor condition and the general unsuitability of the building, initiating a move to provide a new
Shire Hall. TheHereford Journalof 24 August 1814 reported that a County meeting about the
erection of a new Shire Hall would take place 19 October, and also carried a long
advertisement to that effect. There seems to have been some undercurrent that was not reported
in theHereford Journal as on 3 October 1814 the Common Council decided

6That a Committee be apa propertrendnstrance to thed e r to dr
Magistrates of the County respecting their claim to the present Market House or Shire
Hall, this House being of the opini®*on that the

The county meeting duly took place on 19 Octobwet was reported in thidereford Journal

of 26 October. There was no mention of a claim on the Town Hall, and a series of resolutions
were passed, itemised in an advertisement, directed towards the provision of a new Shire Hall.
An Act was duly applied forand received the Royal Assent on 23 March 1815, and in 1817
the assizes and other functions were transferred there from the old Shire Hall. Major alterations
were then carried out to the old building. On 13 November 1817 the Common Council ordered

0 t hha $tair Case of the Old Shirehall with the Rooms adjoining and the old Fish Market
be taken down for the purpose of widening the st

These alterations were described bl JWright in 1819:

6ln this hall wer e ( tas]|quartevsessions, city ladd Icduinty hel d t he
meetings, &c. It is intended to be in future more appropriated to the public purposes more

immediately connected with the city, a new County Hall and Courts of Justice having

been erected. Under it are held the hop emth markets. The old staircase on the south
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side of the building was r emoysigldvesiend,an8 18, and

i mprovement whi ch r e[$id pojetids,; dptraetiagtnotiing #othi t on it és

the character of the pile, amadiding greatly to cleanliness and utility. On the west side of

this staircase, is the watch afd ward room, and

It is at least possible that the original door of the Market Hall, with its intriguing inscription,
was removed tathis time. However, a search through thereford Journalfor the year 1818
did not find any news report about the alterations which might have shed light on the
inscription.

Repairs were carried out in 1828 and 1838, as described above, and theneme2{b &
1856 a proposal to erect a new corn market was made by Thomas Frederick Wall, an
ironmonger, tinman and brazier in High Town. This involved demolishing the Old Town Hall,
building a portico across the front of what is now the entrance to the ntamkeand an
adjoining building, roofing over the market, and developing the Guildhall, at that time to the
westof the market area. The adjoining building was, of course, owned by Mr. Wall and no
doubt he was hoping to gain financially from the propé&ddbwever, this particular proposal
came to nothing although the Butter Market was built and roofed over in*1860,the Old
Town Hall subsequently demolished.

DATE OF DEMOLITION

The date of the final deofition has also been a source of confusion. In 1916 the date of
demolition was stated to be 18&1* but on 25 June 1942 [E. Morgan read a paper to the
Club in which he gave the date as 188@later in 1942 Herbert Skyrme addressed the Club on
the subjet of timberframed buildings when the date of demolition was stated to be*1862.
1947 W.H. Howse, in his booklet calleidistoric Hereford stated that the date of demolition
was 18612 although Norman Drinkwater, when he lectured the Club on thecudfj¢he Old
Market Hall on 27 January 1949, gave the date as 2&&isner stated that it was demolished
in 1862 and called it 6éa meihelatc damvaspused acne o f
the granite slabformerly set into the pavement of §th Town, which commemoratehe site
of the old market hall

Examination of the facts shows that®. Morgan and WH. Howse were correct, and
that the date of demolition was 1861. Indeed, Drinkwater almost persuaded himself of this, for
he quoted an entiin the minute book of Hereford Corporation, dated 5 February 1861, that on
22 January 1861 the Mayor had sold the materials of the Old Town Hall to Mr. William Davies
for the sum of £200. It was also stated that although the materials had been adficeriatsl
by tender the city authorities had not received any adequate offer and so they were sold to Mr.
Davies by private contra¢tEvidence that this demolition took place immediately is found in
theHereford Time®f 16 March 1861, where a report stat

6The whole of t he mball bave reolw beenorémovedufrom thé d T o wn

square; and the resolution of the Town Council for the widening of the pavement will, we

understand, be shortly carried out. d

The report goes on to say that five tonseftk was removed, and that

0

eagerly sought after, and realised fair price

subsequently been recorded. The source of the problems over the years was revealed with the
clearance of the @t as the report concluded:
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6A quantity of excell ent stone, we | | dressed, w
yielded very little stone; indeed, it is a matter of conjecture how the building stood with
comparatively no foundation. 6

SUMMARY

The evdence now indicates quite conclusively that the market hall was completed in 1576. The

remodelling of the market hall had begun by 1749 and it was reduced in heightranteckin

1770, although the work was not completed until the following year. Them later

modifications both inside and outside the market fidle market hall was demolished in 1861.
This reassessment shows that the granite felaberly in High Townwas incorrect in

two important respects.

THE TOLSEY IN THE 18THCENTURY

While discussing the alterations to the market hall in the 18th century, it is appropriate to

consider the arrangements for the Guildhall, where the Common Council normally met. This

was not above the Market Hall, as ntigje assumed, but was on the first floor of the Tqlsey

which was to theeastof Market Hall and to the north of the Old House. The meeting on 17

May 1771, referred to above, took place at the White Lhygrause the Tolsey, like the Market

Hall, was in a poor state, and on 28 June 1768 the Common Council:
60rdered that whereas the Guildhall is dangerou
meetings be held at Mrinn iNBywS$treal, being theonkaresth e Whi t e |

public hous®* to that spot. d

The next meeting of the Common Council, for the election of the Mayor, took place in the
Guildhall, but later meetings were held at the White Lysometimes adjourned to the more
congenial surroundings there from the porch of the Tdlskywas decided to demolish the
Tolsey® and this was done at the same time that the Market Hall was being repaired, the final
act being wheithe Common Council agreed on 24 September 1771 to have the site of the Old
Tolsey pitched, although it took a second resolution in the meeting on 21 July 1772 before this
took place. At a meeting on 20 March 1775 the meeting ordered:

6 That SMYoodlowse senior have a lease of the scite of theToldeyfor 21 years

from Lady Day next at'22s p An for the Purpose of erecting Standings for theofitiee

Country Butchers, keeping the Pitching in good 1
Meanwhile, on 20 May 1771 the Common Council decided that, at the following Michaelmas
when the lease of a property in Widemarsh Street, which was owned by the citieshar
lapsed, it would be taken in hand, repaired, and used as the New.Tdlsisywas duly done,
and the first meeting of the Common Council there was held on 19 Novembef® THEL.
property was later described as the New Toleguildhall and the annual rent of £13 was
normally paid to the underchamberlain at Midsummer. The accounts fof 85 8dcord that
the rent was paid for the O0Council Housed whi
rent was f orous®fvichclekahynidentifies theHroperty, which was part of the
endowments of the Brydges Charity

A few years later, it was decided to sell these endowmentghwdonsisted of the
Mansion Housgthe bowling green and messuage, and an adjoining piece of garden ground, the
reason being that the Mansion House needed too much money spending on it. On 9 October
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1793 the Common Council dered that this property be sold by auction to the best bidder at
the New Tolseyon 4 November 1793.An advertisement for the auction appeared in the
Hereford Journalon 16 October 1793 and succeeding weeks. Although no repoheof t
auction appeared in thé¢ereford Journad no such reports were published at that peridds
evident that the auction took place and the property sold. However, it is also clear that there
was a legal problem and on 5 February 1794 the Common Council

6 @lered that an application be made to Parliament to enable this body and other proper

parties, to make a title to the Mansion Hou$e Bowling GreerGarden, lately sold by

public auction to the respective puPchasers thei
An Act was duly applied for and granted in 179the Act specifying that the estate should not
be sold for less than £1,400, and from the proceeds the cost of obtaining the Act should be
recovered, not exceeding £380, together with the sum of £61 19s. 8d., paid by the chamberlains
for repairs to the premises. On 3 August 1795 the Common Council

0 Q@lered that the Mansion Houpeemises be again advertised for sale on Monday, the

21st day of September next, and that the same be advertised in two London papers and the
iHereford Journal 0. 0

The advertisement for the aucatiappeared in thelereford Journalof 2 September 1795 and

in subsequent |issues, stating that it was to t
|l ast Sessions of Parliament. & The itelfjwhich on was
was the first lot. In the advertisement the house was described in detail, and one of the selling

points was that it had 6a | arge Garden, wal | e

Summer House overlooking the Bowlirgreen 6 Al so wup for -S@éne was
Coffee Housés with the Bowling Green Garden, and a third lot was a piece of gardendgroun
in Bewell Street This was the total endowment of the Brydges Chadtythe auction the
whole estate was bought for £1,400 by Mr. William Watkins, acting ast dgenJohn
Sherburne the Youngewhen Sherburne tried to pay the whole £1,400 to Abraham Newland
Esq., cashier of the Bank of England, this was refused. He had twia§1,028 1s. 8d. in
purchasing £1,514 13s. Consolidated 3 per cent annuities in the names of the Mayor, Deputy
Steward and Town Clerk of Hereford, and the balance was paid to the use of the Mayor,
Aldermen, and citizens of Hereford. All this took tinaand the deed of transfer was dated 15
February 1796. This was enrolled at the Court
March 17967

As a consequence of the sale of the Mansion Hotlree Common Council needed a
placetomeet , and on 17 November 1795 it decided t
desired to treat with Mr. Thos. Morgan of the City Hotel for the use of a room for the purposes
of the Corpn. assembling in, t ovashheladdlord bfei r Me
the recently rebuilt City Armslotel** An agreement was evidently made, as the next meeting
of the Common Council took place at the City Arms on 41dan1796° The chamber | ai n
accounts show that Mr. Morgan charged £7 7s. for the hire of his room for a year, but the next
year this went up to £8 8sThe Common Council continued to meet at the City Arms until
1809, when arrangements were put in pleea new Guildhall. The last meeting at the City
Arms took place on 2 October 1809 and the next meeting, a week later, was held in the New
Inn in WidemarstStreet, in premisethat were subsequently adapted to form a new Guiléhall.
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The Ledbury Scandal of 1606

By LESLIE KING

and recorded metidausly the income due to him from all manner of charges in the

Tithe and Easter Book. Unfortunately he became embroiled in an unsavoury scandal
which reached the courts. The information from the court depositions and the tithe book has
been drawn togethdo shed light on this storm in a local teacup.

| he vicar of Ledbury from 1576 until 1612 was William Davies. He was a careful man,

In 1606, tongues must have wagged furiously throughout the Ledbury Borough and Foreign.
Ledbury was then, as until recent times, a small market town in the midst of a large rural
parish. The Borough consisted a few streets around the present town centre, and probably
had separate manorial courts from the Foreign (the rest of the manor).

William Davies had beewicar of Ledbury for thirty years when he wascused in the
Court of Star Chamber of a series of offences. According to him, his prosecution was instigated
by Ambrose Eltona gentleman who owned the small manor of the Haskkedbury (row
Hazle Farm}? Sylvia Robinson referred to this briefly in her booklet on Elizabethan Ledbury.
Other documents also throw light on the lives of those involved, particularly the Tithe and
Easter Book in which Davies recorded his income from his living

THE TITHE AND EASTER BOOK

Tithes were a rendeo the incumbent of a parishsually in kind it sometimes compounded

to cash At Ledbury, most great ties (mainly corn) went to two portioners who were joint lay
rectors The vicar had most small tithes, on livestock and miscellaneous produce: these were
al s o c al (lLeepdrsonaf. There ywére, however, various complications that need not be
explained here.

The Ledbury Easter & Tithe Book is a large leatherbouwridme, measuring 40cm. by
30cm. Not all the pages survive, some having been cut out before HitOhe remaining
pages are now numbered up 895, even so, the book covers only the years 1595 to 1607. It is
noteworthy for the level of detail recordeak all the different charges and tithes e.g. onions,
flax, honey and fruitvere recorded separately, and the rate at which the titége charged.
Davies was obviously concerned thatare should evade his or her obligations, and the pages
make clear thelrdensome nature of this tax on the poorer householdergever, sometimes
he did not collect his dues from the poorest people.

Using the information in the Tithe Book, it would be possible teaestruct the
economy and population of the parish at thize. Even servants, apprentices and maidens had
to make small payments if they had wagedy childrenwereexcluded from the obligations.

