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One of the most conspicuous monuments to the spread of early Christianity in north west England is the gaunt ruin of St

Patrick's Chapel. It stands, not unmajestically, on the exposed headland above the village of Heysham, with commanding

views across Morecambe Bay and into the southern hills of the Lake District (figs. l, 2), and is noted both for the building
itself and for a series of rock cut graves, visible since at least the eighteenth century. 0) Below, nestling in a hollow, is St

Peter's (figs.3,4), one of the best known north western churches, with its Anglo Saxon antecedents and its rich legacy of
sculpture. Not surprisingly, both have been subject to considerable antiquarian and architectural enqutry and analysis, most

authoritatively by H. M. and J. Taylor (1965, 31216)(2). Following Baldwin Brown (1903, 3ll; 1925, 187 9l), they
favour a date in the latter halfofthe eighth century for both, ajuxtaposition ofchurch and chapel which confers additional
interest upon the site.

The work described here was initiated for a variety of reasons. It had long been clear that a detailed survey of both
monuments, along well established modern lines, would be highly desirable, a point placed in vivid focus by teaching

visits organised by H. M. Blake, then of Lancaster University. More urgently, a careful inspection of St Patrick's Chapel in
1974 showed that the fabric of the building was rapidly deteriorating, due in part to the severe weather conditions that can

often prevail on the headland, but also to persistent vandalism. The site had in fact become an unattractive eyesore, and

was also seamed by deep gullies, created mainly by the passage of holiday visitors. Fragments of human bone were visible
in these gullies, and it was clear that the underlying sfratigraphy was greatly at risk.

Given that the site was manifestly critical for our understanding of early Christianity in the region and might well have
extended back chronologically into the sub Roman period, it was decided to approach the Department of the Environment
for funding for a rescue excavation, followed by consolidation and display of the monument. There resulted a four week

excavation in April 1977, with on site supervision by R. D. Andrews, under the general directorship of T. W. Potter. This
work proved of such great interest and imporance that a second season was organised for March-April 1978. This was

designed to complete the investigation of the chapel area" to examine some features on the headland and, as a separate

project, to carry out a detailed survey of St Peter's Church. It was also hoped to carry out a small excavation, using

research funds from Lancaster University, beside the so called Anglo Saxon tower of the church. In the event, this
provoked such opposition from the villagen (for, let it be said, wholly understandable reasons, for which one can only
have the deepest respect), that it was necessary to abandon that side of the programme. Nevertheless, a full series of
measured drawings was made of the church, and a structural sequence worked out. This was in time followed by the

consolidation of the chapel on the headland, and by the laying of paths, thus creating the pleasant ambience that one can

visit today. Work on the report has unforhrnately been delayed by the full time commitments of the writers elsewhere.

Moreover, we have been content to restrict ourselves largely to a presentation of our evidence, rather than indulge in too
extensive a commentary upon its wider sigrificance. Our specialist contributions to some extent redress that balance, but
it is the primary (and particularly the visual) data that we have been most inclined to stress.

ST PATRJCK'S CHAPEL

The chapel has featured in many descriptions and illustrations, which, although of variable quality, cumulatively record the
gradual decay ofthe monument both through natural causes and through vandalism (Hogarth 1984,30).(3). A discussion
of the sire, published in 1898 (Micklethwaite 1898, 348 9),(4), also formed the basis of the description in the Victoria
County History (Farrer and Brownbill 1914, 109 16); but the most decisive moment in the chapel's recent history came in
1903, when the Society for the Preservation of Ancient Monuments strengthened the foundations, repointed much of the

masonry and made repairs with coping stones on the upper part of the walls (ibid., I l0) (5). Unfortunately, it is not clear

to what extent this involved actual rebuilding of the walls, and even detailed study of the masonry has not clarified the

matter at all conclusively. Moreover, some changes have also taken place since the 1903 restoration, most notably the
apparent disappearance of the jamb of a lancet window in the south wall. Many descriptions of the chapel refer to this
window, including that of H. M. and J. Taylor, who visited the site on a number of occasions, the earliest in 1939; in 1957

they noted that'the greater part of the south wall remains, with a fine round headed south doorway and enough of the west
jamb of a south window to show that it was of considerable size, single splayed, and with its sills about 4 to 5 feet above

the floor.(6) The matter of this window is taken up further below, but it should be noted here that it is no longer possible

to identifr it with any certainty.

The present work on the chapel site took two forms; firstly, the preparation of measured drawings of all elevations of the

building (figs. 12, 13, 16, l7), which thus provide a definitive statement of its condition in 1977, prior to any subsequent

consolidation. Secondly, both the interior ofthe chapel and its environs were excavated, as far as possible to bedrock
(figs. 5, 6). The limits of the investigation were largely imposed by natural features, particularly the cliffs which bound the

western, northern and eastern sides ofthe headland.
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However, to the south is an upstanding wall of comparatively recent date, while to the south west it was necessary to
choose an arbitrary limit. In all, a total of about 300 sq.m was examined, although bedrock was already visible over
about one third of this area at the beginning of the investigation.

The Chapel: phase I (figs.6.7.8)

The most notable discovery was that the known building was preceded by a much smaller stone structure (fig. 7),

decorated with painted plaster and with, in all probability, a door at the west end. The underlying bedrock is fairly
irregular, although covered in places with a layer of clayey silt, ranging in colour from grey to orange. Some levelling,
to a depth of 0.40-0.55m, took place, utilising sand, mortar and stones, over which was laid a floor of small flagstones,
covered in turn with puddled clay.

Fig. 1.

Aerial view of Heysham
Head, looking south-
east. St Patrick's Chapel
lies in the foreground,
with St Peter's beyond.

Photo:

A.C.H. Olivier

Fig.2.
Map of Heysham Head,
showing the excavated
areas and location of
grave slabs

Curiously, this was preserved only on the northern part of the chapel (fig. 8 sections A B, C D), suggesting that the floor
level rose towards the south, where all trace of it has now disappeared. The layout of the walls suggests a small,
approximately rectangular, structure, with an internal length of 4m and an internal width that narrows from 2.4m at the
east end to 2.2m at the west. Both the interior and the exterior of the walls were rendered in plaster, and the inside was
in places painted. The fragments of painted plaster include some letters from an inscription (figs.47,48), discussed in
detail below. Given that at least one item of sculpture, a bird headed stone (fig. 42), is also likely to have been
associated with this building, it was therefore a place of some pretension, however small. The east wall was preserved
to a height of 0.7m, with three courses, all of which were totally invisible prior to the excavation. The wall, which was
also 0.7m in width, comprised dressed facing stones with a rubble core, bonded with a poor sand lime mortar. To the
east there was a substantial offset at its base, which appeared to be a secondary build; it was presumably intended as a
buttress to the foundations. The south wall ofthe fnst chapel survives as at least the lowest three courses ofthe later
building. The masonry is comparatively inegular, with blocks up to 0.8m in length. On the exterior, tlere are clear signs
of diagonal or hering bone tooling, while a large corner stone (see fig. 16) had been dressed back between 20 and
40mm over a line O.lm above its base, presumably marking the external ground level.
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The upper two courses rest upon a large foundation of crudely squared stones, which were slightly offset both to the

north and to the south, giving an overall width of 0.9m. The interior of the wall still conserved several small areas of
plaster rendering (fig. 9).

The north wall of the phase I chapel was only properly visible in the north west corner, where it had a width of 0.68m,

and again consisted of facing stones, with a rubble and mortar core. A plaster rendering (fig. l0) was plainly visible in
the corner, extending round onto the west wall. The west wall is the least well preserved of the walls of the chapel, but
nevertheless retained traces of rendering on both sides. Large through stones were used in this footing which, as on the

east side, was mortared with a crude sand lime cement, orange in colour.

On the west side of the west wall was a substantial platform, being the width of the chapel and projecting out over
uneven ground for a distance of about l.25m (fig. I I ). The platform was faced with long narrow stones laid as headers,

averaging 0.6 x 0.2m, beyond which the ground falls sharply away. Stratigraphically, there is no doubt that it belongs

with the phase I chapel. Two functions are possible. It may have been intended simply as a buttress to the west end of
the building, given that the ground is relatively uneven and (as at the east end) may well have caused problems of
stability. On the other hand, the west wall is firmly set in bedrock (see fig. 13) and we are therefore inclined to think
that the door may have been placed here. This would make good architectural sense in an early Christian context,T and

might also explain the abrupt ending of the wall plaster towards the middle of the west wall (fig. 6). The idea lacks
proof (and will be considered further below), but remains attactive.

Fig.3.

St Peters Church, look-
ing north-westwards,
with St Patrick's
Chapel on the horizon.

Photo:

R C Anderson

The Chapel: phase 2

The early chapel was subsequently modified in a number of ways. In the first place, most of the plaster was stripped
from the interior in the course of a major programme of rebuilding; quite substantial quantities were incorporated in a
demolition deposit (figs. 8, l0) over the floor of phase I, which raised the level by nearly 0.5m. One small area of
apparent flagging survived in the new floor level, although this was insufticient to show whether it extended over the
whole of the interior. Secondly, a door was placed in the south wall, quite possibly reusing the west door of the first
phase (and there had certainly been no earlier door here). Thirdly, the building was extended as far as the cliff to the
east. Assuming that the west wall stayed in the same position, this would give a total internal length of 7.1m. The

somewhat trapezoidal plan was also maintained, so that the internal width at the east end was 2.75m, as opposed to
2.2m at the west end. The walls may be considered in turn. The most complete is the east wall (fig. 12) which still
stands to gable height, a total of about 5.5m; the gable line implies that the original full height of the building was in the
order of 6.5m. It appears to have been built over a squarish hole cut into the rock (fig. 6), with a width of 0.45m;
although larger than all other examples on the site, it is not impossible that it represents the socket for a cross. If so, it
is an interesting indication that the rock cut graves with the cross shafu, considered further below, may be early, if not
the primary, features on the site.

The north east comer of the wall itself was built right on the edge of the clifl and considerable attention was paid to
ensuring a stong and level foundation. It is 0.74m in width and has twenty five rather roughly laid courses, with an

average height of 0.2m; the masonry is a mixture of sandstone and millstone grit, with at least tlree areas of restoration
(presumably that of 1903). The quoins have disappeared on the south east corner, but those on the north east side

include five massive blocks of well dressed millstone grit, together with some infilling of smaller stones. At the top is
a large stone with a worn projection, which has the appearance of a decorative finial. (8).

3l



The mortar used in the north wall has a comparatively modern appearance, and was presumably put there during the
building's renovation in 1903. Indeed, one is bound to wonder, given tre completeness of the wall, whether it may not
have been substantially rebuilt at that time, a matter than cannot now be satisfactorily resolved.

The north wall (fig. 13) is well preserved only in the north eastern sector, where it still stands to a height of 3.45m
above the foundations, with seventeen courses. The foundations extend to a depth ofnearly lm in the north east corner,
where the ground falls sharply away, and there is a substantial offset, averaging 0.5m in width, along much of the
northern external face. This offset appears, however, to be of secondary constuction, and may well be a strengthening
of quite recent date. Indeed, most of the westem part of the north wall has fallen down the cliff, although the footings,
0.78m in width, are still quite apparent. There is also a further offset, of concrete, in the north eastem corner, which
must again be of fairly modern construction.

Little can be said about the west wall, since all
that survives are the footings of the phase I
chapel. We assume that the phase 2 wall
rested on these footings, since there is no sign
of any foundations on top of the platform to
the west. The apparent continuation of the
south wall over the platform (see fig. 14) is
illusory; the stones are not properly set as a
footing and, on stratigraphical grounds, appear
to have been placed there at a quite recent date
(see fig. 16); they may have been intended to
indicate where the chapel might have ended
(erroneously, as it turns out).

The south wall (figs. 15, 16, l7), which
contains the doorway and, it has been sug-
gested, a window, is the most complex of the
four to analyse. It is well preserved only in
the central part where, modern reconstruction
apart, it stands to a height of 3.4m above
bedrock. There are approximately seventeen
courses, although an exact number is pre-
cluded by the fact that the upper coursing is
particularly irregular, especially on the south-
ern elevation. Similarly variable is the width
of the wall, which tairers from 0.78m at the
east end to 0.6m at the west; the change in
width is particularly abrupt to the west of the
door. The eastern end of the wall, where the

bedrock falls steeply away and there is a deep fill of clayey soil (fig. l6), is provided with massive offsets on both sides.
Stability must have been a very real problem here, and the builders took good care to ensure that the foundations were
sufficiently wide a total of l.4m to support the high superstructure suggested by the east wall. The measures were, as it
happens, insufftcient, since most of the wall has collapsed here, and survives only to a height of four courses: somewhat
puzzlingly, they are in very poor quality masonry (see fig.lS), although it is always possible that they have been
reconstructed in recent times. We have already alluded to the possible existence of a window, 0.85m in height, which is
suggested by an apparent sraight joint visible in the external facade (fig. 16). The intemal elevation (fig 17) provided
a somewhat different impression, however, since the 'straight joint' continues, albeit in an inegular manner, down
towards the level of the phase I east wall. It could be, therefore, that the phase I masonry rises to a much higher level
than the lowest three courses, an impression that is supported by the internal elevation, but not supported by that on the
exterior (although here the patching of recent date is suffrciently ubiquitous as to imply extensive modern rebuilding).
The doorway is here critical. It is one of three arched doonlays in the Heysham complex (fig. 40), to which should be
added the blocks from a fourth fallen arch, with an internal width of about one metre, which was found immediately
outside the south wall (fig. l4): the derivation of this fourth arch is problematical, and cannot readily be resolved,
although its context would suggest that it once formed part of the chapel.

The existing south doonray is 0.7m wide and stands 2.38m from the present threshold to the crown of the arch; as a
projecting stone shows; the original threshold would have been one course higher, giving a height of 2.16m. The jambs
are irregularly constructed of through stones, apart from the impost of the west jamb, and the stones below the original
threshold.

l:rc.4. Kil( l'hotog$ph ol Sl l'cttr's nn<l S1 l'rrr;,:k's rrkcn durios atrc t{17[i 5tarcl
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Except for the central part of the west jamb, the doorway is constructed in long and short work, with through stones up
to 0.78m in height. Both jambs are rebated on the inside, the west with one and the east with two; this is probably to be

explained by the differing widths of the wall on each side of the door. Set into the west jamb are two iron spurs for the
hanging of a door, and there is a corresponding bolt hole in the east jamb. (9)

Both the internal and extemal faces of the arch are formed by a single stone, with three smaller stones between. Both
arches are decorated, the extemal with three cusped ridges, and the internal with a single hollow moulding. There is a
marked difference in wear between the two arches; the southward facing, external face is still fairly crisply carved,
while the internal surface is extremely weathered and worn. This may well be due to the fact that the north side of the
chapel has been open to the elements for many centuries. Alternatively, it could be that this was originally the external
face ofthe west door ofthe phase I chapel, for everything about the south door suggests that it has been reused. This
would help to explain the difference in the rebates on either side of the inner face, which give the impression of a door
designed originally to fit with walls of equal width. The matter falls very far short of proof (especially as there can be
no certainty about the date of the surrounding masonry, which might be phase l, phase 2 or even a fairly modern

rebuild); but the possibility must
certainly be entertained.

