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THE PAROCHIAL BOUNDARIES OF BRISTOL.

By tueE Rev. C. S. TAYLOR, M.A., F.S.A.,
Vicar of Banwell.

A lecture delivered at Bristol on October 19th, 1910.

I PrOPOSE to deal with this subject as with the Bristol Parish
Churches a year ago, taking first the boundaries of Westbury-
on-Trym, then a few south of the Avon in the ancient parish
of Bedminster, and finally those in the ancient borough of
Bristol.

One of the puzzles of my boyhood, spent at Stoke Bishop,
was the ubiquity and multiplicity of stones marked
“W. P. 1848.” Crossing the Down from Stoke to Clifton,
or Gallows Acre l.ane, I passed a double row of stones
running from the Reservoir to the Gully. Close to the
Reservoir there was a little group of them ; they occurred at
intervals all down Whiteladies Road, and finally disappeared
among the streets of Kingsdown. Another set appeared
on the east of the Down, and after crossing the Westbury
Road disappeared at the top of Parry’s Lane. Another of
these stones stood by the ancient dock at Sea Mills, and if
the country walk was prolonged there were others in
Shirechampton Park, and yet another by Penpole Point.
What did they all mean ?

The wisdom of the ancients could only reply that they
marked the boundaries of Westbury Parish, and they were
put up in the year 1848. But that was not very satisfying,
especially as near some of them stood other stones marked
“C. P.” which obviously meant Clifton Parish. The
intelligence of the boy had already gone as far as that.

Fully forty years elapsed before I made out the cause
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of the apparently curious disposition of these stones, and
the date of the earliest occurrence of the line which they mark,
and I found myself among the very beginnings of the welding
together of the kingdoms of the Heptarchy.

In 8oz Egbert succeeded to the Kingdom of the West
Saxons, and on that same day Ealdorman Ethelmund
crossed the Thames at Kempsford from the Hwiccians into.
the West Saxon realm. Ealdorman Weoxtan met him at
the head of the Wiltshiremen, there was a big fight, and both
Ealdormen were slain, but the Wiltshiremen had the victory.

Ciolburga, widow of Ealdorman Ethelmund, was provided
for, in a way not unusual in those days, by being set as Abbess
over the Minster at Berkeley. But this arrangement was. .
evidently very distasteful to the Berkeley folk, for Ethelric,
her son, in a disposition of his property made in 804, left to
his mother, if she should survive him, a life-interest in pro-
perty at Westbury and Stoke, with reversion to the Cathedral
at Worcester. Furthermore, he made elaborate provision
against what he called the “ contention "’ of the Berkeley
folk, which was most likely an assertion that as Ciolburga
had becomne Abbess of Berkeley, all her property had passed
to the community, a result obviously not likely to be
acceptable to the lady herself, or to her relatives.

Ciolburga died in 807, and left the seeds of a long-lived
litigation behind her. On October 3oth, 824, no doubt after
the death of Ethelric, a dispute between the family at
Berkeley and the Bishop of Worcester concerning the
Minster at Westbury was settled in favour of the Bishop.
There were present at the oath of confirmation at Westbury
fifty mass-priests and ten deacons, and of al} other priests
one hundred and sixty—by far the largest assembly of
ecclesiastics recorded in old English history.

Stoke was not dealt with at this time, and it remained in
the possession of Berkeley Minster for sixty vears longer.
But the Bishops of Worcester kept their claim alive, and in
883 the matter was finally settled by Ealdorman Ethelred,
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son-in-law of King Alfred. He remitted certain taxes due
from the Berkeley estates to the king, and he granted the
land at Stoke on a three-life lease to Cynulf, son of Ceoluht, on
the payment of sixty mancuses of gold, with reversion to
the See of Worcester. This settlement of Stoke, which is
witnessed first of all by King Alfred himself, closes with a
list of the land boundaries which are marked out to-day by
stones inscribed “ W. P. 1848.”

First from Hazlewell in Hazledean.

Then to Waldeswell.

From Waldeswell to Sweordestone in Eowcumb.

From Eowcumb to Avon stream.

From Avon stream again up then to Ridgeley.

Then from Ridgeley, then to Penpau.

From Penpau then to Severn stream.

From Hazlewell again then to the Lead-diggings.

From the Lead-diggings to Millpool.