41
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Figure 2. Description of theollection of tithe eggs Easter 1596

Daviessetout the rules for collecting tithesxanany items: for example, above he records the
number of eggsollected at Easter 1596:

6The Easter Booke or b o 0 k ed andf gatheerded by Wvdliamm e r
Davies Clarke vicar of.edbury in this year of our Lord Chryst 1596. Beginnimgfirst at

Saynte Mary day: The custome hath bene time out of mind, that the vicar shuld send his
servants or his deputies uppon the week next befstiar ffeely, unto every Inhabitant within

the Towne and far]ishe ofLedbury, and to receave of them for every henn, pullet, and duck

&c two eggs apeece: and also for every cocke and drake three eggs apeece for tithe, as
followeth in this book. 6

Therethenfollows a list of all parishioners, most with the numbers of eéggspoultryowners

had to pay. Few owed |l ess than six, sodne
were listed on another page, and a relatively smathber had to pay their tithe goose in
September. No increase in produce during the year was overlomkedssessment concerns
those parishionemwh o 6 di d Beaeksbd oirn s12e9496. This incl
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who duly paid were signified in the Tithe Book with a cross like a + sign.
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Figure 3. Assessment of tithes for herbage and agistmentgd&98

Names of outdwellers who owned land in the parish arerdedin the assessment of tithes for
herbage and agistments, and detailtheflettingof lands for grazing etc. The names of various
fields and their locatiomre sometimes givenThe ricter inhabitants agreed a lump sum that
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they should pay Davies, and some of the names of those involved in the court case appear on
this list.
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Figure 4. Compositiasifor tithesin 1598

Every person had to pay an Easter offeraf@d. A husband paid 4d, that is for himself and his
wife, but those receiving their first communion only paid Y2d.
Most people paid tithes: 1fbr a garden, 1d. for a cownd up to 6d. for wages (if they
had aly ) , while employers often paid on the numbe
trade and gains. Those with land or livestock had, of course, to pay tithes on them, and details
of these are also given. The main industries of the town were the poodoé€tcloth and
leather. In 1606, there were nine clothjeesnploying at least 150 hands, and another six
independent weavemsmployed twelve hands. Twelve cordwain@rs. shoemakers) employed
fifty -eighthands and nine tanners heslrenty’

THE LEDBURY SCANDAL

The 1606 charges were that Davies had accepted a £20 bribe to interfere with the prosecution
in a case of burglary two years before, and dist he had recently spread a libellous rhyme.
The documents for this consist of: the attorgeg ner al 6s bi |l | (cl ai m);
commission to three local men to take evidence; the interrogatories for them to use, and
Davi esb6s de poss.iDavievasserted that theeascpsations were untrue, and were
instigated by Eltobecause he and Davies were in dispute about the payment of tithes. As with
many Star Chamber proceedings, the result is not known, ket ils little reason to disbelieve
Daviesb6s actount of events.

William Davies had beemducted as vicar of Ledbury in 157@t that time, Ambrose
Eltond s f a t dmewas aAecusant, but ten years later he was reconciled to the Church of
England, presumably together with his sons William and Anthbayperhaps there was some
ill will towards Davies over thi&.Recusancy evidently continued in the parish, as the tithe
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book records excommunications in the 16808he inquisition post mortemon Anthony
seniords deat h s h qthesHalthduset(nowal Hause rFarg) andl some |
land at Woodfield$? Ambrose inherited the estate in 1593 on the death of his elder brother
William.®®* The dispute over the small tithes due to Davies haddasiene time. From 1597
Ambrose Elton paid only his Easter Offering.1899and 1600 he was living at the Hallhouse

at Dunbridge, and John Hllved at the Hasel until 1601, paying small tithes of 26s. 8d.

By 1602, Hill rad moved to Haffield and Eltowas back at the HaseDavies then
attempted to collect tithes, as he jotted ag:
tithesd 13s. 4 &d. for Woodfield$ bult leftiitee tHasel and thes total blank. If
paid, he would (as elsewhere) have formally entered the sums received in Roman numerals,
and marked the entry with a cross. Frb&03,Elton did pay 46s. 8d. with @esn condition of
payment O6upon 20 days or forfeit. o

The Hallhouse tithe was reduced to 6s. 8d. (like Woodflelds), but the Haseto 33s.
4d. No arrears were paid, so that £20 was owing in 1606. This seems to consistdf 8%s.
the Hasel for six years (1598 and 16012), with 13s. 4d. for Hallhouse and 6s. 8d. for
Woodfields both for ten years, but the figures cannot easily be recontiled.

Davies noted that Eltoand he appeared in spring or early summer 1605 before the
bi shop of Hereford, and agreed the |66a0f5r.e0r ages
Almost a year later, Elton had still not paid, and Davies was suing him in the Court of
Common Plas?® This evidently prompted the Star Chamber case. The bill described how, in
1604, William Jenking uni or had broken into the iftheouse or
Homend (the nohtern part of the main street of Ledbury) and had stolen twenty yards of cloth
worth twenty marks (£13 13s. 4d.).

Bideawhilewas cal |l ed a o6f ul | iathétithée ookt hdad a barse | but
mill.Hepurssed Jenkins and caught him with the cl ot
his servants6é found the cloth in his ppssessic
who was dean of Hereford, masbfSttKat heri neds Hospital, and a J
prison, and Bideawhile was bound over to prosecute him at the next assizes, which were held
on 23 July 1604. Ther e, Bi deawhil ebs evidenc

servants, Fnacis Wilshire and Richard Huntleft Hereford without giving evidence, and
Jenkins was acquitted. According to Davies, Bideawhile could not prove that Jenkins took the
cloth, only that hevas in possession of the stolen gogd3ideawhile died on 30 December
1604, his death perhaps hastened by worry as tootieequencesf his failed prosecutioft.

In the 1606 Star Chamber case, Davies (whose wife and Bideévghilewi f e wer e si
was charged with accepting a bribe of A20 fror
t hat the O6ématter mi ght be faintly prosecuted
essential witnesses not to testify, andwgtblishing a rhyme which would ruin the reputations
of three respectable persons named in it.

Davies denied all the charges, asserting they were due tddEton6 uni ust e mal i c
the tithe suit. A commission wassised on 29 May 1606 for three local gentlemen (including
John Buckenhilla churchwarden in 1603) to examine Davies on eight interrogatofiesy
took his deposition on 12 Jun bis wifiHten skilingsd t hat
6t owar ds hi s p aip.neeoscilef..denkins with.dBidgaivmiteuehimgithe said
matter,®& but he refused this or any other rewas

It had also been alleged that he had allowestkihs to pay off £3 10s. that Davies owed
to Edward Skinnerone of the leading Ledbury clothiers, but Davies asserted that the whole
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debtwasstildu&®&l t may seem surprising thaatleastB0® vi car ,
ma r kshodild have had debts that he had still not repaid after three or four years, not only the

£310s. but also another of 305However, it is cleafrom the tithe book that his tithes were

reduced during the famine years of the late £390

Figure 5. Two views ofAbbots Lodge, formerly the Vicarage House. This is indicated by the Glebe Terrier éf 1607

The libel was another matter. Davies recounted how (while in Gloucester shortly before
Christmasl1605 he had seen some people lamghover a paper pasted up on a wall or post
nearSt.Ni c h oCharch dhere. He examined it and thought it referred to persons known to

hi m. He decided to tell]l them and quotedikthea he pap
bill:

6l't greaues me daylie to see the poor bayl:i
morning chime]

Nan Cavehath him forsaken and another hath taken and careth not for him nor his

wyne

Mr Morgan hath plaied on her organ and tickeled her nether key

Bastonand B with another two or three hath carried her quite awaie

Poore Kate is nowe lighted [slightddhough crewellie frighted, yet taketh it as

well as she can

| cannot decide it but needes must devide it between Richarddartg h i*s man. 6

Davies believed this to refer to William Nurthépailiff of Ledbury), Captain (or Thoas)

Mor gan, and Anne Cave. He therefore reveal ed
friends to William Northen and Thomas Morgan t hat t hey mi ght take not
what was being imputedtohem and mi ght refrain 6if not for
the world.d Davies considered this his duty
friends. The result was that they were 06l ess |
thereby | eft #{Sdmething anaydbe leaonedhof theany people involved in this
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case from other sourcds,ut a few remain obscured may lhuaveg
been Humphrey Baston of Forthamptoear Tewkesbury, aged about twenty in 18@8P o o r e
Kated was presumabnMfey someoneds deserted

Thomas Bideawhilevas a householder living in the Homend, having married Ann Hunt
(a widow) in 1594 He had a6 h o r scermi ina y ffot wihich tith@s were ever paid
Richard Huntwas probably his stepson, and had taken his first communion in 1599. In the
foll owing four years, he still had gestngvages,
that he was apprenticed to James Te@etler). In 1604, Richard was listed in both High
Street and the Homend, but he did not pay his Easter due in either place. By 1607, he had left
Ledbury.

Figure 6. The Seen Stars, where Bideawhile believed to have live(from burgage plot evideny@

Francis Wilshire the other witness, was probably Bideawdsilapprentice, being listed among

O60Homend youth without wages6 in 1603. Hi s appr

ti me of Bi deawhi |l eds deat h, 16@5sthistheing praotated 4 d . ti

6Bi dewy 6 andmédp did ooboreceive eoommuniotghink]. By 1606, he had

taken over Bideawhileds business, and was a me

paying tithe for a garden, a pdglet, and 18d.
Bideawhilehad the horse (or rather mare) to work his mill, perhaps quite an old one (as

no tithe was paid for any <colts). Someti mes B

1602 to 1604 it was grazed. After his death, his widow turned the lowse or at least failed
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to keep her in, as John Skippef Upper Hall) was fined 6d. for illegally impounding her,
which should have been t he hwvasagainfgroving hygforo b . I n
her in Skimnerés Meadow.

The Jenkins family were small farmers. They had a messuage and virgate called
Byshoppein Fairtree (just west of the town) at least in 1558. 1589, William Jenkins(the
father of the man who was tried for theft) inherited the family property from his father Roger.
This was a customarfi.e. copyhold) messuage and virgate for which he paid 30s. per year
with other service®. In 1596, he elder William and his wife Sibill settled the property (now
named as Bispes) on their son William and his wife Matilda, retaining a life interest #h half.

The two couples lived together and farmed on a modest scale: they had two or three
cows, a few Bns, geese and sheep, also a mare (as tithe was paid for a colt i FBOB).
1596 to 1602, the court rolls record a series of transactions by which the Jenkins family
disposed of much of their land. The transactions total 36 acres with various oites seld
butts, and one and a half acres of pasture, but some of these were within the family, including
somein favour of Richard Jenkins, a younger $omhey probably imply poverty due to bad
harvests in the disastrous years of 1I®#5° In four casesthe parents retained their life
interest, and in one case the younger William sold seven acres on his own.

According to the Star Chamber evidence, he had sold some land to Edward 8kinner
1604, but had not yet begaid for it in full. This was allegedly used by Jenkins to pay off the
vicarbés debt to Skinner, but this seems i mpro
manor rolls was in 1608.After disposing of so much of his property, William Jenkiras
probably desperate enough for money to steal a valuable cloth worth the considerable sum of
20 mar ks (more than a year 3Bveni degceutd ndt selt this o me s |
in Ledbury, he could no doubt have é&dt in a neighbouring town such as Worcester or
Gloucester, both of which were important in the cloth trasléilliam junior also failed to take
communion at Easter ih605 for the tithe book records his Easter offermmg  dngd 4id.e r
rec[eived] 2d. 6, the payment no doubt being |
against this may be O6exco[ mmunicated] 6. He pai
definitely excommunicated.

Davies t ook t htieerhyrpedabe Willidma\uyrthégentiemanf the bailiff
of Ledbury. To do him justice, the rhyme implies that he had a genuine attachment to her,
though perhaps he could hardly have been in Gloucester daily while seibgiliff of
Ledbury. He was unmarried and shared a house in New Street with his father \Williaey.
paid no tithes, not even for the garden; that perhaps went with the house next door, occupied by

Wil liambés bto-dofatmery? (a wel |

In 1606, tke vicar not only described Nurthen as his parishioner, but also Captain
Thomas Morgan However, Morgan does not appear i n
Newent 6 according to t he nSticlear, bufheanaphave beaen | | . H
6Thomas Morgan gentl eman of Allesondé [Allasto

and tall in 1608, and having a manservant. Alternatively, he may have been Thomas son of
Ri chard Mor gan o fé€lénGHe bundred oBa Briavéls*] Cl ear w

Nan Cave with whom they were both supposed to have consorted, was identified by all
concerned as Ann Cave of Gloucester, who was the widow of EdwardaCaeadon. She
lived nearSt. Nichola® €hurch in Gloucester, but had previously lived in Ledbuiy. the
bill, she (and William Nurtheand Thomas Morggn wer e all said to 6have
lived in good name and fame reputation and creditt amongest their neighbours in Ledburie
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Gl oucester and other places where theie have |

great accompt without anie touche of infamy adu
statutes and libelf wouldh make Willamurthem,i Aeane Cave and Thomas
Morgan O6odyous and infamous to all rmpneiopl e anc

marrrdgei @sds response was that Ann was Okno
holden to be of a very ymodeste and incontinent life and so had lived for many years then
past 6, j ust a s ¥ ghe epparently ekt Glaucestey bewnt Apdl and June

1606.