Other internal features

The cemetery of St Patrick's
Chapel will be considered in detail
below, but it should be noted here
that there are a number of burials
inside the building. All of these
belong to phase 2 or later, and one
(37), actually cuts the east footing
of the phase I chapel. There are
six well preserved interments, as

well as the remains of four other
skeletons in disturbed contexts in
the topsoil. Not all of the skel-
etons could be sexed, but they
included two females (14 and 48),
two adult males (2A and 2C) and
two children (2 and 38); the re-
maining three interments were all
of adults. Disturbance was fairly
widespread, and included a sub-
stantial pit (Flo) in the eastem
part of the chapel (fig. l4); al-
though grave shaped, it contained
no skeleton, but did yield post
medieval pottery, including a
sherd of seventeenth to eighteenth
century date.

Chronology of the chapels

The chronology of the entire com-
plex will be considered in detail
below, but it may be noted here
that the direct evidence from the
chapel is extremely limited. It

L
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right
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will be suggested later that the painted inscription, which is securely stratified in the demolition debris of the phase I
chapel, may belong to the eighth century. Moreover, a piece of bird headed stone sculpture, perhaps from a chair and
reused in a later burial outside the chapel, probably dates to between the late seventh and late eighth centuries. There is
also a radiocarbon date for a late burial within the chapel (skeleton l2), with a result of 940 + 80 BP (HAR 2757), and
a calibrated range of AD l0l0- I 185 (one sigma). An eighth century origin for the earlier chapel is therefore plausible.
Otherwise, there is only a small group of pottery, alrnost all from disturbed contexts: three sherds, none from stratified
deposits, probably date to the thirteenth-fourteenth centuries, and there is one ofthe fifteenth sixteenth centuries. The
remaining ten pieces are all post medieval. These prove nothing more than that the site was occasionally frequented
over the past seven hundred years (as one would expect), and provides no real clue as to when the chapel ceased to be
a place of worship or burial.

t
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Two grave slabs (fig. 2, nos. 3, 4),
found set into the topsoil in the
chapel (and now to be seen outside
it), are certainly recent introduc-
tions.

THE CEMETERY AND
ASSOCIATED WALLS

A comparatively extensive cem-
etery was associated with the
chapel and, ifthe absence ofburi-
als from outlying trenches (fig. 2)
is any guide, was fully excavated.
It comprises six main components
(fig.6):

l. The well known group of six
rock cut graves to the west of the
chapel.

2. A west cemetery, set in a natural
hollow imrnediately to the west and

south west of the chapel.

3. A central cemetery, extending
southwards from the chapel down
to a natural gully; this area was
partially enclosed within walls.

4. An east cemetery, set into a

declivity, extending southwards
from the east end ofthe chapel.

5. Two rock cut graves to the south
east ofthe chapel.

6 Burials within the chapel itself.

The great majority of the burials
were orientated west-east, with the
heads invariably at the west end;

deviations from this alignment were rarely marked, and in some c:nes brought about by the topography of the
underlying bedrock. Where well preserved, the skeletons were generally supine, mostly with crossed arms and
extended legs. Analysis of the cemetery data is not, however, without iu difficulties. Many graves have been disturbed
both in antiquity and in more recent times, and chronological relationships between interments were rarely easy to
establish; the identification of individual grave fills was particularly problematic in all but a few cases. Thus, while a

thnee phase scheme was worked out, it would be imprudent to press this too far: a division into earlier and later burials
is an altogether safer and more satisfactory way of analysing the data. Even the number of interments cannot be
calculated with total certainty. In all, eighty-eight groups of bones were excavated, four of which contained more than
one individual; these figures are to be compared with the independent osteological analysis, see below, which suggests
a total of between seventy-eight and eighty-four individuals. The level of agreement is not unsatisfactory, but the
potential small discrepancy does argue against too rigid an application ofthe figures.

The west rock cut graves (figs.8, 9)

This group of six graves has been long known and often discussed. They are not easy to parallel closely, and are
sufftciently narrow and shallow to render extremely difficult the interment of a normal corpse. Since five of the six
graves have sockets for cross-shafu (the only realistic explanation for the holes) at their head, it may be reasonably
supposed that this was a high status cemetery. A primary date on the site seems likely, especially as what may be the
socket for another cross shaft is partly. sealed by the east wall of the phase 2 chapel (fig. 6).(10). The graves are
orientated west-east and are cut into an eminence of millstone grit, which has been quanied to form a vertical face on
the north side, and a less even but equally steep cliffto the west. There are fiaces of the foundations for a wall on these
sides, which is known from early nineteenth century drawings; the preparation of the rock surface for its footings has in
the past been mistaken for an interlace carving.(l l)

ST. PATRICK'S

HEYSHAM

1971 -78

L
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Fro. 6. Gcncrel plan of thc aevarionr at St Paricl'r Chepcl
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l.Rectangular grave undercut at
the west end measuring 1.55 x
0.33 x 0.18m deep. It has a

rebate, presumably for a grave
slab, at the west end, 0.59m wide.
The socket measures 0.18 x
0.22m and is 0.lm deep.

2. A grave which tapers towards
the east and has a head shaped cut
at the west. It is undercut at the
east end and has a rebate on the
west, north and east sides. Its
overall length, including the re-
bate, is 1.82m, and it is 0.39m
wide and 0.26m deep at the
shoulders. The socket measures

0.17 x 0.32m and is 0.2m deep.

3. A tapering grave with a head
shaped cut for the head at the
west. It is not rebated, and has an
overall length of 2.03m, a width
of 0.51m at the shoulders and a

depth of 0.24m. The socket
measures 0.27 x 0.34m and is
0.25m deep.

4. A tapering grave with a head
shape at the west end. There are
vestiges of a rebate on the west,
north and south sides, and tooling
on the bottom which appears to
indicate the position of the spine
and shoulder blades. The grave is
1.95m in length, 0.42m wide at

the shoulders and 0.26m deep. The socket measures 0.24 x 0.42m and is 0.27m deep.

5. A tapering grave with a roughly shaped, stylised head. It is 1.80m in length, 0.48m wide at the shoulders and 0.22m
deep. It is undercut on the east side, and retain traces ofa rebate. There is no socket.

6. A roughly rectangular grave, slightly tapered towards the east end. It is 1.88m in lengh, 0.42m wide at the shoulders
and is 0.3Im deep. It is rebated on all sides, giving an overall length of 2m, and widths of 0.64m at the head and 0.30m
at the feet. There are traces of tooled parallel lines on the bottom: The socket measures 0.3 x 0.4m, and is 0.1 3m deep;
the rebate has been enlarged between the socket at the north side ofthe grave.

The west cemetery (figs. 6, 7,22,23)

The west rock cut graves are separated from the main cemetery by a distance of over five metres; this intervening space
has bedrock close below the surface, and it would not have been easy to cut graves into it (although there was one loose
skull,85, in this area). The west cemetery itself contained within a relatively small, shallow hollow, measuring about
8m by 2m. Thirteen burials were found, with two clear phases; the majority of the interments belong, however, to the
first phase, and include men, women and children. One particularly impressive stone built tomb contained two
successive male interments (24, 3l), covered over by stone slabs (fig.20), while a similar but less well preserved grave
(23) contained a female (fig.21); all three were elderly (a male of 30 + years and the other two of lJ + years) in the
context of this population, and these elaborate graves may therefore be a mark of status. On the other hand, the bedrock
is at a comparatively high level, and forms the base of most of the graves; it is thus possible that stone built tombs were
the only practicable solution in much of this area. One interesting pair of burials, where no stone lining was necessary,
lay in a crevice on the northern edge of the cemetery. At the base was the skeleton (39) of a female, aged between 35
and 40; above her was a male (2 I ), of between 30-40; although the superimposition of corpSes may be coincidental, it is
tempting here to infer a family relationship.

Frc. 7. St Patrick's Chapcl: plan ofthc carlicst features
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At the southem end of the west cemetery, there were no stone lined tombs, only the disturbed remains of an adult (75)

and a young adult (74), the latter certainly being in a late context.

The central cemetery
(figs.6, 7,2224)

The main area of burial lay
in a natural hollow in the
bedrock, some four metres
wide, which extends south-
wards from the chapel. At
the south end of the hol-
low, the west side had been

dressed more or less verti-
cal to a depth of 0.5-0.6m
(fig. 25), almost to the
level where it meets a fairly
flat shelf of bedrock.
Nearer to the chapel, the
profile becomes much
more U shaped and deeper,
and was filled with orange
clay silt with a depth of up
to 1.5m. The burials, how-
ever, were comparatively
shallow, reaching a depth
of only 0.75m below the

present day ground level ofthe chapel (or lm below the conjectured original theshold ofthe south door). Similarly at
tle south end of the hollow, the burials lay in a deposit of orange silty clay that was no more than 0.4-0.8m in depth; in
almost all areas the graves were in turn covered by a spread of rubble, and none was cut into the bedrock. There was

some stratification in the graves, although it was rarely clear cut,
except for the earliest graves (fig.7); it is none the less clear that the
ground level did rise while the cemetery was in use. In all, some

fifty-nvo burials were identified in the central hollow, making it by

far the largest concentration on the sit. Many were fragmentary,

especially at the south end of the cemetery $rg.zq so that, on
osteological considerations, the actual number of graves is likely to
be somewhat fewer: but it must nevertheless be regarded as the
main cemetery. From the first, males, females and children were
buried there, the most notable interment being that of a woman (63),
with whom was placed a bone comb of Anglo-Scandinavian type,
on the right hand side ofher pelvis (fig.7). The grave lay close to
the south door of the chapel and, from its stratigraphical context,
must be early in.the sequence. The fill was sealed beneath a thin
spread of charcoal, while the consticted nature of the ribs suggests

that she may have been wrapped in a shroud, traces of which were
also noted on the iron rivets on the comb. The comb cannot,
unfortunately, be closely dated, although there are good parallels
from tenth to eleventh century contexts; her identity is considered
further in the discussion, see below. Two graves (8,32) possessed

stone linings, one being of a sub adult, while the other was of an
adult of 25-35 years of age; both are stratigraphically late. There
were also two burials (33, 87) beneath stone slabs. Otherwise, there

are no obvious surviving signs of social ranking in the form of the graves (although a few nails from some burials might
imply the irse of coffurs). Nor does there seem to be any significant spatial organisation. Males, females and children
were all intened close to the chapel and, while there is a slight hint that more females than males were buried at the
southem end of the cemetery (frg.29\, with so many unsexed skeletons, this would be hard to prove. Even family
relationships are almost impossible to detect with certainty, although a female of 35-45 (45) was buried with a child of
0-l (a5A); it is not implausible to suppose that they both died in childbirth. Against the apparent lack of internal
organisation must be set the evidence for a wall that partially enclosed the cemetery (Jl,9.2q,

l'rc. r r. 'Jlfir rvesr cnd rrfSt Paricl's, showhrg the phase t cxternal plaform in the lbrcground,
' and the.plasrcrcd intcrior bcvoncl

frc. r. St P..dc|r CbFl: de.rh ila{ ,.11. ...r .il.h.| f.c.
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Frc. r3. St Patrick's Chapcl: clevation ofnorth wall, north external facc
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Frc. r8. St Patrick's Chapcl: the wetcrn 8rcup of rck-cut greve md thcir cnvircns, rftcr
removal of topsoil

The remains are not easy to interpreg but manifestly belong to two periods. The earlier is represented by a series of
probable sill-beam trenches and postholes, cut into the bedrock. The west trench was set into the edge of the rock
outcrop that divides the central and western cemeteries, and is closely aligned with the westem edge of the platform of
the phase I chapel, which could indicate contemporaneity. At the far southern end is a socket (fig.25), measuring 0.22
x 0.28m, with a maximum depth of about 0.2m; it has the appearance of a cross-socket although it could conceivably
have been a posthole. Beside it is a rock-cut trench with a width at its north termination of 0.34m; interestingly, the
builders had used some form of punch or chisel to begin to widen the tench here, although on a crooked alignment,
which may explain why it was never completed (frg.26). The base of the trench is not very level, perhaps due to the
original contours of the rock; but it could have been rendered suitable for either a wooden sill or, indeed, a stone built

footing, without much
difficulty. Beyond it is
a door or gateway,
1.90m wide, with a

small central posthole,
0.10 x 0.15m, and be-
yond that again, is some
firther tooling of the
rock, which appears to
mark the northward
continuation of the wall
line; this, however, rap-
idly peters out, and the
onward line is lost.
There is a disturbed late
burial (25) here which,
if not totally out of po-
sition, must be later
than the wall. No trace
of an east-west return
of the wall was found,
but there was clear evi-
dence for the east wall,
cut into the bedrock,

four mefes to the west. In common with the west wall were shallow rock-cut trenches, some 0.35m wide, and with
clear tooling marks, which formed a right angle with a retum to the east (frgs.24, 27, 29). Further to the south, the
situation is complicated by a fissure with a depth of over a metre. Set into this is a posthole which seems from its
position (fre.24) to form a buthess to the wall.

Thereafter its line is lost, except for some features cut
into the west side of the fissure (fig.28). The principal
element was a more or less rectangular incision, 0.6m
in length, the southem side of which was taken down
in the form of a carefully made rectangular socket,
0.17'x 0.llm, to a depth of 1.04m. Beyond it was a
further cut on the same alignment with more sloping
and uneven sides: it gives the impression of work that
was never completed. The socket was presumably
intended to house a substantial timber upright, and its
considerable depth may be due to the presence ofthe
deep fissure, which must have necessitated a strong
foundation. This does not explain the expansion at the
top (much of which appears very weathered), unless
this too held an upright, perhaps resting on the tooled
shelf (fig.2S); this might have been placed there to
buttress the main post which, from its size, may well
have formed a corner. There seems little doubt that
these rock-cut features were designed to hold walls,
which most probably rested on wooden sill-beams
(although stone footings are not impossible).f rc- lq, llf $slrrl) ltoup of rtrl{ur gn$s, lbling norrh-s'6r
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the stone covers in the west and east cemeteries

Since they delimit the cental cemetery, and make no obvious sense as a building, the best explanation is that they were
intended to define the burial ground. It is unsatisfactory that no trace could be found either ofthe southern wall or of
much of the eastern line. However, the footings are so close to the surface as to endanger their preservation, and over
half of the likely course of the south wall lay outside the area that, for safety reasons, it was feasible to excavate. The
reconstructed plan (fig.29) has many elements of conjecture, but seems the most plausible interpretation of the
evidence.