From Millpool again to Avon stream.

The boundaries are those of the two tithings of Stoke
Bishop and Shirehampton, and Hazlewell, the point from
which they start, must have lain somewhere near
Springfield, the house in which Mr. Savage used to live.

The first three points—Hazlewell, Waldeswell, and
Sweordestone—mark the southern boundary of Stoke Bishop
Tithing, by the well-known line of stones through Kingsdown,
along Whiteladies Road, and across the Down to the Avon
at the foot of Eowcumb, or the Gully. Waldeswell I cannot
certainly identify, but if we might translate Sweordestone
Black-stone, then the origin of the name Blackrock, after which
the quarry is called, would date from more than one thousand
years ago. There were few boundary-points on this line,
which was not concerned in the dispute between the rival
minsters. We would gladly know what lay to the south of
the line, where Bristol now is, in King Alfred’s time, but that,
again, was no concern of the families at Worcester and
Berkeley.

I0

Vor. XXXIIIL.
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It seems not at all unlikely that when St. James’s Church
superseded St. Peter’s as the chief of the Bristol churches,
the Church of St. Philip and Jacob was founded by the side
of the market to serve as the parish church of the area south
ot the Frome, for the castle would render access to St.
Peter’s from that district rather difficult. With regard to the
parishes of the other ancient churches, that of St. Lawrence
is annexed to St. John’s Parish, those of St. Ewen and St.
Werburgh lie entirely within the wall, and that of St. Michael
lies altogether to the north of the Frome. There is no
evidence to show what was the boundary-line between
Bristol and the Manor of Billeswick to the south of the
Stone Bridge before the course of the Frome was altered ;
probably it was superseded by the Floating Harbour in the
middle of the thirteenth century.

Looking at the map of Bristol, then, we see two sets of
dividing lines. First, the wall separating the area to be
defended from the region without; and, secondly, the paro-
chial boundaries which mark out the regions into which the
inhabited region was divided. And we notice that these
two sets of lines are quite independent of each other. The
walls no doubt completed a circuit; the boundaries radiate
from the centre to the Frome and Avon, which almost
encircled the little settlement, and they cut through the line
of wall as though it was not there.

The question naturally arises which of these two sets of
lines is the older, and to that question there can be but one
answer : clearly the boundaries are older than the wall. For
if the wall were the older, we should certainly find cases
where the boundaries were cut short by the wall and then
ran along it. This, however, we do not find, though we do
find a case where a boundary follows the wall for a short
distance ; but in that case (St. Leonard’s) we have seen
that it is likely that a new condition of things had arisen
which may well have caused a slight change in the position
of the boundary. There is, of course, the case of the four
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churches which stood on the gateways in the wall; but we
saw last year, when we were considering the history of the
old churches, that the churches on the ground were probably
older than the churches on the wall, a conclusion which was
horne out by the fact that no wall church gave its name to
a ward. It may very well have happened that the parishes
belonging to the four old churches of Christ Church, All
Saints, St. Ewen and St. Werburgh stretched out originally
to the Avon and Frome, and were divided when the wall-
churches were built, the more distant portions being assigned
to the new churches. At any rate, there is not a single
instance where the boundaries crossed both IFrrome and Avon.

Thus the consideration of -the old parish boundaries
seems to have led us back to a period when Bristol was an
open place, before any defensive work had been carried
round it. And the place-name would scem to point to such
a condition of things, when the title Bridge-place was first
applied to the collection of houses at the bridge-head. It
was not a Tun or portion enclosed, or shut off from the rest
of the manor, neither was it a ceasfer or fortress, like Glea-
wanceaster, Cirenceaster and Bathanceaster, the fortresses
of Gloucester, Cirencester and Bath which were captured
after the Battle of Dyrham in 577. Primitive Bristol was
simply a slow, a place where the houses stood more thickly
together than they did on other portions of the manor. No
onc founded Bristol, it simply grew by the energy of its own
people. Somecone built a. bridge, and the people came and
built their houses, and so the Bridge-place began to be. The
more one considers the churchies of Bristol, their dedications,
and their parish boundaries, the more clear it scems to be
that it is a very ancient place. When it came into being
we cannot tell, but certainly so far back that Celt and Mercian
could live and worship side by side in churches called by the
names of their own local saints. What were the causes
which raised DBristol from insignificance, and at what time
it was first girded with a fortification, we secem to have no
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means of discovering. What it was at first we may guess
from the parish boundaries ; what it is now we know. We
know also the history of its growth for more than eight
hundred years, but the story of the early days of Bristol has
still to be worked out.