The 1590s and6D0s happen to be quite well documented in Ledbury; the subsequent
period rather less so. Although the result of the Star Chamber case is unknown, Davies was
probably successful. He retained his living until histdeéa 1612+ The further fortunes of the
Jenkins family have not been pursued, but a William Jentlied in 1621, still living at
Fairtree* people with the surname continue to occur in the parish down to the present day,
though they are not necessarily relatives. Ambrose Ebatinued to live at the Hasahd paid
his dues punctually. He died i659at the great age of 88. The Elton family remained at the
Hasé until 1720, when it was sold to Jacob Tonson ofdon®

All this has provided a brief glimpse into the lives of various minor characters in
Ledbury, and even that of Bideawlils hor s e. The c¢heba beerbtp e ct of
explore the context of an unseemly dispute, involving allegations of meddling with justice and
a rhyme that even the promoters of the Star
expressed* This was apparently set up as a counterclaira genuine argument between a
vicar and one of his leading parishioners over liability to tithes. Although not of any great
historical significance, it serves to show how the use of a variety of historical sources,
preserved for quite different reasons, d@nbrought together to build up a bigger picture of
events long ago which would otherwise remain obscure.
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The Romanesque Tympanum at Fownhope
Herefordshireand the functioning of the

Herefordshireschool of Romanesque Sculpture
By RITA WOOD

Herefordshire School, or School of the Welsh Marches. It was almost certainly part of

the 12thcentury church of which the central tower remaimsitu. The carving can be
understood as a visionf heaven and alludes to several important themes: the Throne of
Wisdom the Tree of Life, the Water of Life, and the Trinis a consequence of the
intellectual complexity ofhe content, a search for its clerical author leads to the suggestion
that Augustinians or Victorines were involved in designing for the Herefordshire School.
Comparisons are made with sculpture at Kilpeck, at St. Nicto@mirch, Gloucester and at
Elkstone (Gloucestershire), also at Rock (Worcestershire).

T he tympanunreset inside the choh of St. Mary, Fownhopeis a work of the

The tympanunin the context of the 12tbentury church at Fownhope

The tympanunat Fownhopeavas among those choice works of art selected for the authoritative
exhibition of English Romanesque Art in 198#.is a wellpreserved and very impressive
piece with, at its centre, a powerful image of the Virgin and Gtidltked by two creatures and
extensive foliage (Fig. 1). A practical factor enabling the tympanum to be exhibited in London
was that it was already detached from its original context, having been mounted inside the
church beneath thevest window of the nave some years earlier. Before discussing the
iconography in detail, it is useful to outline the original physical context of the tympanum,
using information derived from the historical record and from contemporary remains of the
churchin which it is found.

At some time before 1071, William fitzOsbemarl of Hereford, had given Fownhope
church to his abbey dt. Mary at Lyre in Normandy? In 1087, the Domesday survey states
that &6éHugo tenet Hoped, and that there were tv
The circumstances are sufficient to suggest t
is, one ministerig to more than its immediate settlement, as had been the custem pre
Conquest. However, the criteria for assuming this are not as fully satisfied as they might be and
Fownhope seems to have been a much less important centre than, for example, Leominster
whi ch had six priests. John Bl air notes that,
faced with loss of lands and decay of parochial righthie Domesday account of the lordship
of Hugo Asinus or Hugh Lasne, seems suggest that it included the church as well as the
manortThe text runs them together: 60n the deme:
villeins and 10 bordars and 2 priestThen wit h a
immediately follows tté ment i on o f Ibi grepasitis evfaberketroarpentaris
that is, there was an overseer, a builder or smith and a carpenter. This might lead to speculation
that the church at Fownhope 1087 was largely wooden, andder construction.But that
would be a digression: the church recorded by the Domesday inquisitors in the 1080s has
disappeared. Subsequently, the actuattdaday ties of the church to the abbey do not seem to
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have been close, although there are a femonds in the thirteenth century of the abbey taking
its dues and contesting ownership of property in the area, and of sending a priest’in 1267.

The 12thcentury Romanesque church at Fownhaepes built in stone about 1140,
probaby by a successor of Hugh at his own expérséications of this are that the sculpture
of the tympanuntlearly belongs to the Herefordshire School and that no features survive that
suggest the direct influence of an abbey in Normandy:didication tdSt. Mary is far too
common to be indicative of that connection. Remains of the building are the central tower,
those parts of the chancel and nave immediately to east and west of the tower, and the
tympanum. A similar ground plan in which& nave has two further cells aligned to the east of
it recurs at such welknown English parish churches as those at Elkstone, |fftgetley,

Birkin and, only ten miles away, at Kilpeck. These churches are relatively-delslyrated and
often associated with private patrons as,
parish churches. However, the area of the nave is likeréhat of a minster church than of the
former group, which Eileen Hamer defines as seigneurial churches. The building and its
remaining sculpture do not make clear who had the controlling hand, but it is likely to have
been built as the result of a kEdnitiative.

The tympanumwhich is the subject of this paper was presumably made for the main
doorway to the mid 12thentury church, but exactly where that entrance was is uncertain
because alterations have affected all three wallhefnave. A south aisle was built, then
rebuilt, and in the 14th century the nave was extended westwards and a north entrance was
added or moved. The church is now entered through thecgéstiiry north doorway, but a
west entrance would have been equatlgidal in relation to the layout of the village. West
doorways are not common in village churches in the English Romanesque, south doorways
being preferred, but west doorways of the period survive locally at Ledbury, Eesthe ad
Letton In the early 19th century some loose capitals and bases of a doorway were recorded
‘under the singing gallery’, a wooden structure which was usually at the west end of the nave.
It is a subjective reaction, but the sizetloé tympanum, and the formality and dignity of the
sculpture itself seem to require a grand architectural setting, that is, a west entrance
symmetrical with the axis of the church. If the entrance had been from the west, it was the
1l4thcentury extensiolf the nave and provision of a large west window which disturbed the
tympanum. The carving is first recorded outside, in the west wall below the new window.
Perhaps it was the ostensible subject of the carving, the Virgin and @hilth saved it from
being used as rubble in the rebuilding. We may surmise that the tympanum avoided
defacement and decay in the following centuries because it was under a coat ofplaster.

A plate of the carving was included by Charkeeyser in both editions of his book, and
the piece is seen in soft natural light outside. More detail remained than now, for example in
the cable moulding at the bottohEven in 1927 however, Keyser
exposed to the eccentricisieof the English climatd? Similar concerns were voiced by
members of the Bristol and Gloucester Archaeological Society on a site visit iri* 1 8%e
time after this, probably before the outbreak of war in 1939, the tymparasmtaken iside,
for which we must be very grateful. In comparison with much Romanesque sculpture at the
present time, this piece is well preserved from both breakage and atmospheric decay. On the
other hand, lighting conditions below the large west window are seideah, and modern
photographs often lack subtlety because they are usually taken under electric light.

n
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Figurel. Fownhopegeneral view of tympanuim 2002 (all figures, the author)

The tympaumis made of a single slab of a fine textured stone which is-gmesn with a
scattering of micaceous specks: this is likely to be the Downton Castle sandstocie
outcrops immediately uphibf the village** The measurements, allowing for the small loss at
the corners, are given in the catalogue of the 1984 exhibitiarl&sn x 0.76m, that is, 5ft.
10ins. x 2ft. 6ins. With such a wide field of sculpture, the effect of the original dooraalyd
have been unusually impressive and in accord with the postulated minster status of the church.
The sandstone provided a slab of well above average span and enabled the doorhead to be
made without a separate lintel. The fine cable moulding alongdtient may be compared
with that on the reset tympanum at Stret®mgwas, which is considered to be of related
workmanship? It is unlikely that there was ever a separate lintel, despite thethiass
semicircular proportiorof the slab. Many local tympana, including the series showing Christ
enthroned, bridge the gap across the doorway themselves and do not have a structdtal lintel.
The corbels supporting the tympanum are modern but their patterns look authentic. They might
be copies of the capitals which were noted at the vicarage in 1849, themselves probably the
capitals reported loose under the singing gallery some decades earlier.

Commentators have considered the tympamith regard to its formal relaihships to
other sculpture in the region: works at Shobdon and Kilpeckell as at Stretton Sugwas, for
example, have been linked to the same workman by Professor Zdfr@nki.of the sculptors
of Shobdorhad been on the pilgrimage to Compostella and had seen sculpture in France and
Spain® Subsequently, he, his agorkers and their individual patrons in the Welsh Marches
demonstrate great confidence in what they provided. In particular, the firm outfidethe
finely finished surface of this work at Fownhopee very different from the routine or naive
treatment of a few conventional signs. The form is powerful: so what of the content? Most
writers have concentrated on seeking out théhiatbrical sources of the forms, but few can
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omit pondering, to a greater or lesser extent, the content of the carving. The masculinity of the
large central figure has been asserted by several writers, following T. S. R. Boase. He
suggested this might regsent God the Father, but gave up the puzzle inconclusively, ascribing

the incomprehensibility to confusion or misconceptions in the mind of the workr@sorge

Zarnecki saw the subject as the Virginand Clhldut al so notes that o6t he

eccentric®Ei | een Hamer expands on Boasedbds suggesti
the Father, an identification which it will be shown is not possitialcolm Thurlby suggests

the Fownhope tympanm i s ©6an ingenious combination of
i mageryd6 from which an essenti al mo t i%fln, one t

short, it seems obvious to all commentators that there must be some meaning intended but wha
this might be is not so readily defined. The first instincts of these observers were right, and the
depth of content implied by the clarity of form is confirmed when the search for the ideas
behind the imagery is persisted in. It will be suggested treatytmpanum shows a vision of
heaven with several eexisting themes, each enriching the others. The central sections of this
paper deal with these themes in turn.

The Throne of Wisdom

It has already been recdged by George Zarnecki that the Virgin is represented here in her
character as the Throne of Wisdamd that this type of image was likely to have been seen by
the party from Shobdon on its pilgrimage throughriee? The Throne is a heightened image
of the Virgin particularly developed in the Eastern Church after the third ecumenical council,
the Council of Ephesus, which had defined Mary as Theotokos oiB@aikrz* Subsequently,
for example, John of Damascussaciated her with Isaiah's vision in the temple (Isa. 6:1) and
addressed her with oO6Hail, throne |ifted up on
the throne of Go@&°® The carving at Fownhopé therefore not an image whicwould
necessarily have been associated with those affective devotions to the Virgin as intercessor that
were becoming popular in the West and may have encouraged the preservation of this
tympanumin the 14th century: it is in the traditi of the Eastern church which sees her as a
willing instrument of the purposes of God, in heaven as on earth.

Anselm calls the Virgin 6Queen of angel sb
Mary.@° She is often shown attended by angels, and thistigust to give her the court and
honours of a queen, but is consistent with her being absorbed into the community of angels and
above them all in rank.In the Eastern church, Mary may be described as the chief of the
angelic order of Thrones, also knows Wheels. The appearance of the throne of God is
described in Ezekiel 1:2 8 . Deriving from attempts to il |l usH
and the throne are shown as being transported by varitorsied angels, for example, by
four living creatwes, by winged angelic heads, or by flaming or spoked wkediaty as the
Throne of Wisdomis an exalted spiritual image, she is the throne in herself, with lesser beings
transporting both her and God.

Two canings that demonstrate that there was 4&thtury interest in this imagery in the
West are on a capital at Autilend a derivative of it at Saulie(Fig. 2, left and right
respectivelyy® The Flight into Egypis depicted in both carvings in what at first sight appears
to be a realistic manner. The Virgin clasping the Child is seateésaittie on a donkey which
is led by an anxious and weary $tseph. The circular motifs along the bottom of both capitals
have been explained as replicating the wheels fitted on a medieval processionat® image.
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Certainly, at Saulieu the sculptor carved conventional spoked wheels under the feet of the
donkey, but, invhat is assumed to be the primary carving at Autun the circular motifs do not
resemble actual wheels, they follow the biblical description of the angelic Wheels, that is, they
have a wheel within a wheel and eyes all round (Ezek. 1:16, 18). At both AntuSaulieu,
therefore, the fugitives are assisted in their flight by these angels, and the viewer is to
understand that the Virgin is depicted as the Throne of God and the Child as the Wisdom of
God The capitals gesent a striking contrast between the appearance of earthly vulnerability
and the reality of heavenly protection.

Figure2. Autun (left) and SaulieuBurgundy (ight): capitals

The outline for an enthroned figure similar to that used at Fowniogeen again at the

several sites of the School of the Welsh Marches where Christ enthroned (in the normal
manner) is the subject of a tympanéinGeorge Zarnecki has noted that the outline for the
Virgin very closely resembles a Spanish drawing of Christ enthroned Datiex Vigilanug?

A similar drawing in the GeronBeatusis not quite so close in style to the sculpture, but here

the sna | | circular object held up by Chri st i s
hand to signify his rul&. Carolingian theologians had ascribed to Mary the character of a
sovereign, allowing her be shown with the royal insignia, the throne arid Tnb. Virgin in

the tympanum at Fownhope therefore most probably holds up the orb of the world as a tiny ball
between the finger and thumb of her right hand, and in this instance she clearly holds it on
behalf of her Child, rather than in her own right. Wiggin also has a crodsalo, just as the
Archangel Michael occasionally has oher as he, rather than Christ, in one case performs the
Harrowing of Hell** Such depictions are not erroneous or the result of slack thinking: in them

the highestanking human and angelic beings are being thought of as functionaries of Christ,

as instruments devoted to Goddés puatphotsne s . On
(Fig. 2, left),the orb is pictured in an engaging and paradoxical manner, as if it were a ball
played with by the Child as much as if he and his mother shared the care of the world: Gothic
imagemakers would transform the orb into a fruit, allowing other parallels amdromantic



56 R.WOOD

allusions to be suggested, but also foregoing the breathtaking scale and otherworldliness of the
imagery at Fownhope.