One otler feature in the central cemetery area is likely to belong to an early phase, namely a flight of four steps, just
outside the south wall of the chapel (fig.30). They lead down towards the east cemetery, and thence to St Peter's
Church, and up to the south door of the chapel. The risers are small, averaging 50mm, and there are notable differences
in wear: the bottom two steps retain clear tooling marks, of the sort to be seen in the sill beam trenches described above,
while the top two are much more worn. Presumably, a path developed over the lower part of the bedrock. Two
superimposed burials (11,22) were found in the crevice between the steps and the chapel wall (fig.30), while a further
grave, 36, was manifestly later than the use of the top step: this latter burial gave a radiocarbon date of 960 + 70 Bp
(HAR 2768), which calibrares to AD 1005-1165 (one sigma).
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Frc. 14. The south side ofthe central cemctcry ofSt Patrick's Chapcl: fcaturcs bcncath thc

topsoil and covering laycr ofrubble
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Coupled with the wear on the top steps, this suggests that the staircase is a very early feature and, since the bottom step

aligns with the east wall of the chapel of phase I, it may be that these two are approximately contemporary.

The wall enclosing the central cemetery was subsequently wholly or partly rebuilt in stone (fi9s.24,25,29). Only an L
shaped section in the south-west corner survived, but there was a suffrcient length along the west side of the cemetery to
establish the relationship with the rock cut sill-beam beyond doubt. Here the stone wall comprised a roughly made

footing, two courses high, faced only on the east inner side. There was no use of mortar, but behind the wall was a

rubble fill between it and the steeply rising bedrock, which sealed the sill beam trench, and demonstrates the

chronological sequence. It is possible that the door or gateway of phase 1 was partly retained in use, since the footing
was here built flush with the earlier threshold, leaving a gap one metre wide in the wall; such continuity of use would

make good sense, since the doorway leads to the west cemetery and the westem rock-cut graves. The southern wall,
which was set in a clay silt and rubble fill, and faced only on the inner (northern) side, lay over two metres to the north
of the presumed line of the first phase enclosure. Just two burials (80,8 I ), both stratigraphically of an early date, lay
outside the wall, effectively demonstrating its role as an enclosure for the cemetery. Indeed, its shoddy construction
implies a sfucture of no great height. Whether a perimeter wall of this sort was also built to the east, as one would
expect, is entirely conjectural, but the bedrock is here so high that all traces ofso poorly founded a construction could
easily have been destroyed.
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It is tempting to associate the rebuilding of the cemetery wall with the enlargement of the chapel, although there is no

stratigraphical evidence to support this view. The style of the masonry is not, however, dissimilar, and the rebuilding of
the chapel implies a considerable spatial reorganisation. The idea remains, therefore, an attractive one, even though it
is impossible to prove.

The east cemetery (figs. 7, 22,23)

To the east of the outcrop that delimits the central cemetery, the rock again drops down into a further shallow hollow,
measuring some 5.5 x 2.5m. Its northem boundary is formed by the eastern extension of the chapel, while to the east

the bedrock again rises, before a steep descent into the churchyard ofst Peter's. Thirteen burials were found in the area

which, apart from two in the top soil, were in two distinct stratified layers. The lower (fig.7) contained only two in situ

burials (46,47), lying side by side in the central part of the area. Both were adult males, and one (46) yielded a

radiocarbon date of l0l0 +/- 80 BP (HAR 2756),.which calibrates to AD 970-1045 (one sigma). A third burial also

probably belongs to this phase; the bones (34, the remains of an adult) were subsequently disturbed and piled up in a
heap in a later grave. Overlying these burials were a remarkable series of six graves, five of which (16-20) were lined

and covered with stones (fr9s.22,23). These included a stone with a magnificently carved bird's head (figs.4l,42),
which was turned face down and used as the head of grave 16. The sixth tomb (15) which lay beside the chapel wall,
was covered with a large stone slab, possibly because it lay at the foot of the staircase; it contained the remains of a

female of 20-25 years.

44



ST. PATRICK,S
H EYSHAM
t977-78

CHAPEL,

(

$nn
,'Qatv'

wrst camltgry =="-/ -.

bfu-
I

ffiG::J.l::I:;:: -:.-

t

t

c"
=D

__J
stcp3

tF1
q

eret
comatory #

rock -cul
grevcs :F ?cross. sockct

Q-5.

t?
ii'
+f

I
I,l

,tt f loorl!

P2 door

l.l
ill 

r,

I
E
W
NN

I
I
{
+

wall, phase 1

7wrll. phaso 1

wall. phas€ 2

wdll, lBlh-19rhC

male

female

rdul t

child

Frc. 29. St Patrick's Chapel and cemetery: interpretation

The other graves included the bodies of an adult of 3545 and a very young baby (16, 16A); a male of 3040 (17); and

three other adults (18-20), all ofthese being in the age bracket 35-45.

As was suggested for the western cemetery, these elaborate stone built graves may be no more than structures designed

to cope with the problem of a shallow subsoil. Alternatively, they may be seen as the graves of high status, generally

older adults, placed close to the chapels (and undoubtedly being contemporary with its second, enlarged phase). What
they do underline is that most of the stone built graves are comparatively late in the history of the site, and must have

been prominent visible features.

The,east rock cut cemetery (frg.22)

There are only two-rock cut graves at the east end of the site, placed (as with the western group) on a small eminence of
bedrock. On stylistic grounds alone, there can be little doubt of the general contemporaneity of the two groups.
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The graves are pmallel, but deviate slightly from a west-east orientation, which may hint at an early date.

l. A rectangular grave 1.76m in length and 0.17m deep. Over two-thirds of its length it is 0.35m in width, but this
diminishes to 0.27mto the east of a natural fault in the bedrock. At both the east and the west ends, the bottom of the

Frc. .;cr. Thc flight of stcps heading wcstwards up to thc dor:r of St Patrick's
Chapcl, To the right is burial l r, u,hich lies in a crevice betrrrcerr thn steps and the

chapel wall, seen treside the s<:ale pok:

than one individual. However, the sample is comparatively large, with a probable
individuals, many of which can be assigned a sex and approximate age.

Number of individuals

The number of individuals was calculated from the most frequently preserved bones, in this case the femur, humerus
and tibia. The number of sub adults (0-15 years) can be closely estimated as eighteen or nineteen individuals.
Calculation of the number of adults is more difficult, due to the disturbed nature of the interments; however, the bone
counts suggest a total ofbetween 60 and 65.

Age, sex and status

A total of forty-three adult individuals could be sexed, using Brothwell's criteria (1981). This showed a roughly equal

division, with rwenty three males and twenty females.
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grave has been slightly
deepened. There is neither
a rebate nor a socket.

2. A small and simple rec-
tangular grave, resembling
no.l in the western group.
It measures 1.04 x 0.25m
and is 0.17m deep. It has a
socket of 0.15 x 0.215m,
which is 0.10m deep.

The chapel

The burials within the
chapel have been briefly
discussed above. Including
those in the topsoil, they
comprise ten interments, in-
cluding males, females and
children. Just two were
stone-lined, one (48) a fe-
male, aged 25-30 years, and

the other (38) of a child.
All of the graves belong to
the period of the second
chapel or, quite possibly,
later. Interestingly, one
burial (14) has a distinct
south-west to north east

alignment.

THE HUMAN REMAINS
(Table l)

By G. Grainger.(12)

Condition

The condition of the bones
was generally poor, and
many survived only as frag-
ments. There were also
several burials which in-
cluded the remains of more

total of between 78 and 84



The age was assessed by dental eruption and epiphyseal fusion for sub-adults, and mainly by dental athition for adults
(although this alone is not a very reliable index). The age profile indicates that, while almost 20 per cent of the
population died by the age of ten, the mortality rate was at its lowest in adolescence, when fewer than 5 per cent of the
population died. After the age of twenty, the mortality rate again rose, and more than 60 per cent of the population died
between twenty-five and forty-five; fewer than l0 per cent survived forty-five years of age. In general, the age curve is
of expected type for a population of this period. The graphs for male and female mortality are broadly sirnilar, except
that more females died between twenty five and thirty years (as would be expected, due to child-bearing), and none
survived the age of about forty-five. Stature of individuals was calculated using the formulae of Trotter and Gleser
(1952: 1958). Stature was estimated for twenty-five adults. The calculations gave an average height of 1.70m for
males and 1.58m for females. Both figures are fairly close to those of the modern age.

A variety of skeletal anomalies were present in the examined material. Most of these are fairly usual, and would be

expected in a sample of this size. Twenty-one individuals presented Wormian bones, the most cornmon area for these

ossicles being along the lambdoid suture, as is usual. Five cases of metopism were noted and one case of epipteric
bones. Multiple mental foramina were seen on both sides of the mandible in one individual and on one side in seven

individuals. Two cases of mental foramina blocked by bone plugs, and six cases of mandibular tori were observed.
Septal apertures were seen in both humeri in three individuals, on one humerus in ten burials and in nro isolated humeri
from topsoil. This anomaly could only be detected in adults. ln three male adults, fusion of the fifth lumbar vertebra to
the sacrum on both the left and right sides was seen. ln one individual (53) rwo thoracic vertebrae were fused together,
although no signs ofdisease were apparent.

The frequency of these anomalies indicates that between 30 and 50 per cent of the population had Wormian bones,

between 7 and 12 per cent of the adult population displayed a metopic suture and at least 20 per cent of the adult
population had a septal aperture in either one or both humeri. Most of these anomalies are of expected proportions
(Brothwell l98l).

Pathology

Dental caries were seen in fourteen individuals, with 3.18 per cent of all teeth examined being found to be carious. 3.6
per cent of the permanent teeth and none of the deciduous teeth were carious. Abscesses were noted in nine individuals,
and periodontal disease in twenty nine cases. Degenerative joint disease (osteoarthritis) was attested in twenty-four
individuals, mainly in the spinal area, lumbar vertebrae being slightly more liable to be affected than the cervical and

thoracic vertebrae. Osteoarthritis was also present in the joints of the hand of one individual, and was also noted once
in the proximal articulation of an ulna, and once on the joints of a knee. Cribra orbitalis occurred in seventeen

individuals, while cranial osteoporosis was seen in eleven individuals, mainly in the parietal area, although it also
occurred in the frontal and occipital area.

Five skeletons showed noteworthy pathological conditions:

L Skeleton 7A, a female, had a button osteoma about l5mm in diameter on the left side of the frontal bone. This is
usually an osseous tumour of a benign nature.

2. Skeleton 47 , a male, had a small smooth raised area of bone on a rib that, given the position and form of the lump,
may be the result of trauma.

3. In skeleton 26, ayoung child, the right radius and ulna were connected by an osteitis in the upper third of their shafts.
The fusion of the radius and ulna in this way is usually the result of fracture of one or both of the affected bones. In this
case neither the radius or ulna had been shortened or misaligned as a result of fracturing. A widespread osteitis was
seen for almost the whole length of the shaft of the right humerus of the same individual. The form of the osteitis
varied, being in some places uneven and pitted with small holes, in others mainly smooth but with raised spirules some
5mm long and 5 x 2mm in area. The growth seemed to be periosteal in nature as a poorly defined margin was visible
between the growth and the cortex in places. The periostitis may be due to infection, possibly connected with the
changes seen in the radius and ulna, or may have been quite a separate cause.

4. On skeleton 45, a female, a periostitis resembling a post traumatic haematoma, 50mm in length, was seen in the lower
third of the tibia, running parallel to the long axis of the bone.

5. On skeleton 44, a female, a well defined area of damage about 35mm in length and 29mm wide was noted just above
the deltoid tuberosity of the left humerus. Substantial thickening of the shaft (as compared with the right humerus) was
observed. At the proximal end of the shaft the periosteal new bone was present as a plate like growth attached to the
cortex. The surface of the bone immediately distal to the damage was pitted with many small holes up to lmm in
diameter. Although several causes are possible the siniilar degree of severity between sub-cortical damage and
periosteal reaction could indicate osteomyelitis.

The widespread occurrences of osteoarthritis is consistent with a naturally ageing population. The pathological
manifestations of infection, fracture or severe bruising in five individuals (a remarkably small proportion of the
population) may indicate hard physical labour: interestingly, just one of these skeletons is that of a man, the others
being three women and a child of 34 years.
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no skull
:66
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disturbcd
-59
miscellanous bones

Clear gnvc mt.
Clcar gnve cut.

Sprcad ofcharcoal
ovcr gmve; bone
comb on right sidc
ofpclvis.

Clcar grave cut.
64
65
66
67
68
69

skull fragment only
:58
:57
skull only
skull fngments only
dbturbcd and
fragmcntary
skull only
group of boncs

mixcd grcup of bones
disturbcd fragments

dkturbcd li.agments
disturbed
disturbcd
lcg and foot only
partly disturbcd
fragmcntary

vcry fragmcntary

vcry fragmcntary
fragmcntary
vcry fragmcntary
s&ull only

skull only

ttfitr
I

?I I.III
I
t
IVIII
I
I

I
rtfitr
ttfitt
rVur
II

?II
I
II
?II
IVIII
I

7o
7t
7*
7gr
74

Gmve cut; cuts 78.

75
76
77
?8
79
80

8r

8z
83
84
85

86
87'

a8

I

I
?I
?II

t
I

I

Gravc cut.

Outaidc phce c
cemetery wall.
Outsidc phasc z
ccmctery wall.

Prcbably out of
posi tion.

Clcar grave cut;
stones ovcr.

t prcscncc ofseptal apcrturcs.

T,rrr.e z. Distribution of Burials

scx/agc stonc-lincd
cail2 latccar12

ChapcI
male
female
child
adult

Wcsl cm.tc/)
male
female
child
adult

Ccntrol mtcry
male
fcmale
child
adult

EBt ccmctct)
male
fcmale
child
adult

Totals

2
2
3
2

a
9
4
6

2
2
2

4

2

I

39

7
4
I
6

I
I
2
6

49

I

3
IO

Note: th6e figures arc based on archaeological contexts. Thc skclctons described as'adult' cannot bc assigned
a scx.
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Radiocarbon dates for the human bones

OTHER TRENCIIES ON THE HEADLAND
Three trenches (A-C) were cut on the spur which extends south-westwards from the chapel down towards the area
known as the Barrows (fig.2). None yielded any archaeological evidence beyond a little rubble set into silt and sand
below the topsoil. A fourth trench (D) was cut across a low linear mound that runs more or less parallel with the cliffat
the northern end of the barows. The mound proved to cover a very crudely made wall with no mortar and no
foundation. A scatter of post medieval sherds implies a fairly recent date.