60There is a certain anmbkiegufidrym albehiitn d htee rnda
Zarnecki considered that this form is mdikely to represent the back of her throne than that
the Virgin would be shown with her hair worn logs&he drawing of Christ cited from the
Codex Vigilanusncludes a narrow curved shape parallel to the shoulders. This is coloured as if
clothing, perhagiit is a cloak: it cannot be the back of an actual throne in that instance because
Christ is seated on a cosmic circle. The mandorlak e f orm i s wunl i kely to
because a respectable mother in this period would have bound her haivaretideer head:
but it could represent a veil or hedtess, as has been suggested by Keyser and Boase.

Looking at the carving from the sid
it can be sen that the mandorike

form not only lies in front of the
Virgin's halo, but it comes out fror
under the closétting cap (Fig. 3).
Several figures illustrated by Forsy
show Mary wearing a clogiting cap

or bandlike crown with a veil coming
from beneath it, and in an examp
from Dijon the veil is finely pleated.
The wooden Virgin and Childrom

Autun now in the Cloisters Museurr
New York, wears such a veil. |
England,when the heads of ordinar
women are carved, they wear a vari
of headdresses.

Figure3. Fownhopeside view of the head of the Virgin

A corbel at North Grimstgn Yorkshire, and another on the doorway at Kirtling
Cambridgebire, depict women wearing caps with a shouldegth veil hanging in vertical
pleats, these are everyday versions of the veil worn at Fownfteeidentification of the
mandorlal i ke form as a womanoés v énslthatrthisidersnanbo bs ol et
figure could be God the Father.

It comes as something of a surprise to realise that, since the malildoftarm is not a
chairback but a veil, and because neither the legs, posts nor cushion of a conventional throne
are visible,there is really nothing more than Mary herself to support the child. Both the
billowing veil and the widelyset legs and feet have been deliberately placed in order to suggest
the transformation of the Virgin into the rigid impersonal fabric of a thromés Mary at
Fownhopeis emphatically functional: once that is appreciated it seems inappropriate any
longer to call this a tympanumith a6 Vi r gi n admedreatinknt ik ghly distinctive
because other examples of Mary as the Throne of Wisdbmost always include a
conventional throne, or some other support like the donkeys in Figure 2. There are very few
which clearly employ sut a literal interpretation. Forsyth remarks on a figure at Walcourt
Bel gi um, t hat it is Ounusual in that a thron
instance the drapery at the side of the seated figureafliscovering an actual charm. A
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window of ¢.1180 in Vendémeathedral shows the mother and child within a very narrow
mandorla, with no parts of a chair visible, although there could be &toat The window is
dscribed by Westlake as o6qui et i n 6tQGeorge, and
Zarnecki remarksonth@ osi t i on @ feet,tsh wide Hganbaing liké the wooden
images in central France knownsexles Sapientiaét is not hard to imagie how human legs
and feet might be transformed into the legs and feet of a throne: the mutation of tiukedssad
into a chairback is not so obvious. Ivories of étkntury date from Alexandria show an arched
chairback behind seated enthroned figure€hbfist and of the Virgin: the curve of the arched
back runs behind the top of the head, and might be mistaken for a veil. Such an ambiguous
model may have been known to our sculptor.

The idea of Mary as a Throne resonates in work of this period: simesitievery straight
and without motherly gestures. A good example of this is in another carving of the Flight into
Egypt that on the wooden doors preserved in St. Maria im Kaptologne. The carving at
Fownhopemay also be compared to the Thre wi t h Chi | d Apollinan® s ai ¢ i
Nuovo, Ravenna. There, but in permanent colour, are the same large eyes that are said to be
such an odd featuref the Fownhope carving; there the Virgin gives the blessing and the Child

holds the mma | | bal I . B e yApailidare twh ar¢ envelaped irs whatt méght be
ter med O6a By zGFotAntondo Paotudtiethenrteythns of the processions on the
side walls and the pervasive gold background i
that it can only be explained as a different v

of the presentation lifts us into another world. On a smattate, that is also the effect of the
composition at Fownhope even in its present monochrome. In addition to the cosmic scale of

the central moti f, we see attending t%ae Omasc
bird and a lion with wings, andll are surrounded by such bold stems and active leaves that

even mere greenery demands our attention.

The Tree of Life and the Water of Life

The sensitive, fingelike leaves together with the ambracing stems give the tympanam
immediately friendly feel which even the sharp teeth of the wingeddamot dispel. The
foliage accommodates two differentfjzed creatures, the bird and the lion, yet overall it
maintains a surprisingly high degred symmetry. Closer consideration will note how
gracefully the scrolling foliage expands into any space, and eventually see that both corners of
the tympanum were marked by a bunch of grapes, as a serif finishescatweitial. This then
is not just anydecorative foliage, it is a vine, or rather, two vines, for the stems arise from
separate nodes beside the feet of the Throne.
life6 which i s sadiddéd oofbet Wbeonr ievgrhéerfl owing out
22:1, 2)® This text refers back to Ezekiel 47:12, and also to the Creation narrative in Genesis
2:9, etc. The paradise envisioned in Ezekiel's Hebrew text pictured many trees growing by a
river,but the Latin Vul geateg utrague parte lumRis igmum &ithd on h a s
This wording with its implication of two or more trees must have presented difficulties when
visualising the single Tree of Life in Revelation 2:7, which was equattdthe heavenly
reward and with Christ himself.

A comparison for the scrolling foliage of a dual Tree of Life is in the apse mosaic in the
upper church of San Clementeome, datable t0.1127 but thought to reproduce aarlier
work using classical modetsThe mosaic has a mystic Crucifixion in the centre: Christ is, as it
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were, eternally enthroned on the Cross. Two thick acanthus shoots spring up out of a wide
basin at the foot of the Cross and spread to fill the iretea of the semdome. Below the

basin, the four streams into which the river or fountain divides (Gen-12Z)Lare being drunk

by conventional animals of paradise arranged round the circumference of the apse. The foliage
scrolls also are accompanied Imany motifs and symbols used by the early church to depict
the life of heaven. Most of these are symmetrically repeated, but the human elements are
slightly varied, Oakeshott describing themdathers of the Latin church and...other groups,
sometimes sybolic, representing the laily They are the blessed in paradise, and the
individualisation would enable the viewer to empathise with them and to imagine himself or
others in heaven. Another comparison for the two trees at Fowndhapth a wallpainting at

Civate Como, Italy dating frondthe very end of the 11th century or the beginning of the d2th.
Here the heavenly Jerusalem is illustrated in the style of a delicate classical paiusinigin

an atrium, Christ sits enthroned within the squaatled heavenly city. On either side of him
grows a naturalistic tree, while at his feet is the Lamb and the flowing river dividing into four
streams as it leaves the city.

Figure4. Elkstone (Gloucs): diagram of the tympanum

In contrast to these Italian examples, about two dozen English Romanesque tympana, many of
them in the southvest midlands, depict a single tree. About a third of the tympana add an
animalon either side, these animals are sometimes shown feeding. From an example of this
latter type at Dinton,Rucks.), which has an inscription, it can be deduced that the tree is being
equated with the heavenly rewardjstthe Tree of Life (Rev. 2:7). Almost all trees in these
tympana divide symmetrically and several of them have a forked root, however it is very
uncommon for two entirely separate trees to be shown in anycgtry English tympanum

At Knook (Wilts.), two trees rise from separate nodes similar to those at Fownbopthe

trunks are bound together at the first opportunity, and it is likely that design is simply
following the style ofa manuscript modet. At Elkstone, Gloucestershire, (Fig. 4), the
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tympanum has two sources of foliage stems. One source is the staff carried by the Agnus Dei
on the upper left, this is indicated by the leaves on eitider &f the staff lying in opposite
directions. The second source is from the mouth of a grotesque mask on the lower right, this is
a common motif which represents Life out of De@thhe sources of these stems are not so
obvious as is the border of foliagieat grows from them, in which green foliage symbolises the
resurrection of Christ and of manOnly one tympanum other than Fownhaepehat at St.

Ni c h ochuach, Gleucester, shows two distinct trees (Fig? Bhder an arch in the centre is

the Agnus Dei holding a book or curled sheet of parchment on which stands a leafing cross
staff; there is a tree with small clustershafrries or grapes scrolling up at either side from a
rootstock in the corners of the tympangm.

=

Figure5.St . Ni ,&Mestghte €ldusester: diagram of the tympanum

It is rare for a tympanuno have two distinct trees, that is, for the awkward text in the Vulgate
(Rev. 22: 1, 2) to be so clearly evoked as it is at Fownhogdéen Gloucester. The composition
at Fownhope with two distindtees need not necessarily have followed from the occupation of
the centre of the tympanum by the Throne but, for example, a general environment of foliage
could have been contrived unobtrusively, as at Elkstone. The prominent placing of the separate
treesis deliberate, and is likely to be intended to bring to mind the objects mentioned in the
text quoted above, that is, the river and the throne. This leads the reader of the carving to
expect some depiction of flowing water, yet there is none and, asireglen the opening
section of this paper, there almost certainly never was a separate lintel on which it might have
been carved. Much the same is true of the tympanum at Gloudesbetth cases we see two
trees epresented but no actual river. As will be discussed shortlygither of water of lifé
was equated with the Word of God, who is depicted by the Child with the scroll on the Throne
at Fownhope and at Gloucester by the Agnus Dei with the book. Firstvhovwa digression
on sculpture at Kilpeck, where there is the only tympanum in England which depicts the Tree
and the Rivein a quasinaturalistic form.

Similarities in having a threeell plan and in sculptural style between Kilpeck and
Fownhopehave already been noted. The wide range of sculpture that survives at Kilpeck
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suggests the extent of what may have been lost at Fownhope and, as Malcolm Thurlby has
noted, motifs still to be seen at the top of the tower at Fownhope are ralatedbels at

Kilpeck in their general forrft. Furthermore, the tympana share some theological themes and
concerns. Kil pecgods6b6)ymmahwehes an evocation o
(Rev. 22:1). The brightness of the river suggested by the chevron pattern, an optically

shifting pattern recognised in the period as particularly suitable to represent divine Light. At

Kilham in Yorkshire there is an example of the use of vertical chewmsignify the descent

of spiritual power, in that case related to the enlightenment of baftism.

Figure6. Kilpeck: the tympanunover the south doorway

At first sight, the pattermeband at Kilpeck seems to occupy a structural lifitelever, the

joint is not there but higher up, across the Ftdée chevron mouldings therefore can blend
smoothly into the background with a delicacy which emphasises the logical connection of river
and tree. The root of Kilpeck's tree is forked, but the trunk is united for some distance before it
branches into three flowering and fruiting clusters; the stems are beaded, as if jewelled and
shining like the water. The Tree of Life with the Water ofeLffowing from it is the only
subject in this tympanupand the message of the doorway is therefore centred on Christ as the

life.gi vi ng Wor d. Hamer senses that the Tree O0whc
passes below into thehawr ch® expresses benevolence and Pa
however, this peace does not extend. Boase not

movement around the frame of the door, in striking contrast to the firm, balanced repose of the
design on tineeed, thergerenaleffect 6f the imagery elsewhere in the doorway
and in the corbels is unsettled and unsettling, contrasting again with the interior, where the
stability of the haloed figures at the first archgell sanctityand ordef?

What meaning may be contained in every one of the various carvings on the exterior
work is difficult to define precisely, and certainly too lengthy to be entered into here, but a
general outline within which individual interpretations shoutdcén perhaps be determined.

The clue to the tone of the whole exterior scheme is the angel messenger with a scroll, in the
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first order of the arch, immediately above the Tree and below one of the two corbels with a
carving of the Agnus Dé#.This angel s likely to be theangel flying in mid heaven, having an
eternal gospel to proclaim unto them that dwell on the earth, and unto every nation and tribe
and tongue and people: [who] saith with a great voice, Fear God, and give him glory; for the
hour of hisjudgement is come: and worship him that made the heaven and therehghaa
and fount ai(Res. 1db 6, 7)wihd veholesassemblage of exterior sculpture beyond
the tympanuntan be understood as dependent on this text.

The corbés at Kilpeck are striking because they are unusually close to the viewer and so
energetically formed: the motifs themselves are not unusual but occur elsewhere in England
and also, for example, as Thurlby points out, in seutlst France. Like a series B9 corbels
at a church in the East Riding examined by the authbis display can be understood as
commenting on the coming of the Lord in Judgement. Out of a total of 74ldgilyle corbels
at Kilpeck, there are 24 with men's heads looking out ochiag for the Coming, they have
expressions varying from concentration to amazement and perhaps shock. There are 26 bestial
masks, beakheads or grotesques, most of which look apprehensive, and eight of which have
human beings in their jaws. There are 1@bets with realistic animals which may have good
or evil natures attributed to them according to the source consulted. Thus the stags and birds
are commonly symbols of the redeemed, and so here are the serpents too, since they appear in
symmetrical pattesand their habit of casting off the old skin could be taken as a figure of
resurrection. Similarly, as Hamer suggests, the pair of fish swimming upwards are likely to
represent souls moving to heaveiihe regularlypatterned corbels and those with thenAg
Dei would clearly refer to life in heaven. The motifs in the arches and the jambs of the
doorway continue the mixture of warning and encouragement. The two men on the left column
are contrasted: the man at the top holds up a short-stafégfrom whtch the left arm has
broken away) and clutches the top shoot of foliage. He is a believer and so is shown free to
move but the lower man, who holds a sword in one hand even as he raises the other in greeting,
is restrained by the stems of the plarithe caitals depict, on the right, the Life which comes
out of Death, and left, the faithful rejoicing in their resurrection bodies which, as is commonly
the case, take the forms of a serpent or wyvern and & lidre tympanunwith the Tree and
River at the focus of the exterior work suggests the potentially peaceful resolution of earthly
struggle, and it also marks the transition to the ordered, hdi&eeimterior of the church.

It is suggested that the River is represented at Fowrdilepebut in a less obvious way than at
Kilpeck. The prophecy in Ezekiel 47 describes the river that waters the trees of the earthly
paradise as coming out from under a closed door; the Song of Songs speaks of a closed (or,
enclosed) garden (#2), and of a sealed fountain (4:12, 15), all of which passages were seen as
referring to the Virgin. I f the door, garden
issuing from the Theotokos was Christ. It is suggested that the mother ahdetwiken the

two trees embody these further references, and that the central motif of the tympanum
represents Christ given to the world as the Water of Life. Whereas Christ the Tree is the future
reward awaiting the believer, Christ thea¥®r of Life is mediated to the present world through

the four streams into which the river of Paradise divides, which have long been interpreted
primarily as the four gospetsBoth Water and Tree being represented, the believer is assured

of sustenancenithis world and the next. The fresco at Civaltready mentioned, with Christ,

the Lamb, two trees and the four rivers, retains its accompanying inscriptions, and from these it
is clear that the fresco represetite era of the present Church rather tiddue new heaven
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after the @struction of the worl@Yves Christe summarises Romanesque monumental cycles
generally as ecclesiological rather than eschatologiddlat is, Romanesque tympana picture
those passageis Revelation which describe visions of heaven rather than those passages
which prophesy the end of the world and Judgment. This is the case at Kilpeck, where the
Judgment theme stems from the voussoir with the angel, and not from the tympanum.
ProfessorChriste also sees thdajestas Dominithat is, Christ and the four Living Creatures,
as@n image of a present and actualised Christ in all his divinity, not an image of the Second
Coming8® While at many churches the corbels may refer to the actual e¥¢he Second
Coming, this theme was located at the #lié because those carvings are the ones nearest
heaven and, up there, they cannot be the primary focus of attention. In the knowledge that the
important sculpture has a message about the predentather than the future one, the
tympanum in Gloucester (Fig. 5) may now be interpreted more precisely: the book or scroll
held by the Lamb is the gospel, the narrative of the Incarnation and the promise of new life for
the believer. It is not the bookitlv seven seals mentioned in Revelation because neither the
Lamb nor the book are in the correct form; nor is it likely to be the book of life, for that is part
of the imagery of Judgement. The small kshaped motifs cut in the surface are comparable to
leaflets on the two vines at the sides of the tympanum, and so refer to resurrection life. The
tympanum at ElkstonéFig. 4) transmits much the same message: the centre of the design,
Christ and the evangelists under the &ileg hand of God, suggests the work of the Church in
this world, and because the foliage border is of secondary importance, the resurrection life is
read as the sequel.

There may once have been a text painted on the scroll held by the Child at Fawnhope
Throughout the Bible there are references to God agyilifag water, and of these some
derivative of John 4:134, the words of Christ to the Samaritan woman at the well, or from
John 7:3738, spoken at the feast of Tabernacles, woulgdmticularly suitable. It is quite
possible that a connection would have been made between Revelation 21:3 and the Hebrew
feast, a harvest celebration with additional themes of water and light (Jold)? 2T his
would in turn enable allusions to the itigaring of souls, and the heavenly reward awaiting

them. But it is such a tiny scroll, perhaps a contractiod amalphaandomeg® ( Re v . 21:

would have been enough, especially as the verse continwdkgive to him that is athirst of

the fountainof the water of life freelylt is the symbolA andW which are on the book held

by Christ in the tympanurat Elkstone With the Wye in its wide flood plain running close to

the village, water would havesbn a very appropriate symbol to elalteran at Fownhope. St.

Ni c h ochuach ih &loucester is thought to have been associated with a nearby bridge over
the Severn, and again, the proximity of a great river tnactive place in local life might have
brought that symbol to mind when the tympanum was conceived. Another phrase that would
have been appropriate Eggo sum Verbupor a contraction of it, and for several reasons. The
concept or t iVebwn Giedkbagogdis sonieturtes interpreted as Wisdom,
which would accord with the aspect of the Virgin as Throne. Ernst Kitzinger states that the
incarnate Logos is usually represented as a young boy, and the use of that convention would
explain dlhye uwmtalrikled! i ke appearanced of %t he
The title 6Word of Godd on the scroll woul d
is the source of the four gospels.

Chi
a ¢
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The Trinity: the child, the bird and the wingedri

Having established that the central figures and the background foliage have august prototypes
and lofty resonances, the nature of the remaining motifs can now be discussed in the
expectation that they are not thesul of misunderstandings by patron or sculptor. It has been
suggested that the bird and the lion might represent two of the four evangelists, that is, St. John
and St. Markbut they danot hold a scroll or book to make that clear (Figs. 7, 8).

Figure7. Fownhopethe bird Figure8. Fownhopethe winged lion

The gospels of Mark and John are hardly more relevant to a scene in heaven than Matthew or
Luke, and if two of the four evangelists or Living Creatures are represented, why not all four
when there is ample space for them? If, as suggested above, the Fowebkigpeis drawn
from texts from St. Johs gospel and from Revelation (traditionally ascribed to the same
author) this would have been an ideal opportunity for the supposed symbol of St. John, the
bird, to hold a scroll with an inscription, to enlarge the area covered by the motif and thus to
achieve a properly balanced composition. Symmetry was important to depictions of heaven and
has been achieved in the arrangement of the foliage stems and leavies, douhe reason
imbalance has been allowed to persist in the size of the bird and the lion. The fact that the bird
and lion are of such unequal size is itself a valid objection to the idea that they represent St.
Mark and St. John, for, almost invariably, four animal symbols representing the four
evangelists are made up to an equal bulk regardless of the relative natural proportions of the
creatures. There is a local example of this on the Castle Foohevhere all four symbols are
used round the bowl and the eagle is as big as thé&lion.

The bird on the tympanum about one quarter of the bulk of the winged Jliand about
half the ulk of the child, so that the three are shown at something like a natural scale relative
to each other. A close comparison for the bird at Fownlt{bjme 7) is with the dove of the
Holy Spirit in the scene of the Baptism of Christ on tlest@® Fromeéont (Fig. 9). The dove
here is small when compared with the figures of John the Baptist and the youthful’ Jesus.
Notice also that it has a beak with equal mandibles, whereas the symbol of the evangelist on
the otler side of the font has a beak with the characteristic heavy upper mandible of an eagle
(Fig. 10).The bird at Fownhope has more equal mandibles, like the dove of the Holy Spirit.
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Figure9. Castle Fromet he Bapti sm of Figure10. Castle Fromethe Lion of St. Markand the
head has been damaged) Eagle of St. John

The winged lionon the tympanunat Fownhope(Fig. 8) does not resemble the evangelist

symbol of St. Markon the font (Fig. 10), the two liorexhibit very different characters. At

Castle Fromgthe lion of St. Mark is a mild, toothless creature, but as to the winged lion at

Fownhope, its head and shoulders are powerful, its teeth are bared and sharp, and she face i

lined with the muscular power of the jaws. This lion is more like the lion on the Stretton

Sugwas tympanum, a beast so fearsome that only a hero like Samson could have®killed it.

And why should the lion of St. Mark, or any lion, reach out and touckkineof the Throne?

This contact extends for a length of nearly two inches (5 cm). It is unlikely that such-a sure

handed craftsman positioned the claws like that by accident. Even though the raigeivfore

is a standard Romanesque posture for lions,ctrgact made in this particular tympanum

demands some rational explanation.

In many 12thcentury carvings animals have sharp claws and teeth, just as the winged
lion here, and commentators readily assume that sudmabn are aggressive. These
assumptions do not always help to make sense of the carving: it would be more reasonable to
suppose that the claws and teeth are there as no more than an indication that the animal is very
powerful. Whether that power is operaifor good or ill is made plain by the wider context.

At Stretton Sugwas, the power of the lion is used against Samson, a man given strength by
God. At Fownhopéehe winged lion makes soft contact with the skirt by the back of its paw, the
claws are relaxed, and turned down and away from the Throne. Furthermore, the winged lion is
in heaven, it is a powerful spiritual being beside the enthroned Christ.

With these distinctions in mind, it is now suggested that the bird represents Godyhe Hol
Spirit and the winged lionepresents God the Father. The whole scene can then be understood
as showing us a vision of the eternal Trinity in its heavenly surroundings. The three Persons of
the Trinity (which, of course, excludes the Throne) are Walanced, with the Child rising
very slightly above the outer two in accord with the artistic demands of the arched field (Fig.

11) . In a manner of s p e a the tradjtiont of lats AngkSaxoa 6 f a mi |
drawings, though one using a typically Romanesque animal symbolism. The group calls to
mi nd, for exampl e, the 6é6Quinitydéd drawing, ir

attentively whil e t hentlyEavetsaiod® Simmlal poStic tensibns | d 6 a
exist within this sculptured quaternity. The family group at Fownhepdistanced from us
because of the cosmic scale and the formality of its human constituents, but close relationships
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within the group are made recognisable and sympathetic by the anthropomorphic gestures of
the two animals. These gestures are discussed in the course of the next section.

Figurell Fownhopediagram of the tympanuto show the Trinity

The Trinity: the GoeMan

The Crucifixion, the Resurrection and Harrowing of Hell completed the purpose for which the
Child had been born; Christ ascended and returned to his heakeohe.t In AngleSaxon
poetry and in the liturgy, Christ's reception in heaven was spoken of as if a formal Roman
triumph, but it could also be pictured more intimately as the hoonging of a hero. After all,

at the Last Supper, Jesus had told his disgipke was going on a journey (John 14:2;11,

13). Several details at Fownhomdlude to these diverse aspects of acclamation and
homecoming.

The first two details have been mentioned already, they are the throne and the orb, the
signs ofkingship. These objects evoke the liturgy of Ascensiontide which celebrates Christ as
King, and they picture the credal statement that, following his victory over Death and Hell,
Christ ascended and O6sat downd ietarnatstate, pggtl ace o
aside at the Incarnation but resumed after the Resurrection. The scene in the tyrigpanum
almost entirely static, so evoking eternity, but the odd gesture of the wingezlitigestst is
the arrival in heaven, the homecoming, that is depicted. Touching the Throne with the front
right paw could serve to show that the Son i s
Father (Ephesians 1:20, etc). The gesture makes sense ifsraadravitation to the victorious
Son be seated.

Another feature referring to the Ascensiand arrival of the Son in heaven is that the
Father and the Spirit are represented by animal symbols, whereas Christ isrsh@umman
aspect. There are contemporary depictions of the Tihr@mne as three animal symbols, and as
three men, and these suggest unity in eternity better than the present combination of forms.
Important texts for the feast of the Ascension insiat hrist ascendedlaking our humanity
with himbinto heaven, where the Gddan intercedes for mankind (Rom. 8:34; Heb.i2®,
17i 18).

Lastly, as has been mentioned, late ArRgaxondrawings show the Trinitgngaging m
the naturalistic postures of sympathetic human interaction. The gesture of the wingsafion
that kind. The liturgy for Ascensiontide described the wonder of the angels and the joy of the
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redeemed, and surely tieather and the Spirit must have been imagined as leading the
rejoicing in heaven. All that jubilation is expressed at Fownlmypa second easHgverlooked
gesture. The raised left foot of the bird, conventional though it is, may, snrtiance, be
intended as a greeting from the Spirit to the Son. Thus, two Persons of the Trinity are pictured
welcoming the third on his return to heaven. Although there are these several references to the
temporal aspect of the Ascensjothey are unobtrusive and do not destroy the mystical
presence of the scene and its sense of everlastingness.

Consequences for the perceived role of the patron

This particular work, of all the tympana of the Herefordshire schoal ti@ hallmarks of a
monastic mind. Its imagery is matgyered, and reading it is necessarily slow but delicately
flavoured. With its several references to biblical texts which were attributed at the time to the
apostle John, a collection of Johanninetgtions or meditations may lie behind the design. It

is not a tympanunwith a straightforward, single message as some others in the School appear
to be, but weaves in a number of consistent themes. Perhaps, like the presence of two priests
and their endowment of land, this superior content might reflect the seniority and local
importance of the church itself. On the other hand, the topics are all central to Christian belief
and each could provide a simple exposition for village folk. I&igicture of eternity,
something intangible made tangible, appealing to literates and illiterates. With exceptional
economy, the tympanum at Fownhagmenbines a few deceptively simple forms to represent as

a seamless whole several majagrttes: the Throne of Wisdgrthe Tree oLife, the Water of

Life and the Trinity We must conclude that behind the distinguished sculptor stood an
educated designer, the man whecided what the sculpture should teach, and who obtained
and organised the necessary visual material. The designer and the sculptor together achieved an
effect which is still satisfying at many levels.