ST PETER'S CHURCH
with R. C. Anderson

A detailed study of the building was made in 1978, using in the main photographic techniques to prepare measured
drawings of the elevations (figs.32, 34,36). A new ground plan (fig.31) and cross sections were also made (figs.33, 35,
37), and a stuctural sequence worked out. Here, there proved to be numerous points of diffrculty, and many questions
could not be conclusively resolved, especially with regard to tle sequence ofbuilding and renovation in the chancel.
Excavations would have certainly helped and, as noted in the introduction, we had hoped to carry out an archaeological
investigation; unfortunately, however, we were unable to do this.

The church itself lies on the landward side of Heysham Head, by which it is sheltered from the prevailing winds. It is
sunounded by an extensive cemetery and, to the north, the ground slopes gently down to a covd, the southernmost end
of Morecambe Bay; this area has in the past been susceptible to flooding, and a wall was built to offer some protection
when the churchyard was extended in this direction in 1902 (Faner and Brownbill,l9l4,l l6).(13) In plan, the church
now forms a rectangle, l4m wide by 18.5m long externally; the plan is broken only by the boiler room, added on tle
north side in 1970, and by the south porch, which is the principal entry to the church. Within the rectangle, the nave
and chancel form the axis ofthe building, the nave being aisled on both sides, while the vestry lies opposite a soutlr
aisle to the chancel.

Externally the walls are of locally found sandstone and millstone grit: most of the dressed and moulded stone comprises
millstone grit, although elsewhere this is rarely used due to its coarse texture. The roofs are pitched, and covered in
stone slabs: the nave and its aisles are roofed as one, but three separate roofs cover the chancel and its aisles. The only
feature to break the roof line is a stone bell-cote for two bells, over the west gable door.

Anglo-Saxon mrsonry

The earliest fabric surviving in the church is stylistically clearly of Anglo-Saxon t)?e. The masonry is of good quality,
with large roughly dressed stones, and face-alternate quoining survives at the south-east angle of the nave. To the
Anglo-Saxon period can be attributed much of the west wall, a large part of the wall over the chancel arch, and the end
part of the walling above the south nave arcades: the nave of the Anglo-Saxon church would thus have been tall, with
internal dimensions of 4.7m by 9.hn. The main feature of the church surviving in situ is the simple and unadorned west
doorway, now blocked (fig.38). Its jambs are generally of large through stones but, from measurement, do not appear
to have been rebated. The doorway (which does not have projecting imposts) has a round-arched head. This is formed
ofpseudo-arch stones internally and externally, placed on either side ofa rough arch, built with curved corbel stones;
these in turn support a third stone in the centre. The internal pseudo-arch has a curved line incised asymmehically on
its intrados.

(HAR-2757). g+o * 8o sp. Calibrated AD rolo-I185 (one sigma), calibrated eo 96o-re6o
(two sigma).
From skeleton 12, a burial inside the chapel, which cuts the phase I chapel wall (fig. zz).
(HAR-2768). g6o t 7o ae. Calibrated AD roo5-r r65 (one sigma), calibrated ro 96o-re3o
(two sigma).
From skeleton 36, a burial stratigraphically later than the flight of stairs outside the chapel
(fig. zz).
(HAR-2756). lolo t Bo sp. Calibrated AD g7rlo45 or I ro5-r r I5 (one sigma), calibrated
epBSerero (two sigma).
From skeleton 46, a burial beneath the stone-lined graves in the east cemetery (fiS. 2).
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Fig.31.

Plan of St Peter'schurch. Key to phases: l.
Saxon 2. Putative Norman 3. Fourteenth century
4. Fifteenth century S.?Seventeenth century
6.?seventeenth century 7. 1737, with restoration
also in nineteenth century? 8. Between 1823

and 1864 9. 1864 10. Modern

Drawn by R. C. Anderson

The visible stone jambs show that the floor level
inside the church is about 0.5m higher than the
level outside, indicating that it was progtessively
raised over the centuries.

Another doorway of the Anglo-Saxon church

survives, re erected in the churchyard (figs.39,
40), with every stone placed in its original

position. When the north aisle
was added in 1864, a blocked
doorway was found in the
demolition of the north nave
wall, hidden by a massive
buttress. The brass plate
affrxed to the masonry at the
time of the re erection records
that 'the doorway was
originally located five feet
from the north-west angle of
the wall, its threshold being 2
feet 5 inches below the floor
of the present church' (Faner
and Brownbill 1914, ll4, n.

58). This accords well with
the evidence for the original
floor level offered by the west
door, and indicates that the
threshold of the west door
may well survive just below
the present ground level. The
old north doorway (fig.39)
closely resembles the south
doorway of St Patrick's
Chapel, with jambs of through
stones and a round head of
pseudo-arch stones on either
side of a rough arch formed
from three further stones
(ng.a0). The pseudo-arches

have been broken and
repaired in cement mortar.
The doorway is plain apart
from a rebate for a rectangular
door, 0.9m wide. Other
stonework that may be of
Anglo-Saxon date includes the
head of the small door to the
south aisle, and a pseudo-arch
lying beside the south porch.

ST. PETER S, HEYSHAM
S. fecc

!.._..! I I I I t it-t.

Fro. 32. St Petcr's Church, south elevation

Dmwn b1R. C. Aulann

Fro. 33. St Pcter's Church, wcst-ealt scctions through thc navc and chanccl
Dram b1R. C. Aalsm
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The former is also a pseudo-arch, of similar shape, which has a later chamfer on its face. It is possible that these stones

originally formed the head of a third doorway, similar to those on the north and west sides, and if so, it may be further
conjectured that it was placed in the south wall opposite the north door. Large worn blocks of stone, incorporated into the
foundations for the buttresses to the west wall, suggest the former existence of a west tower, probably of Anglo-Saxon
date. This is supported by Whitaker who, in 1823, reports that it had been demolished, and the bells removed to the

church at Hornby, in the Lune Valley (Whitaker 1823,11,319). Indeed Taylor suggests that the blocked square-headed
doorway in the west wall, with its threshold 2.29m above the present floor-level, implies the former existence of an

annexe with a first-floor chamber (Taylor and Taylor 1965, 316). There is however another possible explanation for this
doorway. Prior to the restoration work in the mid-nineteenth century, two galleries existed on the north wall, as private
pews. Given the lack of a rebate on the west door, it is therefore possible that the 'door'may be no more than an archway

between nro adjoining structures. Only
excavation can settle the matter. Fur-
ther large crude stones, used in founda-
tion form the west wall of the south
aisle, also suggest Anglo-Saxon work.
If so, they may comprise traces of an
Anglo-Saxon south porch. Certainly
there may have been porches or porti-
coes on the south and north sides ofthe
original church, with a tower at the west
end. Indeed, it is possible that there was
also a small chancel, although no evi-
dence above ground level survives. (14)
Both Baldwin Brown (1925, 190) and
H. M. and J. Taylor suggest a late
eighth century date for the Anglo-Saxon
church (Collingwood 1927, l5n), al-
though W. G. Collingwood placed it in
the eleventh century, and argued that it
could have succeeded a wooden build-
ing (T.C.W.A.A.S. 1923, 288). Indeed,
both whitaker (1823, II, 318) and
Simpson (1852, 165) record that walls
were revealed when the sea encroached
on the area to the north of the present
church, which . might imply an older
building. However, the form of the
earliest church, such as it is known,
would not be unsuited to an eighth-
ninth- century date, a conclusion that is

supported by the Anglo-Scandinavian
carved stonework from the site. (15)

Norman

No stonework that can be definitely
ascribed as Norman survives, atthough
there may have been a Norman chancel,
which provided the framework for the
present chancel. The existing chancel
arch has impost blocks with a triple
cable moulding, which is patently out of
character with the arch above: it is easy
to think of these as being of Norman

work, if not earlier. The arch itself is more characteristic of the seventeenth century with the through-stone voussoirs
being wider than they are deep, and also chamfered. It is not impossible, however, that this was a Norman archway,
remodelled to match the arches thbt were inserted when the south aisle was oiftended in the seventeenth century. The
imposts may well be early work, since the cable decoration on the north side of the impost, where the voussoirs of the
arch do not fully support the Anglo-Saxon masonry, has been cut away, although it survives on the chancel side where the
masonry is better supported.
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Flc. 34. St Pcter's Church, wcst clcvation
Dtu b1 R. C- At&tn

ST. PETEN,,S, HEYSHAM
S.- N. scction, looling W.

Frc. 35. St Pcter's Church, south-north s€ction thrcugh thc navc, loking wct
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An additional indication that there may have been a Norman chancel lies in the character of the masonry of the lower

part of the east wall, for its sloping ptinth at ground level, and face-alternate quoining, are typical of work of that

period. However, the masonry also resembles that of the south aisle, a fifteenth-century addition (although it has no

plinth), and a later date is also possible; certainly, though, a shorter Norman chancel is not precluded by the evidence.

Post-Norman fettures

The chancel windows are clearly fourteenth century. The east window is pointed and traceried of three lights with
trefoil heads, and quatrefoil occuli over; it has wave-moulded jambs and head, and no hood moulding. Although much

of it has been renewed (in the
restoration of 1737, or later
still) (16) there is no reason to
think that its form and tracery
have been in any way altered.
The original south chancel
window of the same date sur-
vives as an internal feature,

made so when the south aisle
was extended. Its tracery and
stonework is intact, although
the reveals have been re-
shaped and extended down to
floor level, with a renewal of
the stonework below the win-
dow at the same time. The
window itself is similar in
design to the east window, but
is smaller and is of only two
lights; its stonework is more
worn and cruder, the cusps on
the top light being less devel-
oped.

The chancel east wall is of at
least two periods, suggesting
considerable repair and resto-
ration, with diagonal changes

in construction running from
the window sill to the kneelers
of the gable above. Below the
line the stones are large and

roughly coursed, while above
they are smaller, more vari-
able in size, with little attempt
at coursing. The chancel was
perhaps a subject of Royd's
restoration of the fabric be-
tween 1865 and 1879.(17)

The south aisle was added in
the fifteenth century (Farrer
and Brownbill 1914, I l5).
The nave arcade formed at the
same time has two pointed

arches springing from octagonal piers and responds, a style aped when the north aisle was added in 1864.(18) One

original window survives, of two lights with round trefoil heads, set in a squared frame. The aisle was extended in the

seventeenth century, and the two-light windows with plain chamfered jambs and round heads are of this date, as are the
chamfered segmented arches between the extension and the chancel and earlier aisle; the reworking of the chancel arch
is also likely to be of this date. An engraving of the church (Whitaker 1823,11,320) in 1823, made before the aisle was

further extended to the line of the east chancel wall, shows a similar two-light window in the east wall. High up in the

west wall is a small single-light window, pointed at the glass line but with a crude ogee head externally.

ST. PETER'S,HEYSHAM
E. fece

Ftc. 36. St Pctcr's Church: cast elcvation
Draw b1 R. C. Andmon

ST. PETER'S. HEYSHAM
N,-S. section, looking E.

r*.0 1 ? I I t '.on'G

Frc. 37. St Peter's Church: north-south scction through navc, looking east

Drcm b2 R. C, Atdasoa
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The date of the south porch is uncertain, although likely to be in the seventeenth century. The porch has a pointed inner
door with plain chamfered jambs and head, and a round-headed outer doorway of two orders, now much eroded. Older
stones have been used to consruct the porch, including in the west wall a part of a cross-shaft with vine-scroll decoration:
stylistically this could be fiom the same cross as that decorated stone erected by the enfance to the churchyard, and
probably datable to the eighth-ninth centuries.

The chancel was subsequently refaced internally, and it may be that this was contemporary with a repair of the east

window and the lowering of the sill to the south window. The work is however undated. There is an inscription recording
rebuilding by Rev. Thomas Clarkson of Greese in this town AD 1737, when he was vicar of Chipping and pafion and
rector of this church'(Farrer and Brownbill 1914, l14, n.6l); but the stone is no longer in its original position, and that
iself is not recorded.

An extension to the south aisle, with two light windows resembling the other windows in the chancel, was made between
1823 and 1864, when there was a general restoration of the church. It was this work which involved taking down the
original north wall so as to build the nave arcade, which revealed the Anglo-Saxon doorway referred to above. Further
discoveries were made at various times in the area to the north of the church. Whitaker in I 823 writes of 'a tradition of a
more ancient church northward from the existing one, which was removed to the present site in consequence of its having

been threatened by the sea'and adds that this is'countenanced by
vestiges of old walls....and by a continuation of the churchyard
wall, four feet thick, extending to the sea, and by the discovery of a
cross and ancient gravestone, north of the present church'
(Whitaker 1823, II, 318). His illustration makes it clear that the
gravestone in question is the well known hogback stone. Later
still, when the churchyard was extended to the norttr in 1902,
several sculpted slabs were found, including an'oblong stone with
a cable moulding all round the edge.....thought to have been the
base of a cross' (Grafton, 1903 4, 153). This must be the stone
found upside down outside St Patrick's Chapel in the course of the
present work (fig.44) and underlines the diffrculties in determining
a firm association of carved stones with a particular building in an

ecclesiastical complex of the sort to be found at Heysham.

TTIE DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE
By J. A. Tuck

The documentary evidence for the history of the church of
Heysham in the Middle Ages and early modern times is very
sparse. There is no record of the vill or the church before
Domesday Book, in which the vill was stated to have pertained to
the lordship of Halton, held at the death of the Confessor by Tostig
as part of his great estate in the north-west of England (Domesday
1783, I, 30lb). Domesday Book makes no mention of a church at

Heysham in 1066, but its account of the lands north
of the Ribble is brief and the omission should not be

taken to indicate that there was no church there in
Anglo-Saxon times. After the Norman Conquest,
Heysham passed, together with the whole estate later
known as the Honour of Lancaster, to Roger of
Poitou (Farrer and Brownbill 1906, 288). The fust
surviving documentary evidence for the existence of
a church at Heysham occurs in a grant made in 1094
by Roger to the Abbey of Sees in Normandy (Round
1899, no.664). Roger's family, the house of Mont-
gomery-Belleme, had been patrons of Sees (Mathew
1962, 54 6), and when Roger was granted the Honour
of Lancaster he invited monks from Sees to go to
Lancaster and establish a monastery there. Roger
gave the church of Lancaster to the monks of Sees,

together with an endowment which included the
church of Heysham and one third of the vill (a
ploughland in Lower Heysham) (Round 1899,
no.664).
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The church was not appropriated, however: the rector paid a pension of6s.8d. a year to the Prior oflancaster (Roper
1892-1906,1, 129). The Prior presented to the living of Heysham, though in the late fourteenth century, when Lancaster

Priory, in common with other alien priories, was taken into the king's hand by reason of the war with France', the king
assumed the right of presentation. It is diffrcult to draw any conclusions about the antiquity of the church of Heysham
from its inclusion in Roger of Poitou's grant to the monks in Sees. There is no suggestion that the church was a recent
foundation, and it does not seem unreasonable to suppose that both the church itself and its parochia antedate the
Conquest, though by how many years it is impossible to say. The church of Melling, which appears to have been an

Anglo-Saxon foundation, was included in Roger's grant (Round 1899, no.664), but Halton, which is also probably a
pre-Conquest church, was not, and the
endowment of Lancaster hiory was thus
not intended to comprise all the pre-
Conquest churches in the disrict. Equally,
there is no evidence whatsoever that any
consideration for the special antiquity or
sanctity of the site underlay either the
inclusion of Heysham in the grant or its
exemption from appropriation.

After Roger's grant, little of sigrificance
for the history of the church emerges from
the records. In the taxation of l29l the
rectory was valued at f,10 p.a., placing it
among the poorer churches in north Lanca-
shire, and this assessment was reduced to
f5 in the new taxation of 1322, after the
Scottish raid in which Lancaster was burnt
(Ayscough and Caley 1802, 307,327).
This valuation was repeated in l34l
(Vanderzee 1807, 35), but by the sixteenth
century the ancient valuation had evidently
been restored, and in 1536 the income of
the church was said to be 'worthe by yeere
l0li'.(19) The Valor Ecclesiasticus, is
slightly more informative about the value
ofthe church. Out ofa total valuation of
f,9 0s. 2d., the parsonage house and the
glebe were said to be worth 20s. p.a., the
tithes of corn f,5 6s. 8d., and other tithes,
including sea fish, 23s., with the Easter
offering estimated at 30s. 6d. (Caley and
Hunter 1834, 268). The Anglo-French
conflict of the later Middle Ages made it
increasingly difficult for Norman monas-
teries to retain control over and derive
income from their English possessions.

When war broke out in 1337, all English property of alien religious houses was seized by the crown, though the monks
of each priory were usually allowed to farm their lands from the crown (Mathew 1962, 90ff). In 1378, however,
Parliament, eager to furd sources of revenue to help the war effort, demanded the expulsion of the alien monks and the
farming of their temporalities to denizens. All but one of the Lancaster monks seem to have departed under this edict:
only the Prior, John Innocent, received permission to stay, since he had a life title to his offrce (Cal. Fine Rolls 1926,

17, 253). The rectors of Heysham, however, were denizens, and for the church of Heysham the only effect of the
seizure ofthe property ofthe alien priories was that the right ofpresentation passed from the Prior ofLancaster to the
crown (Farrer and Brownbill 1914, I I 7). In effect, the laity had now taken control of the property of the alien priories,
and the Act of 1414 formally dissolving the priories merely made the de facto dissolution of 1378 permanent. The
property of the Priory of Lancaster was not, however, destined to remain permanently in lay hands. Henry V endowed
his new foundation of a house of Brigittine nuns at Syon with the English lands of the Abbey of Sees (Rot. Parl. 1767
77,22,243). The endowment included Lancaster Priory and the churches it possessed, but the last Prior, Giles Lowell,
resisted the claim ofSyon and it was not until his death n 1429 that Syon gained possession.(20) The Archdeacon of
Richmond established a vicarage at Lancaster, with the Abbess of Syon having the right of presentation. The Abbess
also, of course, had the right of presentation to the church of Heysham.

Frc. 4o. AngloSron domayr of a, St Patrick's Chapcl; 6, thc arch from thc nonh well of St

Pckr's, now rcconshctcd ir thc churchyard and c, thc wet dor of St Pctcr'r Church
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The Abbess's right was challenged in 1488 by Sir Edward Stanley, who persuaded a jury to find that the right of
presentation belonged to him (Farrer and Brownbill 1908, 172). Whether this verdict ever took effect is difficult to say,

but by the sixteenth century the Abbess had recovered her right, ifshe had ever lost it, and Syon presented the last pre-

reformation rector of Heysham.(2l) At the dissolution the property of the convent of Syon passed to the crown, and in
1554 Mary sold the advowson of Heysham to Thomas Fleetwood (Farer and Brownbill, I 16). He promptly disposed

of it to Cuthbert Croft, and the advowson changed hands many times over the course of subsequent centuries.

The poverly, remoteness, and evident insignificance of the church of Heysham all help to explain the lack of systematic

or illuminating documentary evidence for its medieval and early modern history, and its existence as a separate vill
meant that it did not figure largely amongst the records of the church of Lancaster. The priors of Lancaster received
grants of land in Heysham from lay inhabitants of the vill, but none of these throw any light on the history of the church
(Roper 1892-1906, 284-305).

THE SCULPTT]RE

By R.J. Cramp

I. Finial carved with a bird's head, in
?local sandstone (figs.4l, 42)

The piece was discovered in a secondary
position face downwards at the head of
grave 16 (fig.6). Dimensions: height o
73m; width 0.37m; depth 0.15m. One
broad face is carved, with a neatly incised
bird's head, and the narrow edge over its
head and beak is finished with a broad
central band. The back ofthe bird panel
is uncarved, and the narrow edge under
its beak is likewise uncarved but part of it
has been broken away. The stone tapers
slightly towards the uncarved end and is
shaped to follow the curve of the bird's
beak at the other. The body ofthe beak
is depicted as a block outlined with a

double moulding. The bird's head and

hooked beak is formed by a double and a
curving single outline which skilfully
conveys how the upper is curled over the
lower mandible. Its eye is round with a

dot pupil, and there is an angular curl
behind it.

The function of this piece is debatable.
Unless one assumes that it has been split
(which does not seem likely in view of

the central placing of the edge moulding), it is obviously meant to be viewed from only two sides, and it is possible to
see it as placed in an upright or a horizontal position. It has been interpreted as a gable or ridge finial such as are
known from Irish churches and shrines, and also from Lythe and Lastingham in Yorkshire (Lang 1991,20, 172).

The Irish stone finials are usually paired and D-shaped (Harbison 1970, figs. 18-20), whilst the English examples are
more horn-like. Both the Irish and the English pieces are carved on both broad faces and on the concave surfaces under
the Ds-a fact which distinguishes them from the Heysham stone-and although there might be said to be some
similarity with the animal headed finial from Church Island, Valencia (ibid.,frg.20), the Heysham piece does not appear
to have been part of a joined pair but an entity in iaelf. Francoise Henry was prepared to compare the Church Island
fmial with eighth century metalwork, but Harbison has made a good case for a later date for the twin D-type finials.
Moreover the Heysham piece is not in form like the D-typ€ of terminal, and if the piece is a type of ridge finial, then it
may represent an earlier form of finial which is otherwise only preserved in models of buildings such as house shaped
shrines or the finials of Irish crosses. The finials on crosses do represent inturned bird or beast heads, of a sloping but
basically upright form, as also are the finials on the well known depiction of the Temple from The Book of Kells
(Alexander 1978, ill.255). The bird or animal terminals on the ridges on the hipped roofs of shrines are horizontally
placed, although often, as with the bird terminals on the Monymusk or Melhus shrines, the heads are bent back.(22)

56



If one should view the Heysham stone as the finial to an observer's right on a stone ridge, then the bird would look
upwards and the 'finished' back of its head would be visible from below. This author has no solution, however,

concerning the problems as to how it would dovetail into the ridge, or why it has only been carved on one broad face.

The piece is certainly large enough to make a visual impact on the roof of a small stone building: it is larger than any of
the other known finials. If it had been part of a large stone shrine, such as we know existed in Ireland (Crawford l9l4),

Fig.43.

Carved stone bird from Minigaff,
Kirkudbright, Scotland.

Photo: D. Craig

then it would have been very dominating, but if such a shrine had been placed against a wall it might provide a partial
explanation ofthe lack ofcarving on one side. That portable shrines are often only richly carved on one face has been

explained by the fact that they were carried round the neck and so only one face was normally visible. It is possible

therefore to postulate that this piece was once part of an important shrine which was placed against a wall or that it was
some form of ridge or even eaves level attachment to a stone building, like the'curious projecting stone like a sloping
corbel' (on St Patrick's) which Taylor suggests is reminiscent of the curved ends of the gable on the fagade of the
building on the churchyard cross (Taylor and Taylor 1965,313 and see below). There is however another explanation
for the piece which should be considered; namely that it formed part of a piece of furniture. In recent years several such
pieces ofAnglo-Saxon stone furniture have been recognised, and this piece could be considered as the arm ofa chair of
the same form as Bamburgh, but with a bird headed arm like the animal headed arms at Monkwearmouth or Lastingham
(Cramp 1986). Such chairs have minimal carving on the interior face of the arm, although it must be accepted that on
both the Lastingham and Bamburgh pieces the interior is smoothly finished and lightly decorated. The depth of seat

and thickness of arm which the Heysham piece provides would produce a perfectly acceptable chair. The inturned
bird's head would provide a comfortable arm rest and one would have to assume that the base of the block and the
narrow face underneath the bird's beak would slot into other pieces of the chair; indeed this is indicated by the fact that
the double outlining of the bird stops short of the area under the beak, and the base of the block is chamfered.
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Whatever the function of this piece, it is unique in its form, but on the whole I prefer to explain it as a piece of furniture
rather than an architectural finial. It is however difficult to date on the basis of form or style. Figures of evangelists

seated on seats, the arms of which end in bird headed terminals, are to be found in Irish manuscripts such as the Book of
Dimma (late eighth century), and the Macregol Gospels and St Gall Cod.60 (early ninth century). Such depictions may
indicate a fusion at this date (Alexander 1978, nos.48, 54,60, i11s.223,263,284).

The only other carved stone bird which is remotely parallel to this is that on one of the nalrower faces of the enigmatic
column-which has also been explained as a furnishing-from Minnigaff, Kirkcudbright, Scotland (see fig.43). It
measures: height 0.97m; width 0.25m; depth 0.22m; is carved on three faces; and has a sloping top, and so in form is

different from the Heysham stone. The column has been considered by Derek Craig as possibly a reading desk, and the

bird as an Evangelist symbol (Craig forthcoming)(24). One may compare it with the Evangelist symbols from the top
of the cross at the nearby parish of Halton (Collingwood 1927, frg. 191) - a centre which is closely linked in its
iconography with the Heysham churchyard cross. But in view of the lack of such attributes as a halo and book, (which

do occur on the Halton cross), and when one considers the numerous birds of prey which occur as terrrinals in
metalwork mainly from Anglo-Sa,xon England, but also from elsewhere in the British Isles and Ireland (Bruce Mitford
1978, figs. 44, 48), it seems just as likcly that the bird on this piece could have some other sigtificance. The sling-like
beak and the bulging eye of the Minnigaffbird are closer in tpe to those bird terminals of brooches such as Hunterston
(Stevenson 1974), the penannular brooches from Clogh, Antrim, or the moulds for similar brooches from Dunadd for
which a seventh-century date has been argued on archaeological grounds (Craddock 1989, l9l 2, nos.l8l, 182). The

hooked over beak of the Heysham bird and the 'cheek' outlining can be better paralleled on Anglo-Saxon metalwork

also of the seventh-century such as the Faversham buckles or the Sutton Hoo jewellery, although all of the seventh-

century Anglo-Saxon pieces have an angular sling behind the eye in a form which is very different from the inturned
curl on the Heysham piece. Like some of the metalwork from Cumbria (Bailey 1977a), the bird seems to transmute

Anglo-Saxon style. The fact that it is an incised rather than a relief carving may point towards an earlier date for this
piece than for the churchyard cross, but it is diffrcult to be more precise in dating it than to say that it could have been

carved in the period between the late seventh and the late eighth century.

2. Base or plinth (fig. 44)

The piece is presently mislaid. Dimensions: max. length 0.73m; width 0.55m, depth 0.20m. For its discovery, see

above (p. 104). It is a substantial block with a heavy cable moulding outlining its upper surface, and a deep cenfral hole
in that surface with a circular indentation around it. It may
have been the support for a column or a feature such as a lamp

or a stoup. This is possibly a Roman stone which has been

reused, although heavy cable mouldings are found on Anglo-
Saxon stones.(2s)

3. The churchyard cross (fig. 45)

The lower portion of a shaft which now stands near to the

enrance gate of St Peter's churchyard was discovered 'in
making graves about the middle of the nineteenth century, at a

spot near the south west-corner ofthe churchyard, between the

chapel of St. Patrick and the church of St. Peter. The stone

was at that time refixed in a new base....' (Taylor 1903, 90).

Dimensions: height 0.76m; width (at base) 0.37m, (at top)
0.32m; depth 0.26>0.21m. The lower 0.23m projects so that
this may be a shouldered shaft type, with the surviving
fragment forming the centre rather than the base of a shaft.
The shaft is edged by a cable and inner roll moulding.

Face A (Broad).

This is divided into two panels: in the lower is a plain six
stranded plait and in the upper a seated haloed figure holding a

book. It is framed by a round headed arch with block imposts or capitals which project inwards so that they touch the
face of the figure. The base of the arch serves as a footstool. The face of the figure is wedge shaped with deeply
incised eyes and a lightly sketched mouth. The drapery details are very worn but are apparently carefully conveyed to
emphasise the bend of the right arm and with a heavy fold between the knees.

Face B.(Narrow).

This face is divided into two panels: in the lower a closed circuit knot with incised strands; in the upper two and a half
volutes of a spiral scroll which springs from a cuplike base. From the centre of each volute falls a veined and serrated
leafand the spirals are separated by large rounded buds.

58
'I

L,,O



T ilry-'

Face C (Broad). (fig. a5).

The wider base of this face is uncarved and the main panel is filled by a building with associated figures. The building
has a steeply gabled roof with inturned eaves and the base of a finial or cross at the crest. On either side behind or on
the roof are two stemmed crosses with head tlpes of a wedge shape. In the upper part of the facade are three round-
headed openings through which appear the head and necks of human figures. Below is a large central opening or
doorway in which is a side facing and probably standing figure, tightly enveloped in drapery which seems to form a sort

of hood around the head. The
folds ofthe drapery form a tight
wave-like pattern at the boffom,
and cross in a broad swathe

round the shoulders and head.

On either side of this central
opening are pairs of apparently
blank niches, although in some

lighs there do appear to be

lightly incised images in them.

Face D (narrow).

The base of this side is wom
away, but in the panel above
there survive three volutes of a
similar spiral scroll to that on
face B, save that the leaves are

slightly different, and the scroll
stems are more finely cut and
widely spaced than on B.

Built into the west wall of the
porch of St Peter's is a very
worn fragment of vinescroll
(length 0.73m; width 0.23m)
which possibly formed part of
one of the narrow faces of the
same cross. The centre and part
ofthe arm of a cross head once
lay beside the shaft, but is now
in the church. It has six pellets

surrounding a central boss, and
zigzags with a central spine on
the arms.