The sources used in composing this tympaluendiverse, as is acknowledged to be the
case in the works of the School in general. Though the model for Mary as the Throne might
have been introduced to the region from Fraf@®wing the pilgrimage undertaken by Oliver
de Merlimond, variousefatures at Fownhoggave been mentioned which suggest influences
from Byzantium or the East. Interest in the Eastern church was greater before the Conquest
than under the Normans, and sources may have been to hand -@stahlished religus
centres locally. The design suggests a rich treasury and library were accessible: Hereford is less
than seven miles away, Gloucester has the other tympanum with two separate trees.

Many similarities have been illustrated by earlier writers betweek imathe Gloucester
field of influence (which includes Elkstone), with Kilpeck and allied sites in Hereford8hire.
These links are of basic constructional forms (mouldings, patterns such as chawanise
repetitves-cal | ed 6decorationd (foliage patterns, m:
the larger buildings and their appearance at various lesser sites elsewhere can be taken to
indicate the dispersal of workmen, the formation of teams larger or smalientioer works,
their apprentice works and mature productions, sometimes for the same abbey, sometimes for
another patron. The bewildering appearance of similar details at vadphrated places is to
be attributed to the movements of many men with tetememories for form and outline, and
no doubt with rudimentary means of recording them, though little of this kind survives until the
13th century. One senses that the higgkifled Herefordshire School craftsmen had learned
the proper placements ofehvarious patterns, and had acquired enough corbel models (or
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could invent variations within the conventional themes), to be able to complete much standard
sculpture correctly: The similarities highlighted by the present study between the content of
the tree tympana at Fownhop&ilpeck and St. Nicholds, Gloucester, are of a rather
different nature and suggest an active clerical interest in teaching by means of individual
compositions in sculptec

Due to the loss of so much of the building at Fownh@mel of any relevant
documentation, it is not possible to be certain, but it seems likely that Lyre Abbey had little
hand in the building or i tosvnhagpe sebenpsttaufocasiont he a
income rather than expenditufelhis in turn implies that the tympanwwvas designed in this
region and, considering the existence of the wichierch programme at Kilpeck, it looks as
though the Herefordshire Sabl sculptors had available a learned man, inevitably a cleric, who
would give instructions and models for anything more than routine. It was this combination,
together with the clergy of the supposed minster and the local lord of the manor who together
produced the new building whose remnants are the tower and the tympanum.

The wishes of the patréna character in the forefront of current scholarly intérest
would have achieved little without craftsmen being available, just as they could not produce
their best work without good stone and the-gperation of a designérHowever, since even
apparently simple displays such as those discussed in this paper are theologically intricate, it
becomes clear that a secular patron was no better equipped to choodgettts sube carved
thanwasthe craftsman. Norman lords at their worst were usually obliged eventually to satisfy
the demands of God and the Chuttand whilein settled times a lord would pay for the best
building he could afford, he would surely defera cleric on matters such as the content of its
sculpture. Specialisation in these roles was at the soft end of the contemporary process of
adjusting the balance of local power away from the lay patron and in favour of the church
authorities. A legal proess was developing that would restrict the excess powers of lords who
had built their own churches and who then expected to control the priest and the income: the
reform was largely in place by the end of the centuflp.he patronds right o]
(preentation of a priest to a benefice), was to be folladvedt now not inevitably by the

priestds admi ssion and institution by the bish
Eileen Hamer sets out to look for meaning in the works of the Herefordshire School,
finds it convincingly though intermittently, I

patron and scul ptor planned and developed the
the i mages we r’eOf dourse,patronaanddsculpter zdwoniribute something

in their own ways, but they were limited in knowledge and resources: the theology and visual
conventions of the Church must have controlled the content of the carving. A clerical designer,

as the agent of these conventions, was usualich more than an adviser polishing ideas

chosen by the patronhit was his réle to decide both form and content, though he usually
selected particular imagery to suit his audience, just as a good preacher would. To organise a
perfect whole such as thgmipanumat Fownhoper the church at Kilpeck needed a specialist.

An Augustinianpresence in the Herefordshire School?

Malcolm Thurlby organises his description of the HerefhirdsSchool as a function of various
groups of patrons and their family connections. John Hunt searches for common factors linking
the known or likely lay patrons of the Herefordshire School, but finds no consistent affiliation
or secular leadership is sygsted by the historical recofdlhis brings him to suggest that the
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School might have been encouraged by the bishop of Hereford, whose cathedral was being
built and rebuilt in the first part of the century. Robert de Béttagi@shop was certainly in a
position to provide leadership for potential patrons and, moreover, he had been present and
active throughout the period when Hunt surmises the first steps must have been taken towards
forming what would become the Herefordshieh&ol, that isc.112040° Before being made

bishop of Hereford in 1131, Robert de Béthune had been a canon and then prior of Llanthony,
one of the earliest Augustinidgmuses in England and a strong one at tihie, supporting

some forty canons in the 1130s.

The foundation of Shobdon priogs a Victorinehouse in 1131/5 would have been of
personal interest to Robert de BéthuReobably in the first decade of the century he was
studying in Paris under William of Champeawho in 1113 had gone on to found the school
of St. Victor, a secular school attached to a regular community. The VWiekosoon became
organised as an independent order of Augustinians, and their most famous scholar in the early
years, Hugh of Stictor, may even have been known to RobBeR.is likely that Oliver de
Merlimond would have madeis pilgrimage accompanied by a chaplain or priest, and perhaps
this was an Austin canon from Llanthony: the sight of a black and white habit in the party
would explain the unexpected invitation to lodge at\&ttor.? The connection of Shobdon
with the famous centre of learning in Paris continued strong, for about 1148 Andrew of St
Victor, a pupil of Hugh and a noted scholar in his own right, was called to bé&3prior.

The Augustinianand/or Victorinecommunities may well be the mechanism to have
motivated the Herefordshire School, or at least the oil that eased its running. To the extent that
featuresf the School can be certainly dated before the foundation of Shobdon, then Llanthony
might have been involved. It is likely that the two Llanthonys and Shobdon would have
worked well together, and they had a common friend, as well as superior authobpishop
Robert. The Augustinian rule combinedmmunal lifewith pastoralwork, and in the early
12th centurypriories were establisheid servetroubled areas like eastern Yorkshaed the
diocese of Carlisleconditions in Herefordshire were similadysturbed

The designer of the Fownhopgmpanumcould have beeman Austin canonyet the
content at Fownhope and Kilpeck is very different from the Augustinian programmes
encountered in Yorkshire and Derbyshineghe second quarter of the 12th century, which are
packed full of precise references to the worksSof Augustine?* In Herefordshire such
developments are not evident. Foample, the teaching content outlined above for Kilpeck is
clearly stated, logical and orthodox, but it does not appear to be inventive to anything like the
same degree as the work in the north. Rather, the sculpture of the Herefordshire School tends to
repetition, for example, there are five tympana showing Christ enthroned (though surrounding
motifs might indicate variations on the theme); foliage patterns are lavishly used, and a few
motifs tend to be used over and over again, such as the birds withagptnngs® Subjects
identified by Hamer at Kilpeck, that is, condemnations of carnal sin and of violence, are
certainly found on corbels at many churches carved under Augustinian influence in the East
Riding, but at Kilpeck the forms are usually thoseniielsewhere in th€hristian West.

These motifs embody basic themes and should be expected, but they were frequently
elaborated by Augustinians on corbels in the East Riding of Yorkshies uniformity of the

work of the School gives the impression thata degree not common elsewhere in England,

the craftsmen were well organised as a professional team and might have been capable of
producing a church with appropriate sculpture independently of clerical direction. Malcolm
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Thurlby has identified a numbeaf great churches in Gloucestershire and around where the
sculptors may have practised and prepared themselves to work in this way.

The two areasHerefordshire and Yorkshire/Derbyshitberefore seem to have little in
common in their degree of dependence on a specialist designer, but there are two
organisational characteristics of the northern area which are likely to have recurred in
Herefordshire. The first is thah the north of England Austin canons provided sculptural
schemes not only for churches that belonged to their own priories, such as Kirkburn, but also
for churches with lay patrons, such as Liverton and Everingham: in modern jargon, they
6 net wo r kutdsociety. Theg tgpically went out from their priory to work for periods in
parishes and, later certainly, some were chaplains to secular lords. This sort of involvement
might be guessed at in the dedication of the Gloucester church with the Treadympa 6 St
Ni cholasdéd is a favourite dedication in the
and by the time the tympanum was ca@dtbm its refinement, probably somewhat later than
the Herefordshire School works mentioned Betdanthony Secunda would have been settled
in a suburb of the city, but the connection is pure speculation. The second characteristic of the
northern area is the active involvement of the bishop, that is, the archbishop of York, Thurstan
Bishops generally had authority over Augustin@mons since they were priests engaged in
pastoral work and not monks; Thurstan is recorded as having encouraged laymaketo
donations to the order, and in the case of Everingham he could have been the intermediary
introducing the designer to the lord of the manor, resulting in programme for the font.

If sculptural evidence exists for the influence of Augustinians in teéskiMMarches, it is
inconspicuous. Might the unidentified birds with uplifted wings be cranes, as on the chancel
arch at Melbourne and at Hampné&oucestershiré?Cranes are a favourite motif in the north
where they regesent believers and, on occasion, Austin canons, who receive their reward in
heavenOne reason, among many no doubt, for the paucity of inventive symbolism in the work
of the School might be that the community in which the designer was based was niatllgspe
interested in allegory. For example, we know that AndrewtoYictor, like his master Hugh,
was a biblical scholar concentrating on the literal sense, and that it was Andrevicajy
that the Shobdon community sought as their prior in @148t again, they may have wanted
him because he is said to have been English. Clerical training normally concentrated on the
other sensésallegorical and tropologicdlin which biblical text were considered. An
interest in preaching might be suggested by the authors of the feweefitiry texts surviving
from the libraries of the two houses: at Llanthony these authors are Gregory (the Great), Isidore
and Cicero; at Wigmore, Isidore againdaAugustine?

This paper will conclude by an examination of one site that has not so far been mentioned, that
is, the church ofSt. Peter andSt. Paul at Rock, Worcestershjréhen in the diocese of
Herefords This will be ugful to indicate the quality of the small evidence for the presence of
an Augustiniandesigner that may exist. Hamer lists Rock as one of the four most complete
churches of the Herefordshire School: the nortle 9ifl the nave and chancel, including a
doorway to the nave, survive, also the chancel arch and font. The workmanship has been linked
to Aston, Stottesdon, Shobdon and Ribbesford; features at Rowlestone and Kilpeck are also
brought into the comparisons bydrlby. Though Rock does not appear in documents until the
thirteenth century, Hamer thinks that this was the site of a former minster church; it had a
larger nave than FownhogfeThe manor (of Aston) and its church had been given toliheya

of St. Evroulin Normandy shortly after the Conquest, but, as with Fownhope and Lyre, there is
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no evidence in document or sculpture for the Norman monastery being active in building the
Romanesque church. Recorde amadequate, but that does not affect the present discussion.

The surviving doorway is fulhgarved with patterns; the heads on one pair of capitals are
very worn but appear to be a common type, they are emitting foliage. In this instance the
foliage isfrom the nostrils, so that the heads must be human rather than monstrous and the
breath of heavenly life is symbolised. The few corbels remaining on the north walls of nave
and chancel are not typical work of the School but most are elemeHR@mever, loth Rock
and Kilpeck have corbels in which human beings take on animal features, which may be as
subtle as pointed ears, or the total physicality of a sheela or a pig. These transformations are
also found in the East Ridirigbut such things may be univat® Inside the church, the font
has patterns, while a large chancel arch has chevron arches to the nave,-advikglysoffit
with chip-carving and a row of chevreseen from the chancel side too, which is not common.
There is a variety of subjects dhe capitals but only those that suggest the work of an
Augustiniandesigner will be discussed here.

The capital on the extreme right dietarch

as seen from the nave (Fig. 12) has b

described by Hamer and Thurlby as

exhibitionist however the content canno

be quite so simple, for the man

accompanied by serpents and foliage. T

serpent is used at Melbourne, Bridlingt

and Liverton to represent the new body tl

man will have in the resurrection life

foliage commonly refers to heavenly life, .

mentioned above at the doorwdyhe man

squats, opens his legs and grips them

below the knee, with the feet flat on ti

ring of the capital; body, thigh and arms ¢

pierced in a conventional manner by t

beaded or striated bodies of two serpént

all this in a symmetrical arrangemt?:

Making allowance for the difference i

: #: | style, this pose of arms and straddled It
Figurel2 Rock (Worcs): th woveninwith trailsis very comparable to

carving at Melbourne, Derbyshire, which

the present author has interpreted as showing a man who has practisetiséibn earth now

in Paradise, or, more correctly perhaps, a man who is practisingeseHint approaching

Paradise” This kind of pose is uncommon in England, though known on the continent. To the

left and right of the man at Rock the serpearas be thought of as whispering in his ears rather

than biting them, this activity also is noted on the continent and occurs on the chancel arch at

Bugthorpein the East Riding. The carving at Rock shdepicts an earthly man exercising self

control and being encouraged by thoughts of

unlike those of exhibitionists, and around the top of his head there may be a halo. His biceps

bulge to show the effort hie making. It is unusual for the man in this type of motif to have his

genitalia exposed, there is usually some modest vegetation around, but this carving was for the
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folk in the nave and mané6s probl em wilisth hi s a
of the fleshdé is easily illustrated, greed an
|l ifed) are equally condemned in a favourite te

The capia | with the
and snakes should now be compal
with the capital diagonally opposite
on the north side of the arch ar
seen from the chancel (Fig. 13). Tf
was carved in lower relief and i
poorly-lit now the fenestration it
changed. Agairthere is a head ol
the corner, it is a large head havinc
complete though small body, thigt
straddled close along the ring of tl
capital, hands grasping the legs jt
below the knee again but with tt
lower leg raised and the foot near t
elbow. It ispossible that the man i
wearing knedength underpants: hi
ribbed sleeves would be seen wh
clothed in a long tunic, but not th
rest® Flanking the intenthgazing
face of this matt are two heads ir
profile.

Figure13. Rock: a priest and his mentor

All three men have haloes but the two outaloes are bolder and complete. These men and the
man on the previous capital possibly have haloes because they are enlightened in the sense of
being baptised rather than in order to represent them all as perfectedlsaintse t he snake
whisperings, te words of the two companions bring encouragement to the man fighting to
control his earthly thoughts: one of these speakers would almost inevitabtyAeustine of
Hippo. Augustine, the author ofonfessions is himself represented at Kirkburn and
Melbourne as a rélenodel for those liable to sin. The depiction on the capital in the chancel is
realistic rather than symbolic as in the earlier example in the nave, but the format and message
are the same. Here in the chdnde the place reserved for priests, is another call to self
control, and priests do not escape such admonitions in YorRsfines chancel version of the
motif is made all the more forceful by the omission of any symbolism apart for the necessary
pose.It would speak to a priest in plain Latin, not in the extended figurative language of a
sermon for the unlearned. The motifs are neatly tailored to their audience, as they are so often
in Yorkshire in Augustiniarschemes.

The opposite capital in the chancel has, on the north face, a ship (F#¢Thé)open
boat fits the bell of the capital, a Cross rises like a mast in the centre of the face; both prow and
stern have serpent figuteeads which turn in to faceehCross. In the boat and around the
Cross are nine smal/l mends heads, and where r
they are bowed in prayer. The i mage of the sh
Owithout doubt [ £ theeCityAof ®Rol oni pagrimeage snythisbworld, ofothe
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Church which is saved through the wood on which was suspetidedcediator between God
and men, the man Christ Jegus.

The image wasaken up by Hugh of
St. Victor, alter Augustinus who
expanded it irDe Arca Noe Moralt’
Beryl Small ey (
metaphord from t
commentary on Ezekiel by Andre
of St. Victor, the Victorine who
became  abbot of  Shobdo
Wigmore® This appears to be
perfect match fo
God as leader, who makes ways
the sea, paths in the storrwater, we
take our way unfearing, throug
unknown, pathless places, no end
s i g h is.thé same metaphor, b
reworked by a man who had cross
the North Sea at least two, probat
three, times. The commentary ¢
Ezekiel was written in Paris in th
T % it period after An
Figure14. Rock: the Ark of the Church Wigmore, that is, after.1154.

This is probably too late for the text to have inspired the carving at Rock, but the idea was
already current through the earlier writers.

Only occasionally, it may be supposed, would postulated Augustiniatiesigner have
supplied something distinctive, as for the tymparatrhrownhopend these capitals. The small
amount of evidence from Rock is not enoughstww that Augustinians were routinely
associated with the Herefordshire School, but an examination of other singular passages in the
sculpture of the region for specific pastoral content would seem to be a promising line of
enquiry.
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region and that the studies by Eileen Hamer and John Hunt should be brought into
consideration. | would like to thank DHunt for reading and commenting on a draft of the
final sections of this paper. My thanks go to théaedor adding to her duties by supplying
some local material that was not easily available to me in Yorkshire. Thanks also to Franklin
Harkins for directing me to Andrew in th@orpus ChristianorumFor the loan of several
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photographs to assist in makifgg. 4, Elkstone, | am indebted once again to Michael Tisdall.
The prints for several of the plates were made by the late John McElheran.
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Geophysical survey at the Chesters near Moorcourt
Farm, Lyonshall: some observations on fiakimes
with possible Roman connections

By PETER GUESTandMIKE LUKE

the potentl of fieldnames to indicate the presence of RorBritish remains in the

modern Herefordshire landscapeAlthough most of the 125,36ffeld-names from
Herefordshire describe the quality of the soil, shape offigld, topography, vegetation or
agricultural use, Ri chardson noted that a fie
possibly otherwise forgotten, period of settlement at that place. Furthermore, it was suggested
that fields witdetowal ¢ ®h e Atserodn,e 6¢ staihedsiime d and
their names are prime candidates for the locations of prehistoric and Roman settlements. This
short report presents the results of a geophysical survey undertaken on several fields
collectively knavn as the Chesters that lie to the sea#st of Lyonshall.

I n an important papepublished in 1996 in these Transactions, Ruth Richardson identified

The namexhested either on its own or in conjunction with other names, is derived from the
Latin castrum meaning a fort or military camp. Marnglish towns and villages sited on top

of Roman(especially military) settlements includehestedin their modern names, and when
included in a fieldhame it can usually be assumed that remains of Roman date (invariably of
stone) are located close biHowever,&chested o ccur s i n oaslayame forg ht
Herefordshire fields, muc h | e s sstretddbrécamp ;h a n
presumably a reflection of the fact that the county remained relatively untouched by the
processes of cultural change that we know as Romaomsalin fact, Herefordshire has
produced evidence for only a handful of Romanised civilian small towns and villages, while
fewer than a dozen villa sites are known.

One of the iichestemnappeaher en 6names isoothent yods f
Lyonshal/Pembridge parish boundary, close to Upper Moorc(&@ 350 553).Here the tithe
maps of 1840 and 1842 show four adjoining fiehlsatt i ncor porchestee d T hes aame
included Chestergfield 684) andLittle Chesterg(field 684a) in Lyonshall parish, witBig
Chesterdfield 1397) and_ong Chestergfield 1396) on the Pembridge side of the boundary.

The longestablished routéfom the direction of Holme Marsh in the west borders these fields

to the north before the road twice turns at right angles, passing Upper Moorcourt on the way to
Weston. The parish boundary between Lyonshall and Pembridge follows this road from the
west lefore cutting through the Moorcourh€sterdields (Fig 1).

Parish boundaries often follow or connect features, including tracks and the remains of
deserted settlements such as earthworks or buildings that were visible in the landscape when
theywereargi nal l'y | aid out in the eightdcheser®8d ni nth
field-names, the road with its apparently unnecessary deviation and the parish boundary at
Moorcourt suggests the presence of a lost settlement in this area, whose influence determined
the physical and administrative layout of the countryside in the medieval period, and which is
still visible today. Rchardson, based on this circumstantial evidence and the association of two
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0t hdhestedd f-namds rom Herefordshire with known RomeButish sites, proposed a
Romanperiod settlement in the vicinity of Upper Moorcotrt.
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Figure 1. Upper Moorcougind The Chesterkocation map
©Crown Copyright/database right 2005. An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service

In 2003 Cardiff Univesity commissioned a geophysical survey (undertaken using a magnetic
gradiometer) of the Moorcou@hesterdields as part of a widerrpgramme of archaeological
work around Lyonshall.The aim was to confirm the presence of any remains of an earlier
settlement, to define the extent of these remains and to attempt to identify their character. This
geophysical technique should detect arefsoccupation and, in particular, any ditched
enclosure. The technique might also detect stone structures, depending on local conditions,
should there be sufficient contrast between the elevated magnetic susceptibility of associated
occupation deposits dnthe lower magnetic susceptibility of the masonry. Therefore, the
results presented her&id. 2) are a meaningful contribution to the discussion of ancient
Lyonshall?

The gradiometer survey did not identify any specific areas of occupation deposits.
Se\eral linear anomalies were found, but all appear to be associated with formereutsval
field boundaries rather than enclosures of more ancient origin, apart from a strong anomaly
produced by a modern steel water pipe. Although gradiometer surveyt camuiode with
certainty the presence of stone buildings, it is unlikely that a settlement site would have
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completely evaded detection. In particular, despite the difficult survey conditions within Big
Chesters, posnedieval land boundaries were locateyl the survey and the absence of
evidence for earlier ditches is likely to be evidence for their absence. These negative results
make it unlikely, although not certain, that substantial Roman buildings exist within the survey
area. This suggests that natfadlds with suggestive names should be assumed automatically

to contain Roman archaeology. However, the results do not preclude the existence of a Roman
site at Upper Moorcourthe surveyed field may have been occupied in a manner not detectable
by the survey or it is possible that the name is derived from features in an adjacent area.

Figure 2. The Chesters: Gradiometer survsylis
©Crown Copyright/database right 2005. An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service.
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The road from Holme Marsh to Weston appears either to avoid an obstacle or to follow an
earlier junction, yet there is nothing in the topography of the surroundingdandicate why
the road deviates from the direct route to Weston beyond Moor€atnt. It may prove to be
the case thatthereasanif t he appear anc enamesties withifondafthee st er s ¢
fields on the eastern side of the turn.

Some fieldnames in Herefordshire have moved over time as fields werdigiaed or
passed to new owners, and this may be the explanatiorhdoatisence of evidence for
settlement in the Moorcou@hestersfields? Alternatively, it may be that these fielthmes
record the loation of stone buildings whose (not necessarily substantial) foundations were
subsequently ploughed out or perhaps robbed for reuse elsewhere. The excavations at Cold
Furrow and Moorcourt Farm investigated two Roma&mitish sites where Roman building
traditions had not been adopted before the settlements were abandoned in the 3rd century.
Stonebuilt farm buildings did not appear in Herefordshire before the later Roman period and it
may be that the unverified settlement at Moorcourt dates to the petawdraf Cold Furrow
and Moorcourt Farm sites were deserted. Therefore, a putative later Roman settlement close to
the Chesterdields at Moorcourt would be most significant and more work is needed in order to
confirm or refute this possibility. Identifyingncient settlements and their landscapes is a
necessary first stage towards understanding how the area covered by modern Herefordshire
was affected by the arrival of Roman cultural practices, and it is hoped that the work reported
here will not be the last the Chesters in Lyonshall.
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Reports of Sectional Recorders
Archaeology, 2005

ByR. SHOESMITH

In the following report each archaeological organisation is recorded separately and in each
section all their main sites are recorded alphabéticaites that have not produced any
archaeological evidence are listed at the end of each section. The reports on some sites may be
or have been included in a relatively large variety of national journals, but inclusion in the
WoolhopeClubd Fransactiors is the only simple and straightforward summary available for
residents of Herefordshire and neighbouring counties. Duplication is regretted, but in some
casedt is the only solution. In each section | have indeseeryreport by city, town or parish

ard site name with a sifigure grid reference where appropriate. Many of the references are to
internal unit publications, some of which are available in the City Library; others may be
consulted in the Sites and Monuments Record maintained by the Coucitpeatogical
Service of the District Council. Where County Sites and Monuments Record numbers are given
they are prefixed by HSM; Scheduled Ancient Monument numbers are prefixed SAM. For
convenience, the report of the County Archaeological Service iedreaparately.

Once again | would like to offer my most grateful thanks on behalf of the members of the
Woolhope Club to the staff of all the organizations who have willingly provided the
information which has made this report a valuable sourcematerialin the county during
2005.

GROUP AND UNIT REPORTS
HEREFORD CATHEDRAL

The 1993ew Library Building excavation

The work on this project is continuing at Worcester Bradford. Bradford have now finished

the straightforward recording of the human bone, but are considering the possibility of carrying
out some DNA analysis in association with Derek Hurst, the projectdioator. Overall, they

are about 6 months laterégely due to their decision to collect the maximum detail from the
skeletal material. The animal, fish and bird bones have all been examined; there was nothing
unexpected from the analysis. Further confirmation of the radiocarbon dating has been
received;the material from the burial pits is now firmly positioned in the middle of the 14th
century, corresponding with the major outbreak of the plague in England. It is hoped, at no
further expense to the Dean and Chapter, to obtain furthercadion datesrém other parts

of the site, which will considerably help with the dating due to the loss of the pdttaegw

looks as though the project will continue well into 800

The Lady Chapel

The final work to the Lady Chapel involsthe Audley Chapelanda full reporton the internal
and external work that has been undertaken over the last five or six years shanapaved|t

should incorporate sections from the various specialists involved in the pasjdcbuld be in
the form of a small illustrated book for sale to the Frievfddereford Cathedraindvisitors. It
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would describe the work done and the varioesearch works that have taken place in and
around the Lady Chaptdgether withthe works in the Audley Chapel.