Discussion of the churchyard
cross.

There seems little doubt that the
figure on Face A is a Christ in
Majesry or Christ Judex, hold-

ing the Book of Life such as is also found at Halton on a cross now inset into the wall of the tower. A seated figure of
Christ holding a book is relatively fiequent on Northumbrian crosses of the period around the late eighth or early ninth
centuries. The figure from Halton, although less finely carved, is however nearest in type to Heysham because it also
has the rather odd feature of the inward-protruding block imposts as well as similar drapery.(26). The scene on the
broad face is more difficult to interpret. There seems to have been a wide consensus that it represents Lazarus in his
tomb. However Nicholson (1891) interpreted the scene as representing the burial of St Philip who, according to the
Apocryphal Acts of Philip, asked that after his death a church should be built at the site of his marqndom and that his
body should be swathed in sheets of Syriac paper and papyrus reeds, and then buried in the church; and that where his
blood dropped on the earth a vine would spring.(27) This provides a neat explanation of the banded drapery, the
building and the vinescrolls, but the diffrculty is to know whether such a text was widely known at that time; certainly
there is no received iconography for this scene, and the formula of panels of figure sculpture of various types on the
broad faces, with fine scrolls on the narrower, is a common one in Northumbrian crosses. It would be equally possible

to consider that this is a depiction of Christ in his tomb with other burials around him and the three crosses of Golgotha
on the top.(28) On the other broad face would be the risen Christ in Judgement, and on the two narrow faces Christ in

the Eucharist in symbolic form.
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The only difficulty with this interpretation is that the figure in the building does not seem to be haloed. The view that
this depicts Lazarus in his tomb is not supported by the frequent depictions of this scene in early Christian art, since
although the figure of Lazarus is shown bound, either standing in or being lifted from his tomb, the figure of Christ in
the act of raising him is nearly always present, as are also quite often the figures of Martha and Mary.(29)

The drapery ofthis figure is distinctive and could well depict grave cloths, but ofanother figure revered at that church;

and there are other explanatiols*is odd form could be derived from its model since some Roman drapery is shown
with sharp crinkled folds. The motif of figures standing at the entrance of a building is common in early Christian art,
and could have been fansmitted through various portable objects. On the sixth-century wooden doors of S. Sabina,
Rome, the figure of Zacharius stands before a building which has much in common with the Heysham depiction: the
gables are pointed, the windows are shaped like those at Heysham and are disposed one in the gable above the frrcze
and two in the wall below. There is also, strangely, a great jewelled cross on the roof of the temple (Volbach and
Hirmer 1961, pl. 105.77). It is true that the sepulchre of Christ is normally depicted as a round structure (ibid., pl.93),
but it is possible that a less ambitious architectural form might be found on a provincial stone cross.

Whether the Heysham carver derived his models from anotler centre such as Halton, where there were clearly crosses
with complex iconography and in a similar style, or fiom Lancaster, a site which has provided many inscriptions and
close parallels for the vinescroll, Heysham reflects the mainstream Northumbrian art of the ninth century. The cross
head, which may be part of this cross, is a type which Collingwood defined and traced in West Yorkshire and Cumbria,
and both the zigzag ornament and the pellets can be found in nearby sites.(30) That the cemetery continued in use is
indicated by the occunence there of a major Viking Age monument, possibly covering a gmve.

4. The hogback tombstone (fig. a6)

This complete hogback is now in the church but was discovered in the churchyard, seemingly on the north side of the
church, in the course of grave digging.(3l) Dimensions: length 2.04m; width at centre 0.28m; height at cente 0.54m.
It belongs to Lang's type VII, the Illustrative Type, with clumsy end beasts and free flowing incised scenes along the

long sides. The ornament has

been most recently described
in detail by Lang (1984, 138-
9). The roof of the monument
is covered with triangular
tegulations----on side B there
are two rows, and on side A
the ornament above the niche
is a melee of interlace
straight- line patterns and an

animal ,attacking a human.

The scene below divides into
three parts: on the left are two
figures in the orans position
who stand with feet out-
turned and heads and hands

touching the top of the niche;
facing them with bent head is
a quadruped with pricked ears
and a grotesquely long curled
back tail; in the centre is a
running stag faced by a small
leaping quadruped and with
another quadruped over its
bac[ on the right are two
more human figures of a simi-
lar type to those on the left
with two quadrupeds facing

them, one above the other. On Side B it is less easy to divide the incidents or scenes according to how the creatures
face each other. On the exfeme left are two incised creatures-perhaps birds facing towards the centre; then trpo birds
with fantails one above another facing a tree. In the centre is a figure in the same orans position as on the other face but
standing free of the niche. There is a possible bird by his right leg, and on his left a horseJike quadruped with down
-bent head and a curious triangular lump on its back; behind it is a quadruped facing away.
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These scenes have been interpreted in many ways: as an illustration of the Volusp4 with on one side the last battle of
the gods at Ragnarok and on the other Christ restoring order to the world; as part of a Sigurd scene; or as the most

negative: 'The subject of the carvings on this stone have attracted much speculation, mostly illjudged, and detailed

interpretation is quite unjustifiable for this period when Christian iconography, folklore, convention and mere

decoration are inextricably mixed togethef (Bu'lock 1967,36). It is nevertheless possible to see this monument as like
others, such as one from Sockburn, Co. Durham (Cramp 1984, 140-l), in which the repetition of motifs on each face

with a different emphasis or disposition plausibly points to a contrast between the traditional myths of the Germanic
world and the Christian message.

The orans-like position of the figures the hart and hound are Christian images, just as the beasts, the tree with the birds
and the horse with down-bent head are images from the Sigurd legend;(32) but it is equally possible that all of these

strange motifs were capable of being interpreted in the light of both taditions.

Conclusion

The sculpture from Heysham is an interesting group. The high quallty of the incised carving of the bird is noteworthy,
as is also the combination of Anglo-Saxon and lrish traits in its style. It is not closely similar to any piece of existing
sculpture, and causes one to realize what are the lacunae in the early Christian art of Cumbria.

The cross and its head are closely allied with other sculpture in the West, and fit between, or alongside, the material
from Lancaster and Halton. The hogback also fits into a regional context in the Viking Age. These tantalizing
fragments are testimony to the importance and the affiliations of Heysham in a period which spans the eighth to
probably the early eleventh centuries. (33).

The wall plaster (figs. 47, 48)

Context

The decorated plaster all would seem to derive from the phase I chapel. The inscribed pieces, and rwo other fragments,

come from the demolition deposit, while the other painted pieces derive from gnve fills, including one which may date

to the initial use of the western end of the cemetery. The radiocarbon dates, listed above, for the burials, should

therefore provide a tenninus ante quem for the painted plaster.

@. @.
E
E

red E Oeep yellow I white

yellow El green-brown

Frc.47. The painted plaster. Scale r:z

Catalogue.

l, 2: Pieces with painted

lefiers, from by the south
wall of the phase I chapel,
to the west of the south
doorway. Although found
together, there is, how-
ever, no certainty that they
come from the same text.

3. Plaster from a grave
(skeleton 76), of phase l,
but disturbed.

4. Plaster found in the
grave fill of skeleton 2l
(phase III).

5. Plaster from over the
skull of the skeleton 87,
belonging to phase l.
6. Plaster from inside the
chapel (phase l).

7. Plaster from inside the
chapel (phase l).
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The wall plaster: decoration and lettering

by John Higgitt

The excavation has revealed that St Patick's Chapel in its smaller early form (phase l) was plastered both inside and

outside and also that the decoration of the chapel included both wall-paintings and painted lettering. Areas of plain,

whitish plaster were found in situ at the base of the inner faces of the north, west and south walls (figs. 10, I I ) and also

on the exterior face of the west wall. There is growing evidence that it was not uncommon for the internal and perhaps

also the external walls of Anglo-Sa:ron stone churches to be plastered (Taylor 1978,10634; Heighway 1990, 82). In
addition a substantial number of detached fiagments of wall plaster were found in the deposit associated with the

demolition of the east end of phase I chapel. Other pieces of plaster were found in unstratified contexts. The fragments

which bear traces of decoration or lettering have been examined by this author. They appear all to derive from the

phase I demolition layer. Whilst the plaster still adhering to the fabric and the plaster fragments buried during the

modification of the chapel need not necessarily date back to the time of the building of the phase I chapel, they may do

so and the statified fragments at least must predate phase 2. The painted pieces may of course represent more than one

campaign of painting.

The technical analysis in the British Museum Research Laboratory of nine pieces of the plaster (seven with traces of
painting and two unpainted) provides a basis for comparison with other painted plaster, although the available body of
data from other sites is still too small to provide indications of dating. The plaster itself is lime-based, as was normal in
early medieval England (Cather, Park and Williamson 1990b, xii; Cramp and Cronyn 1990,21-2). The surface of the

plaster is covered with a skim of lime-wash, a feature that has also been noted in plaster found at Monkwearmouth,
Jarrow (Cramp and Cronyn 1990, 224), Winchester (Biddle and Kjolbye-Biddle 1990, 4l-2\ and Gloucester
(Heighway 1990,82).

The analysis of the pigments is a particularly valuable addition to the small number of identified pigments from early
medieval wall-paintings in England (Cather, Park and Williamson 1990b, xiv-xv). It shows the use of tlree, or quite
probably four, pigments (red and yellow ochre, a vegetal pigment in the 'green-brown' areas and traces of lead probably

remaining from another pigment, tentatively identified as massicot or lead-yellow, a pigment which appears to have

fallen out of use after about the nrelfth century (Kuhn 1968, 8). Red ochre based on haematite has also been identified
on early Anglo-Saxon plaster from excavations at Monkwearmouth and Jarrow (Cramp and Cronyn 1990,22-3). The
analysis suggests that the vegetal pigment was bound in a medium of lime ('lime-tempera) and that, although there is no

conclusive evidence, the other pigments could have been applied in the same way. This and related techniques may not
have been uncommon in Anglo-Saxon wall-painting (Cather, Park and Williamson 1990b, xiv). The only recogrisable
features on the painted plaster, the letters on fragments I and 2, were executed in red ochre against a plain whitish
background. Of the other painted fragments the most complex technically is fragment 3, which shows three pigments

(red, yellow and a now rather nondescript'green-brown').

In some areas two or tluee colours are superimposed. Yellow underlies both 'gteen-brown' and red, but when three

colours are superimposed, the order of application is not completely certain. Middleton @elow) thinks that the order
was probably yellow, red, 'green-brown'. It is, however, possible that the red overlies the 'green-brov"n'. Fragment 4

combines yellow ochre with lines and a broader area of red ochre. Amorphous areas of red survive on fragments 5 and

7. The pigment on fragment 6 is now a bluish green and is paler than the 'green brown' of fragment 3. Fragments 3 and

4, which preserve lines and combinations ofcolours, are not now decipherable but they are evidence for figurative or
perhaps decorative schemes of some technical sophistication.

Two other fragments have a plain whitish surface but are marked with incised lines. On one there are two parallel lines

running about 6mm apart; on the other three parallel lines separated by intervals of about 5 and 6mm are crossed by a
deeper line. Some or all of these lines may have been deliberately incised to guide the laying out of painted decoration.

The use of incised guidelines in dry plaster (and snapped lines in wet plaster) was cornmon in medieval wall painting.
Several pieces of painted plaster with incised straight lines have been found in excavations at Jarrow (ibid., xiv, xi, pls.

7-8;Cramp and Cronyn 1990,234).

The two fragments with red lettering (l and 2 ) and a third which may preserve a small corner of another letter have
been discussed in greater detail in another publication. (34) The lefters on I and 2 are about 25mm high and can be

transcribed as follows: -MV -and -LIIE[-The reading ' -MV- ' and ' -LIE- ' are very probable. The relationship of the
two fragments to each other, the language and the meaning are all uncertain but the two pieces can be arranged so as to
read continuously as ' -MVLIER- ', which could be the Latin word mulier. As far as can now be judged, the lettering
looks even, bold and regular. Theforms of the surviving letters are Roman capitals that in England would be possible

at any time between the seventh and the twelfth centuries and again the sixteenth century. (35) The style of the letter is
somewhat more characteristic. The letters seem generally to have flared out towards the terminals in a manner called
'stem thickening'(Okasha 1968, table 2).
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This can be seen most clearly on the I; (the exceptions are the two upper shokes of the E, which seem to have sported

small pendant serifs). 'Stem thickening' can be found in various media in England (and under Northumbrian influence

in Pictland) from the eighth century until the Norman period. The later datable examples (later ninth to eleventh

centuries) are on English coins and could represent a purely epigraphic fashion. The small group of approxirnately

datable parallels cited in manuscripts, sculpture and metalwork probably all belong to the eighth or ninth centuries.

Perhaps the best general comparison is fol.llr of the eighth-century Stockholm Codex Aureus (Alexander 1978, ill.
152\. These comparisons,
all of course in other me-
dia, can be taken to sug-
gest, but certainly not to
demonstrate, a date in the
eighth or ninth centuries.

The Heysham fragments
with lettering may have ac-
companied wall paintings,
perhaps labelling figures or
identiSing or commenting
on scenes, but they appear
against a plain white
ground and it is quite pos-
sible that they formed part
ofone or more independent
painted wall inscriptions in
verse or prose. There are

surviving early medieval
inscriptions of this sort on
the Continent and much
documentary evidence for
their use from the early
Christian period onwards.
Where there is extant or
recorded evidence for the
colour of this lettering it
appears that the common-
est colour was red. The
probable existence of
painted wall inscriptions in

Anglo-Saxon England is indicated by the instuction of the Council of Chelsea of 816 that details of a church's

dedication should be 'depictum'on the wall, a 'tabula', or altar, and by the recorded texts of lengthy verse inscriptions
(Higgitt 1990,38; Haddan and Stubbs 1971, 580).

The Heysham wall plaster shows that St Patrick's Chapel in its early form was from the start, or at the least before its
extension, plastered internally and externally and that somewhere, probably on the interior walls, it displayed one or
more painted inscriptions and some, probably figurative, painting that was executed in a technique of some

sophistication employing three, four, or possibly more pigments. (36)

ANALYSIS OF THE PLASTER

By Andrew Middleton (British Museum Research Laboratory)

Nine fragments of plaster were examined. Seven of the fragments are painted and are of particular interest because they
include two pieces with painted inscriptions. The lettering is in red and other colours include yellow and a dark'green-
brown'. The purpose of the investigation was to determine the composition of the plaster and pigments and to comment

upon the painting technique used.