Statue of SiEdward Elgar

The Elgar statue as unveiled on Sunday 25 September 2005. The archaeological work had
been long completed and a comprehensive report produced by the contractors, Archenfield
Archaeology. The site had been chosen welhere were no articulated buriaadthere were

no features of any great archaeological significance encountered during the excavation. This
may well have been due to the lie of the land, which slopes up to the path on the north side of
the Close. The levelling down of the Close may not Heen as comprehensive in this area as

in areas immediately adjacent to the cathedral meaning that any burials in this area are either
still quite deep or indeed never occurred.

The Close Project

A scheme to carry out improvements to the Close, which has had little or no maintenance work

for many years, has been proposed. In August 2005 a RgporDe vel op ment Propos
the Closé Archaeological Excavationsnd Watching Briefs 1982 0 Ovia$ publishedThis

was part of the information provided to a delegation from the Cathedrals Fabric Commission

who visited on 15 September. In a later letter the Commission commended the Report to the
Chapter as a valuable pling tool. The Report also contained recommendations about
archaeology which were endorsed by the Commissitiese included a further deblased

assessment and namvasive survey work to inform the planning and design of the scheme,

with provision for peliminary excavation and other archaeological work timetabled into the

main project. The Commission observed that oOT
and resources for this [work] into its overal/l

Tower Pinnacle Repes

The repairs to the pinnacles are going on well. The chief mason is keeping a regular
photographic survey together with examples of the mvetak used toie the various stones
together. He has noted various different construction techniques used in the two pinnacles that
have so far been taken down.

West Face of the Cathedral

Scaffolding was recently erected against the west face to allow the stonework to be cleaned of
pigeon droppings and for netting to be erected to protect the more vulnerable ledges. This gave
an opportunity to examinééface in detaibind a brief descriptive report has been produced.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATIONS LTD.

BROCKHAMPTONBrockhampton Court Nursingome (SO 598 3233

During the course of a watching brief, part of the remains of a reedetiylished 19th
century building and garden boundary wall with associated ground levels were located. A
brick-built water storage tank, fed from the roof drains, was located byatkca, as were
various services relating to the house. No archaeological finds or featweatipge the 19th
century were present within the excavated areas (Rouse, D. Hereford Archaeological Series,
henceforth HAS, 676)
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HEREFORD, County Hospit450 515 401)

St. Guthlaé Priory occupied the site of the County Hitapand adjacendbus station and car
park between 1143 and 15390A Although the general position of the burial ground has been
known for some timethere has been little evidence for the priory buildings. Most
archaeological work took place shortly after 1970 when buradse recorded duringhe
construction of a walthrough duct. Alithe burials were thought to be monks of St. Guthc 6 s
being described as males. They were alighed neett/soutkeast instead of the more usual
west/east.
Recent excavations have revealed the likely extent of the priory burial ground marked by

a double ditch on its nortivestern side (Fig. 1). Altha@h no ditches or walls were observed to

the north and soutbast, the sudden cessation of burialade it clear that the limit of the
cemetery had been reached; it may be that truncation from later features could have removed
evidence for ay such boundaries. In addition, a large, undated ditch was located east of the
edge of the burial ground, coinciding with the line of the parish boundary.
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Figure 1. Plan of burialst Hereford County Hospitalte
On the northern part of the site a substantial wall and a possible buttress were aligned with the
burialsand seem likely to have been part of the monadtiorch. However, the wall cut a
number of burials st must have been part of a later phase of construction. Less substantial
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walls located to the soutast may also have been associated with the pritrgir full nature
and extenareyet to be estaldhed.

Two anomalous burial positions were recorded. One was contracted and was laid on one
side whilst the other was face down. It was not clear whether the last was the result of accident
or whether there were more sinister reasons. A number of diffeuadl customs were
recorded on the site, including burial i n st
supporting the head within a wooden coffin. Two individuals were buried on a bed of lime or
mortar. Traces of a number of wooden coffins were pissent, but the density of burial in the
more Opopul ousd parts of the burial ground
particular individual was coffined or not. One individual in the nedistern area was buried
with a mortuary chalice, sugsgng priestly status.

It is possible that the more varied burial customs predate the latter part of the 13th
century, after which a number of factors seem to have lead to a greater standardisation of burial
practice. However, the total number of indivitlisterments examined was small, meaning
that analysis of burial customs was limited.

Examination of the skeletons has revealed that women and children were buried in all
parts of the cemetery so far examined, indicating that the burial ground servecera wid
community than the priory itself. It is likely that the parish in question was that of St. Peter,
which maintained strong links with St. Guthfaérom 1101 (when HughealLacy granted the
priory to St. Pet er &8s Diadolbtieny Disputes @ith the cathedtale r ) un
over burial rights seem to have erupted short
Bi shop Reinhelm (d. 1 1 % Buyial riglats, with &louceastarAbbeyh e c a't
having complete control over .SP e t ehur@hs It seems likely that, apart from the one
isolated burial, the part of the burial ground reserved for the monks has not been found.

In light of the above work it must mobe considered that many of the buriftkem earlier
excavations considered to be o6éprobably mal ebd
have been those of women (CropKsHAS forthcoming.

HEREFORD Sunbeam CornefFriar Street (SO 506 401)

A watching brief was undertaken during the excavation of foundation trenches at Sunbeam
Corner at the corner of Eign Street and Friars Street. Three pits, containing piattedyto the

12th and 14th to 15th centuries suggested occupation in timitwiduring tre medieval period
(Crooks, K., HAS 672)

HEREFORD 39i 40 Bewell StregfSO 508 400)

An archaeological excavation at iZ® Bewell Streetwas unértaken in advance of
development of the site. In addition to the archaeological work, a watching brief was carried
out during the excavation of a lift pit. An evaluation excavation carried out in 2004 had
identified stratified remains dating from the SaXorman period, sealed by deposits and
features of later medieval and posédieval date.

The earliest features, which dated to the Sldwoman period, appeared to be structures
that fronted onto Bewell Stre€Fig. 2). The lift pit excavation also revealed further early
features. The later periods included remains of three phases of metalwavkitgy the type
and quantity of animal bones indicates that the site may have been associated with tanning
during the postnedieval period (Crooks, K., HAS 683)
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Figure 2.Features finting onto Bewell Street
HEREFORD, Castle Po¢50 513 317)
Archaeological studies were undertaken in advance of thaltohg of Castle PoolSeven
cores of sediment from the pool were assessed. The pelefts demonstrated changes in
vegetation within the catchment of the pool during the period represented by the sediments.
The assessment considers that the species identified in the earlier, basal depatdite fpbst
original parkland landsping (probably from 1752 to 1822). The earliest deposits indicate a
relatively open landscape with tree pollen increasing higher up the profile.

Probing for structures revealed a solid feature on the south side of the pool aligned with
the excavated medial roads established in the grounds of Castle House. It is thought that this
may be the remains of a bridge abutment. A radar survey confirmed that the sidesttified
by probing is solidBoucher, A., HAS 686)

LEDBURY Land Adjacent to Eastnor Hee (SO 712 377)

During the course of a watching brief, the remains of a cobbled path were encountered in the
topsoil. At the interface of natural deposits and overlying subsoil animal bone was found along
with a single potsherthat datedromthe 10thto 12th centuries (Rouse, D. HAS 663).

No features of archaeological significance were encountered during the following excavations
and watching briefs

DINEDOR, CarParks at Dinedor Camp (SO 523 348ouse, D.HAS 678)

EARDISLEY, Eardisley Cast{8O 311 490jWard, B., HAS 685)

HEREFORD, Gas MaiRRenewal (SO 510 40QCrooks, K., HAS 655)

HEREFORD, Land Adjacent to.SuthlacStreet (SO 515 404Lrooks, K., HAS 657)
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HEREFORD, 7StOwends Street, H(€noakd, K.,/IHASE6E O 514 397)
HEREFORD, Supil Releaal Wnit, Blackfars (SO 512 404)Ward, B., HAS 687)
HEREFAR D, Ki n g PI&mgHRielg(&® 509 395§Ward, B., HAS 690)

KI NGO S ,Thk Pdrge (SO 56 2§Crooks, K, HAS 66%

KINGSLAND The LittleCroase, North Road (SO 444 6XP)prter, S., HAS 662)
LEOMINSTERNurseryand Family CentrdSO 497 585jWard, B., HAS 668).
LONGTOWNLand adjaentto LongtownPrimary Schoo{SO 320 293jRouse, D.,

HAS 688)

LYONSHALL Land adjoiningLittlebrook Cottage (SO 338 55@Rouse, D., HAS 689)
MONKLAND, StretfordBridge Farm (SO 440 554Ward, B., HAS 684)

MUCH MARCLE SwanCottage(HSM 390332) (Crooks, K., HAS 658)

RUCKHALL, DinasCottage, Eaton Camf{Mayes, S., HAS 667)

ARCHENFIELD ARCHAEOLOGY

CROFT, Croft Castle EstatfHSM 32136]
A landscape survey of surface features in sections of the woodland belonging to the Croft
Estate and other nearby woodlands was undertaken. Croft woodland lies on the upland of the
northern part of the Croft Castle Estate, the n@dnt covering 245.6 hectares. Oaker and
Bircher Coppices occupy the central and nadlstern edges of neighbouring Bircher
Common, which is also part of the estatee | d6s Hi | | lies nearly hal
Bircher Coppice.

Most of the main Croftwoodland and Bircher Coppice contain mature coniferous
pl antation. The westernmost section of Croft v
Hill is planted with young conifers. There are small areas of deciduous-le@aetl trees and
coppices in dlthese woodlands, particularly in the soethstern portion of the main woodland
and on steepnothaci ng hill sides in Bircher Coppice a
also to be found along the boundaries and margins of all these woodlands as al@tigathe
sides of some of the older tracks and roads.

The aim of the project was to locate surface features and to record them in more detail
than in previous studies. Using data from these studies, it was possible to assess the condition
of landscapedatures and determine if they are under threat or deteriorating due to forestry
operations or pressure from visitors. The methodology used reflected the fact that the trees and
vegetation on a monument such as a boundary are sometimes an integral tpamtl of/fere
this was the case the plants were recorded as part of the archaeology or as features in their own
right.

The clear and easily accessed information that was gathered will make it easier in the
future to coordinate the conservation and presiemtadf the natural and historic woodland
landscape with economic pressure and recreational actiameswill be applicable to other
woodlands in the region (Feryok, M, Archenfield Archaeoldbgnceforth AA AA/05/77)

HEREFORD, The BRSOs381240fHSM 43278B]a c e

Monitoring of groundworks associated with the extension of the car park in the courtyard of

t he Bi shopo aderdlen. FheBisiwas Ral ace i s dwescadted to
Hereford Cathedral on the left bank of the River Wye. The works included the reduction of the

lawn size and the insertion néw drainage, tarmac and kerbstones. As the area is of historical
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importance, it wagorsideredthat archaeological deposits could be present even at a shallow
depth.

Work was interrupted by the discovery of a subterranean chamber made of stone and
brick, and a series of stone culverts. The exact purpose of the chamber is untedald be
an 18th or 19tktentury ice house or simply an underground structure associated with drainage
(Vaughan, N.; Shoesmith, R., AA/05/85)

WEOBLEY, The Churchya(®0402 185)SMR 42843]

The Church of St. Peter and St. Paul lies within what is believed to be the centre of the early
medieval settlement and is constructed of local sandstone. Much of the buildinffalatdse

13th century, with some 12itentury elements. The churtias been modified and repaired
throughout history.

The area investigated for this project was to the north of the chalosty sections of the
churchyard wall, where the adjoining ground had been orchards until the end of the 19th
century before becominpart of the cemetery. The original line of the churchyard is still
preserved within it as a gentle lynchet

The churchyard wall had suffered from the surrounding vegetation in recent years and
because of this was in need of consolidatimrks. The archaeology uncovered during these
works was minimal although a number of architectural stones and evidence -ofgubsval
earthmoving activities was revealed (Meadows, S., AA/05/78)

No features of archaeological significance were encoedtduring the following excavations
and watching briefs

HEREFORD, Elgar Statue, Cathedral Close (SO 351 (b9M 239841] (Vaughan, N,

AA/05/80)

SWAINSHILL, The Weir Gardendlew Weir (SO 435 42¥HSM 43272] (Vaughan, N,

AA/05/83)

BIRMINGHAM ARCHAEOLOGY

MORETONON-LUGG, Moreton Business Pa(8O 505 483)

An archaeological evaluation was carried out as a condition of planning consent for the
development of the site, which was formerly part of a military base. In ondrémah at the

west part of the site two parallel, shallow, linear ditches were recorded, one of which contained
three abraded sherds of RomaBritish pottery In another trench, close to the northern limit

of the site, a shallow linear di was recorded containing a partial semiiculated horse
skeleton The size of the horse skeleton was consistent with an animal dating to the Iron Age or
RomanaBritish periods. Close to the southern edge of thisar ditch was an undated feature,
possibly a pit. The linear ditches were all on a similar alignment; all the features contained
similar fills and were sealed by a similar depth of alluvium. This evidence suggested that all
the features could dafeom the RomaneBritish period or perhaps earlier. The precise function

of the features is unclear, although it seems possible that the ditches could be associated with
drainage and/or agricultural activities. Similar features have been recorded in inve&itmtion
the north of the site and at the nearby Wellington Quarry (Duncan, M. & Jones, L.,
Birmingham Archaeology Report 1350).