The two unpainted samples were prepared as thin sections for examination using a petrographic microscope. The

painted samples were examined using a binocular microscope and small samples were removed from selected coloured

areas for analysis by X-ray diftaction (XRD). In addition a small fragment was removed from the dark-coloured area

of no. 3 (fig. 47), and prepared as a polished cross-section for examination and analysis in a scanning electron

microscope (SEM), equipped with an energy-dispersive X-ray analyser (EDXA). Finally, some of the painted areas of
plaster were analysed in situ using X-ray fluorescence analysis (XRF).
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Results
The Plaster.

Examination of the thin sections showed that the plaster is lime based as opposed to a g)?sum plaster. The main'base
plaster' contains abundant, sub-angular sand (fine top very coarse grade, mainly quartz with some feldspar); inclusions
of relict limestone up to several millimeres across also occur, together with very rare inclusions of sparry calcite. The

surface of this base plaster', was finished with a wash coat; also of lime plaster.

The Painted Areas.

Examination using a binocular microscope showed that in some areas colours overlie one another: the order of
application would appear to have been (plaster), yellow, red, dark'green-brown'. Observation of the lettering suggested

that there may be 'ghosts' around parts of some of the letters; these 'ghosts' may have arisen fortuitously during painting

or perhaps indicate that the lettering was repainted at some stage.

XRD analysis of the red and yellow pigments indicated the presence of the iron oxide haematite and hydrated iron
oxide goethite respectively.

No pigmenting phase was identified in the sample from the dark'green-brown' area. Calcite (t minor qrarw, t minor
gypsum) was identified in each of the paint samples.

Examination in the SEM of the polished section of a fragment of the dark 'green-brown' painted area revealed the
presence of a layer (up to about 50mm thic$ containing fine (presumably charred) vegetal fragments. These fragments
are contained in a fine-grained calcite matrix, along with fairly common fine particles (typically a few micrometres in
diameter) of iron oxide and occasional grains of quartz. In the section examined a rather diftrse layer rich in iron oxide
particles appears to underlie the layer containing vegetal fragments. This iron oxide rich layer can be correlated with a

red pigmented layer underlying the dark surface layer.

The XRF analysis showed that the red and yellow areas are relatively rich in iron (calcium was also detected in all areas

analysed by XRF). The 'green-brown' areas were also found to contain some iron, along with lead. Lead was also
found in some of the red areas and in the pale yellow'ground' of no. 3. Lead was not found in analyses of plain white
plaster.

Discussion

The results of this examination suggest that a lime-based mortar containing abundant sand was applied as a base plaster;

this was finished with a wash of lime which formed the surface for painting. The lettering and other red areas were
painted using a pigment based upon red ochre. Whilst yellow ochre was employed for the deep yellow paint of no.4

Grg.a7).

The dark 'green brown' areas appear to have been produced using fine (presumably chaned) vegetal mafier. The
observation of fine iron oxide particles in this layer may imply that the intention was to produce a darker shade of red
(or yelloWbrown), but it seems quite possible that the original intention was to produce a grey or black surface and that
the iron oxide particles were introduced fornritously from the underlying red layer during application of the paint
containing the vegetal pigment.

This overlying layer appears to have been applied using a technique in which the vegetal pigment was mixed with lime
before application (a technique which has been referred to as 'lime-tempera' in the context of a discussion of painting
techniques used at Knossos (Cameron et al. 1977)). The other pigments may also have been applied in this way.

The detection in the XRF analyses of small amounts of lead in some painted areas is somewhat enigmatic. The lead
appears not to be associated with the areas of off-white ground, though it was detected in the pale yellow ground of no.
a $tg. 47). This may indicate the use of a paint containing the lead-yellow pigment, massicot (litharge), which has
largely been lost. The detection of lead in some red and dark 'green brown' areas is probably to be attributed to
underlying remains of such a lead-yellow layer. It was not possible to confirm the presence of a lead-yellow pigment as

this would have necessitated further rather speculative sampling of the painted areas.

Conclusions
Observation and analysis of the plaster itself and'of the painted surfaces has shown that the plaster was lime-based;
ochres were used to produce the red and yellow colours, whilst the dark'green-brown' areds were produced by the use

of fine (presumably chaned) vegetal mafier. This vegetal pigment (and possibly the other pigments) was probably
applied by first mixing with lime (lime-tempera technique). The pale yellow ground of no. 4 may represent.the remains
ofa lead-yellow based paint.
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THE BONE COMB (Fig. ae)

By Alison Cook and Colleen Batey (37)

Description

A well preserved comb was found at the right side of the pelvis of a female inhumed in grave 63. The comb, identified
as being of cow bone, rather than the more commonly found antler, (38) is of hogback form of ma:<imum overall length
l97mm. The decoration is of two pairs of incised lines at right-angles, forming a chequer pattern. In places the
decoration has been masked by the positioning of iron rivets, presumably after the decoration had been cut. The back
plate measures l65mrn in length, with a maximum width of 20mm, and it has been worked to produce a flat central

ridge, tapering to the back and teeth.

Flc. 49. Thc bone comb. Scalc t: t

Drcw: Englirh Hdtagc

There are ten teeth plates in all and the remains of six iron rivets securing them in position. The rivets are roughly
evenly spaced, the two outer ones perforating the end plates and the remaining four securing altemate pairs of plates.

The iron is highly corroded and there are replaced textile remains, possibly from clothing or a shroud, on at least two of
tle rivets. The teeth exhibit only slight signs of wear and only three are now lacking, with one broken and another
apparently shortened. The sawing of the teeth after the positioning of the back plates has left a series of incisions along
the lower side of the back plate (fig. a9); this is a common feature of such combs.

The whole comb is rather crudely executed with traces of plates protruding above the comb back and with the upper
sweep of the end plates at the right-hand terminal being less pronounced than that to the left. It seems as if the right-
hand edge may have been modified slightly after or during manufacture.

Dating and discussion

Hogback combs of bone, or more commonly of antler, are a common feature of Anglo-Scandinavian assemblages.

Several examples could be cited, for example, from the work at York, where evidence for the manufacture of such

pieces was recovered from both Clifford Sheet and Coppergate, conventionally dated to the tenth century (Waterman

1959; Hall l98l; MacGregor 1978). The dating is based largely on a chronology proposed by Ambrosiani using the

Birka cemetery evidence in Sweden (Ambrosiani l98l).

Many examples in the British Isles have been recovered from pagan Viking graves. (39) These are, however, usually
associated with a distinctive range of grave goods-beads, brooches, knives and whetstones etc. The recovery of an

isolated comb of the type, located as it was at the pelvis (possibly hanging from a belt, although there is no evidence for
a suspension attachment on the comb itself), need not necessarily suggest a tenth-century dating for the inhumation.

The date of deposition could have been some time later. The form of burial may indeed be Christian, with the comb

being no more than a token, at a time when Christianity may well have been only one of several current beliefs. It does

indeed probably fall within the group of wavering pagans buried in a Christian location as noted in tle discussion above

and including amongst several others, the nearby find from Claughton Hall, Lancashire (Kendrick 1938; Edwards
1969).
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TIIE OTHER FINDS (fig. so)

By David R. M. Gaimster, D. Higgins, B. Nenk and G. Andrews

A very small and fragmentary assemblage, mainly of post-medieval date, was found but is essentially of incidental
importance. The full catalogue has therefore been placed in the archive. A few pieces, however, merit illustation here.

l. Stone button. Pierced annular form, probably of composite rock, with mica inclusions. Diameter: 9mm. Grave 12

(cal. AD l0l0-1185).

2. Bone toggle. Pig, third metacarpel; unfused distal end. Central circular perforation. Grooves in distal end deepened

slightly by cuts, and some faceting on proximal end. Shaft heavily grooved around cenfie. Length: 56mm; max. width:
lTmm; perforation diameter: 5mm. Parallel finds at Northampton come from contexts dating from c. D00-1500
(Oakley 1979). Unstratified.

3. Cloak fastener. Rectangular strip cut from sheet copper alloy, with slightly tapering sides and integral hook ends.

Upper surface with incised geometric pattern. Length: 65mm; width: l3mm. Flat-sectioned cloak fastenen are

frequent finds in sixteenth-century contexts in Amsterdam (BMrt et al. 1977). Unstratified.

4. Musket flint, rectangular in form. Length: 30mm; width: 25mm. Flintlocks were in use from the late seventeenth

century until the 1830s. Unstratified.

5. Clay pipe. South Lancashire spur bowl of c. 1640-70 (Oswald 1975 type 17 bowl). Both the bowl form and the
crescent-shaped bowl stamp are typical of the products usually attributed to the Rainford area. The GL mark is
commonly found there but cannot be identified with a particular maker. The Lyon family were prominent makers in
South Lancashire so a member of that family seems most likely. South Lancashire products were not taded much to
the south of the Mersey but their normal distibution covers the whole area west of the Pennines to the southern Lake
District. Length: 35mm. Unstratified.

6. Clay pipe. Fragment of a South Lancashire bowl of c. 1650-90. This would probably have been a spur type. There
does not seem to be a bowl stamp. The origin and distribution of this type as 5 above. Length: 34mm. Unstratified.

7. Clay pipe. A large, full bodied bowl of c. 1680-1710 with a flared heel. This bowl form is most typical of pipes

from the Cheshire/Staffordshire/Lancashire borders although it could have been made further north. The full name heel
stamp is reminiscent of Broseley styles of marking although the name is usually all in upper case leftering and with
dividing bars between the lines. This stamp seems to read 'Henry/Do . . .'. No parallels for this mark can be found and

it appears to belong to a previously unrecorded maker. Length: 45mm. Unstratified.

Pottery

Of the 15 sherds of medieval pottery, one (possibly French) belongs to the thirteenth to fourteenth centuries, one is
probably fourteenth century, and two are fifteenth to sixteenth centuries. There are also some thirty-five sherds of post-
medieval pottery, a leatler rim-fragment, possibly from a vessel of seventeenth to eighteenth century date; and five
pieces of post-medieval glass.
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DISCUSSION

Despite the hope that St Patrick's might have originated as a very early focus of Christianity, perhaps even in sub-
Roman times, no evidence was forthcoming to sustain that view. Unless destroyed by later foundations, there was no
timber precursor to the stone built chapel, and none of the burials excavated n 1977-8 is demonstrably earlier than any
of the buildings. Moreover, there was no trace of any wall enclosing the entire complex, as on many northem sites of
early Christian date (Thomas 1971,27ff,41ff), nor of any hermifs cell: indeed, domestic refuse was totally lacking,
suggesting that St Patrick's was exclusively a cente for worship and burial. This does not of course, preclude

settlement around St Peter's Church which, on present evidence, would appear to have originated about the same time,
if not before; but, without excavation, this cannot be established.

The earliest building on the gaunt, rocky promontory above St Peter's was a small single-cell chapel, built of stone, and
rendered with plaster, inside and out; it must have been both conspicuous and architecturally effective. The evocative
nature of the site apart, it is nevertheless hard to account for the construction of the chapel here, especially as St Peter's

may have been a more-or-less contemporary foundation. The suggestion that there may have been a small monastic
community around St Patrick's is not supported by the results of the excavation, and the most likely explanation must be

that the rock-cut graves had already been cut, and were a focus of veneration @ulock 1967,36). From their size alone,
they would seem to have held disarticulated bones rather than complete skeletons, and are thus plausibly interpreted as

reliquaries (Thomas 1971, l37m. Indeed, it is by no means impossible that the bones that eventually came to be

regarded as those of St Patrick himself were housed here, even though ecclesiastical sites bearing his name are not
uncommon in north west England (Bu'lock 196'1,32).

The primacy of the rock-cut graves is of course impossible to prove, since their fills have long since disappeared, and
there are no really convincing parallels, dated or undated. However, there are a few pointers. In plan they are not
completely dissimilar from the earliest grave plans in the central cemetery (figs.6, l3), which at the west end, are

shaped somewhat like heads, as with the rock-cut tombs. Moreover, the rock-cut graves do not follow the precise

alignment of the chapel, the deviation being particularly marked with the eastern goup, which may also suggest that
they were cut first. To this may be added the fact that the east wall of the phase 2 chapel partly covers what appears to
be the socket for a cross-shaft. None of this adds up to proof of an early date, but the broad picture of a place that was
initially a venerated cente of burial for imponant people such as monks would seem to make sense.

Indeed, the quality of the carving of the bird-head stone and the style of the painted lettering from the chapel further
suggests that the complex of St Patrick's was constructed by an educated and not unaffluent community. Perhaps

dating as early as the eighth century, the letters are well drav,'n, and could conceivably read mulier, or an inflected form.
Higgitt has suggested that the inscription might have accompanied a wall painting, or may be an independent record of
dedication, or of relics, or perhaps an epitaph or devotional text (Higgitt 1990). Whichever the formula employed, it
underlines the comparative sophistication of the building.

lnterestingly, the shapes of the letters are most closely paralleled in Anglo-Saxon contexts, just as the closest analogies
for the later chapel lie, as the Taylors and Bul'ock have all stressed, with the architectural tradition of the same world
(Taylor and Taylor 1965, 313-14). In particular, neither chapel manifests the modular proportions of 3:l that Leask has

shown to be particularly prevalent in both wooden and stone built chapels in Ireland (Leask 1955, 6, 49-50) (a0). The
determination of such affrnities is at best highly conjectural but, for what they are worth, the pointers are towards tle
Anglo-Saxon sphere rather than that of the Celtic church, a conclusion also supported by Cramp's consideration (see

above) ofthe analogies for the bird-headed stone. The cemetery that grew up to the south and south-west ofthe chapel
seems, on stratigraphical grounds, to be manifestly contemporary or later than it. We have suggested that initially it was
partially enclosed within a wooden boundary wall; this, because of the topography, was not strictly rectangular,
although the west wall (and quite possibly the east) was apparently aligned with the end of the first chapel, implying
contemporaneity: it may have therefore had maximum dimensions of about I lm by 6m (fig.29). There was certainly a

double door or gateway at the centre of the west wall, leading towards the west cemetery and the westem group of rock-
cut tombs; in addition, if we are right in supposing that the original chapel had a door in its west end, tlere must have
been another gateway in the cemetery wall immediately by the chapel. The staircase which, stratigraphically, we regard
as an early feature, would then have led towards that gate. The burials in the cemetery were from the first tlose of a lay
population, with an expected sex and age distribution. An earlier idea, that the common occlrrence of septal apertures
implied an extended family, or a few intermarrying families, must be discarded as an eroneous inference from the
osteological evidence. The skeletons were generally laid out supine, with in some cases crossed arms, and their heads

to the west; there was a general adherence to an west-east orientation, with very few marked exceptions. Only one

bwial (63) contained an object, namely a comb of Anglo-Scandinavian type buried inside the shroud covering a
woman; stratigraphically the grave is a comparatively early one, and was placed just outside the chapel. Although her
anns are crossed, a common feature of Christian interments, the presence of the comb in the grave cleady belongs to a
pagan tradition, in the Scandinavian manner.

67



As such, it falls within a small and much discussed group of Viking-Age burials (including a nearby example from
Claughton Hall, Lancashire; Kendrick 1938) which contain artefacts and which were, in the main, found in churchyards.
Hence Wilson's conclusion that 'the Vikings respected Christian burial grounds and used them for the disposal of their
own dead'(Wilson 1967,37; see also Wilson 1976,369tr; Graham-Campbell 1980). (41).

ln north-west England, Norse and Gaelo-Norse settlement probably began about 900 (Wainwright 1945-6; Cowen
1948, 75-6; Wilson 1967; Graham-Campbell 1980).(42) They came from lreland, the Isle of Man and the Hebrides,
and quite possibly from Nonvay itself, and there is every reason to believe that they were rapidly integrated with local
Christian communities. It is not, therefore, impossible that the woman buried with the comb was in fact of
Scandinavian or Gaelo-Scandinavian origin, and a tenth century date would, on archaeological grounds, be perfectly
acceptable. This recalls the hogback stone, found about 1800 in the area to the north of St Peter's Church. (43) This
type of monument, which occurs widely in northern England (although not in Ireland and the Isle of Man), is generally
dated to tle tenth century (Bailey 1980, 85; Lang 1984). Leaving aside the question of the carvings, discussed by
Cramp (above) on the fine example from Heysham (fig.46), it is jermane to remember Whitaker's observation,
published in 1823, that 'in the place that this was discovered, though all remains of the body had disappeared, an iron
spearhead was found, greatly corroded'(Whitaker 1823, II,3l9). Whilst some modern authorities are sceptical,
probably incorrectly, about identifying the hogback as a grave cover (Gratram-Campbell 1980, 381; Bailey 1980, 99),
the spearhead itself might well be regarded as tangible evidence of another Viking-tlpe burial.

It would be satisfactory to be able to say more about the nature of the other members of the population, buried around
St Patrick's; but this must remain conjectural. Its compositi6l5rrggests a locally resident community, which presumably
shared close ties with a venerated site. The only slight clue lies in the osteological evidence, which shows that just five
of the individuals display any pathological signs of hard work. Whilst this cannot in any sense be regarded as

conclusive, since many injuries leave no trace on the bones, it is nevertheless one small possible hint of higher status. It
could be, therefore, that St Patrick's was the preferred place of interment for more prominent people, leaving St Peter's
as the burial ground for the less privileged. The idea has its attractions, although it is presently incapable of proof,
especially without excavation at the parish church.

Subsequently, the chapel was enlarged, and the cemetery wall rebuilt, slightly reducing the size of the burial gtound on
the west and south sides. It is tempting to regard these events as contemporary, but there is no archaeological proofof
this at all. However, the building work does underline the continued importance of the site or, perhaps, changes in the
ritual; it may be, for example, that the chapel was enlarged to accommodate a small congregation, especially as the east
wall now covered what could have been an isolated preaching cross. Alternatively, it may be linked with the quite
widespread adoption of Patick as a patron saint in, it has been suggested, the tenth or eleventh centuries (Bu'lock 1967,
32). Certainly in the cemetery there are signs of change, with the construction of the stone-built graves both in the west
and east cemeteries, and within the chapel itself. (44) Whilst these may reflect nothing more than practical
considerations, they could also point to the emergence of a new social hierarchy within the community. Interestingly,
they include men, women and children, and cannot therefore be regarded as the burials solely of ecclesiastics.

We must now tum to the diffrcult question of chronology. Higgitt has concluded (above) that the wall plaster from the
first chapel might be as early as the eighth century, while a late seventh- to late eighth-century date is probably most
appropriate for the bird's-head stone; this was itself reused in a late burial, and is most probably also to be associated
with the frst chapel. The burials, on the other hand, are, where there is dating evidence, comparatively late. The grave
with the comb, which stratigraphically is in an early context, should not pre-date Scandinavian sefflement around AD
900, while the radiocarbon dates (none of which, however, is from a primary context) all fall in a calibrated range of
between AD 960 and I185 (one sigma); the individual uncalibrated figures are AD 940,960, and 1010. There is thus a
potential gap between a possible eighth-century date for the building of the first chapel, and the earliest burials, which
would not seem to precede the later tenth century. Whether this gap is a reality cannot be established without a much
fuller programme of radiocarbon dating, an investment which would seem to be well justified on a site of this sort. (45)
In effect, the date of the frst chapel must remain something of an open question.

Precisely when the chapel and its cemetery fell into desuetude is also not easily resolved. There is no pottery from the
site which necessarily precedes the fourteenth century, and those few sherds derive from secondary contexts; they are
most likely to represent casual visitation rather than use of the site. Indeed, the radiocarbon dates favour an
abandonment by the twelfth century, and quite possibly prior to the Norman Conquest. It is tempting, therefore, to link
the decline of St Patrick's with the expansion of St Peter's in the post-Conquest period (although exactly when this
happened is not very clear).

The Anglo-Saxon church of St Peter's also cannot be closely dated. However, a late eighth-century origin seemed
appropriate to the Taylors (Taylor and Taylor 1965,315), while the so-called Lazarus stone has parallels with other
sculpture of the late eighth-ninth centuries. (a6) The evidence is meagre, but points to a general contemporaneity for
the building of St Peter's and St Patrick's.

W
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In conclusion, the excavations and survey work reported here were motivated by the needs both to record the context of
important monuments before they could decay fiirttrer, and b.y a particular interest in the fate of the Romano-British
coinmunities in north-western England. (47) In the event, while the work at Heysham did not fill that enigmatic gap, it
did, however, produce much new evidence about a relatively early Christian centre, which has been often discussed and
which holds iarticular interest for its surviving monuments. Even so, the potential for further work remains
considerable.
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NOTES
l. We are grateful to Dr Lawrence Butler, F.S.A. for telling us $a! there is a note about the rock-cut tombg in Bisttop
Gastrell's Notitia of 1725 (although this is not included in the Chetham Society's publication). Other early illustrations
of the graves include W. Daniell and R. Ayton, A Voyage Round Great Britoin (1810), discussed by Edwards (1976,
l2S); Whitaker 1823,11,317 and Cutts 1849, 14. See also note l0 below.

2. See also Fernie 1983, 57,72,178, and Bu'lock 1967.

3. See also Bu'lock 1967,31 and note 5 below.

4. Other accounts, of variable qualrty, include (apart from those cited in text and notes above) Romilly Allen 1886;
Browne 1887; Nicholson l89l; Lees l89l; Grafton 1903 4; Taylor 1903; ibid. 1906, 381-7; Grafton 1909; T.L.C.A.S.
1928; Tupling 1948; Tomlinson n.d. For a photograph taken in 186l by J. L. Whalley, see White 1990, frg.l47.

5. The chapel is also briefly discussed in Farrer and Brownbill (1906, 267),while the restoration is further described in
Hatch et al. 1909,141. We axe most grateful to the Society of the Preservation of Ancient Monuments for making
available a copy of the brief prepared by their architect, Mr Rando$h of Manchester, in September 1903. He lays stress
both upon the prevalence of vandalism ('the inesponsible visitor'), and upon the need to use a'good local mortar', which
is distinguishable from the older pointing; alas, this did not prove possible, although it underlines the thoughtful
approach that was taken towards the monument.

6.ln litt.,20 June 1978, reporting his diary enfiy BT 12 (1957),83. We are most grateful to Dr Taylor for his help.
Bu'lock (1967) observes that the window was no longer visible, due to vandalism.

7. Cf. for example, the many instances of a west door in the plans collected by Thomas (1971); see also Cherry 1976,
167.

8. Taylor and Taylor (1965, 313) regard it as decorative, and compare it with the curved ends of the gable carved in the
depiction of a house of the 'Lazarus' cross-shaft in St Peter's churchyard; Bu'lock makes the same point, and also rejects
any analory with corbels on Irish chapels (1967,3l).

9. Taylor and Taylor (1965,313-14) quote parallels for rebated doorways at Escomb and Monkwearmouth, and
compare the decoration on the'arch with Somerford Keynes, Glos., as does Baldwin Brown (1903).

10. See note I for early illusfiations of the graves, which have been variously dated; Collingwood (1927,72, 169)
preferred a tenth-century date, while Baldwin Brown (1903, 3ll) regarded them as thirteenth-century. Butler (1980,
386) notes that the'variety of shape [renders] typological study diffrcult', while Edwards (1987) notes that'there is, in
fact, a clear typological progression from south to north'. For bones as relics cf. Thomas 1971, 135ff.

ll.FirstsuggestedbyBrowne(1887,6-7),butthisisrefutedbyEdwards(1976, 128)whoshowsthatthemarksare
simply scrabblings for a wall that appears on early nineteenth century engravings.

12. This report was prepared in 1980, and has been revised and edited by Janice Conheeney and T. W. Pofter. The
bones have been reburied in the churchyard of St Peter's, and a full text of Grainger's report is housed with the archive
at Lancaster Museum.

13. Several'sepulchral stones'were found (Taylor 1903, 85).

14. It is quite possible that the impost blocks for the chancel arch may be earlier than at present dated.

15. Notably the well known hogback stone and so called'Lazarus'cross-shaft: cf. especially Collingwood 1927,72 and
169.

16. Farrer and Brownbill (1914, I 14, n.61) record an inscription for the church.

17. As recorded on a brass plaque in the church.

18. As recorded on an inscription in the church.

19. P.R.O. Duchy of Lancaster Rentals DL.43/5115 m.l

20. Report of the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records,33, appendix 30.

21. P.R.O. DL.43/5/15 m.l.

22.The fullest account of the portable shrines is Blindheim 1984; see also Youngs 1989, pl. 129

23. The Lastingham and Monkwearmouth animal-headed chair arms have been most recently disscussed in Webster &
Backhouse (1991, l5l-2, nos. lll and ll2).
24.1am very grateful to him for pointing out this parallel to me and also for kindly providing one of his photographs of
this understudied piece.

25. Such a moulding is found at Beckermet St Bridget, Cumbria: cf. Bailey and Cramp 1988, ill. 42. Such mouldings
are, however, rarer in Anglo-Saxon than Roman sculptue.

26. There is a Yorkshire fashion for seated figures and busts within architectural frames which seems to begin in the
later eighth century with such classicizing crosses as Easby and Otley, but which spreads westward into Lancashire to
include such sites as Halton and Heysham: see Cramp 1970. Most of the capitals or imposts which are depicted on
ihese crosses or that from Hoddom in Dumfriesshire (Collingwood 1927, fig. 83) are of the stepped slab type. It is
possible that the inturned blocks of Halton and Heysham are merely a simplification, but in view of the widespread
occlrrrence of block imposts in later Saxon architecture, it is at least possible that these later crosses are reflecting
contemporary fashions of the ninth century.
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E.

27 . See note 4 for the many discussions of the 'Lazarus' cross.

28. The representation of Calvary as three empty crosses is well known and is found on pre-Conquest sculpture as
widely apart as Whithorn and Lancaster.

29. In the early art of the catacombs, however, Lazarus is shown at the door of a building with a gabled roof of the
Heysham type; it is therefore possible, since the figure of Christ is often shown at some distance, that it could have been
cut out ofthe narrow scene on the cross face: cf. Cabrol and Leclercq 1907-53, VIII (1929), 20A9-39, ills. 6991-7012.

30. Collingwood(1927, fig. I 16) traced the'spine and boss'type from an early form at Ripon and Northallerton through
to the Viking Age crosses in Cumbria. For the development of this motif in the Viking Age, see Bailey and Cramp
(1988, 34-5 and fig.7). The type on the Heysham head clearly belongs to the pre-Viking age. Pelleted heads occur in
Lancashire and Cumbria at sites such as Lancaster, Brigham and Irton, on crosses which span a period from the ninth to
the tenth century.

31. Cf. note 43.

32. A full account of the Christian significance of the hart and hound as depicted on the cross-shaft from Dacre,
Cumbria is to be found in Bailey (1977b,68-9, 70-l). Bailey's conclusion is that the hart and hound motif, which occurs
at Dacre, Lancaster and Heysham is 'probably a selection of two elements from hunt scenes which the Vikings
encountered in insular art in lreland.'

33. I am grateful to Dr Potter for allowing me to study this interesting material and for his patience with my delays. I
should like also to thank Mn Leslie Randal for checking measurements of the sculpture, and for providing prints. I am
also grateful to Mr D. Craig for his print of the MinnigaffColumn. Finally, I should like to thank All Souls College for
their help with the production of the text.

34. Higgitt 1990. My tanscription follows the conventions in Okasha 1971, 45. The main conventions used here are
italics for'a letter damaged but legible' and italics within square brackets for'a damaged letter where the restoration is
fairly certain'.

35. For the following discussion see Higgitt 1990,34-6. For 'Roman capitals' see Higgitt 1991,47.

36. I should like to thank Elisabettr Okasha for helpful criticism and discussion of my views on the Heysham
inscription.

37. The original report is by Alison Cook, with additional comments by Colleen Batey.

38. Identified by Professor W. T. W. Potts, through Dr A. White of Lancaster Museum.

39. For a recently published group, including a hogback comb, see Welander, Batey and Cowie 987.

40. The finial on the east wall is also sometimes claimed as an Irish feature, but without much justification: Bu'lock
1967, 3t.
41. See the discussion of Cook and Batey, p.124, of the sigrificance of tle comb.

42.The name Heysham is Old English (meaning brushwood), but is sometimes Scandinavianized (Ekwall 1922,178-9).

43. This is the date of discovery quoted by Tomlinson n.d., and followed by Whewell Hogarth (1934, 37). It appears to
be calculated from Nicholson (1891, 32), who writes that'I was informed by a woman,87 years of age . . . that it was
discovered by her father whilst digging a grave in the churchyard', and from Lees (1891, 38), who says that'it was
exhumed 80-90 yean ago'. The earliest refcrence to the stone seems to be in Whitaker in 1823 (II, 319), while Cutts in
1849 says, presumably erroneously, that it was brought down from the chapel (1849, 74-5;the hogback is illustrated in
his frontispiece).

44. For stone-built graves, Thomas 1971, 49. They are common on the Isle of Man, although they are much more
regularly built e.g. Bersu and Wilson 1966, 10. For a closer parallel, from Ravenglass, cf Potter 1979, 47-8.

45. Five samples were submitted, of which tlree were processed; in either case, a larger sample would have been
desirable.

46. cf. Bailey and Cramp ( 1988, 86), for a parallel from Carlisle, and general discussion, and for the pelleted cross-
head with parallels in the first half ofthe ninth century (ibid., ll7); and Cramp above p.l 14

47. Lancaster has always seemed a likely site for some sort of continuity, although it eludes stratigraphical dehnition,
cf. Jones and Shotter 1988, 37 and2234.

@ 'Society of Antiquaries of London and reproduced by their kind permission'.
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