The following points with regard to the early history of
Bristol seem to be fairly clear.

It was not the successor of any considerable centre of
population in Roman or British times.

It did not grow up under a fortress or round a minster.
It grew up on the Royal Manor of Barton, the original court-
house of which stood at Barton Hill, which name, together
with Lawford’s (Hlaford’s—the Lord’s) Gate in front and
Kingsland Road behind, would seem to mark the ancient site.

It grew up at the head of a bridge that was cast across the
Avon. Note that in Domesday Book both Barton by Bristol
to the north of Avon and Bedminster to the south of it
appear as ancient estates of the Crown.

As the manor on which it grew up had no distinctive
name, the settlement at the bridge-head took the name
simply of Brygcstow—the Bridge-place. DBristol Bridge is
older than Bristol.

We may perhaps guess that the bridge was not thrown
over the river before the time of Egbert, when Mercia became
practically a dependency of Wessex. But assoon as the two
kingdoms came under one head it would be very likely that -
a bridge would be built; for there is no reason for supposing
that there was any bridge below Bath, yet a bridge must
have been urgently needed in the district; and the site of
Bristol, where two Royal Manors probably faced one another
across the river, protected from attack from the sea as it was
by the high land at Clifton and Leigh, would be an admirable
site for a bridge.

The dedication to St. Werburgh need not of necessity point
to an earlier date than this, for though that princess died about
710, her dedications at Treneglos and Warbstow in Cornwall




138 TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR IQIO.

can hardly have been acquired much before the battle at
Hengestdune in the last year but one of the reign of King
Egbert. It is true that Mr. Kerslake connected the dedica-
tion at Warbstow with the alliance between Ethelbald, King
of the Mercians, and Cuthred, King of the West Saxons, for
the purpose of fighting the Welsh in 743, but this alliance
was apparently only temporary. At any rate, the Chronicle
notes under 741 as a mark of Cuthred’s rule that he fought
sternly with King Ethelbald, and he certainly utterly over-
came the Mercian king at Burford in 752. The results of
Ligbert’s fights with the Cornishmen seem to have been lasting,

Bristol was not at first a fortified place ; indeed, it seems
clear that thie whole system of the boundaries of the ancient
parishes had grown up before a wall was carried round the
settlemient. But the expression used in the Worcester
Chronicle for 1067, concerning one of Harold’s sons who had
come on a plundering raid from Ircland, *“ Foron pa to
Brygestowe and pa burh abrecan woldon ” (““ He went then
to Bristol and strove to storm the town ), might be taken
to imply that some kind of fortification had been by that
time carried round the place; but there is no evidence to
show when this was done. The passage in the Parker
Chronicle for 918, “ The king had arranged for opposing
their landing on the south coast of the estuary of the Severn,
from Cornwall westward to the mouth of the Avon eastward,”’
does not of necessity imply fortifications at all, and it makes
no reference to Bristol, which is not mentioned in the list of
West Saxon fortresses dating from the time of Edward the
Elder. It may be taken, however, that the revival of the
raids of the Northmen in the carly years of the reign of
Etlelred the Unready would have made some kind of fortifi-
cation needful for the protection of a place which, as its
coins show, was already of considerable importance.

But though we may in this way form some idea of the
possible origin and development of Bristol, it all remains
pure conjecture: no light is thrown upon the place from
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without, and there is nothing to connect the making of
Bristol with the making of England. When the borough
first appears in history, in 1052, it is already a seaport, strong
enough a few years later to beat off by stern fighting (*‘ seo
burhwaru hed heardlice wiSfeaht ”—* the townsmen stoutly
withstood them ") a host of plundering Irish Northmen.
Bristol has been from the beginning a place of trade and
commerce, ever growing by the strength and energy of its
own people, owing little, if anything, to kings or barons or
prelates ; and people of that kind, who stay at home and
mind their own business, leave little mark on the pages of
history, though very likely they were much better employed
than many of those whose names are written large thereon.

* * * * *

It scems that in the future it may become difficult to
trace out the parochial boundaries within the borough of
which mention has been made, for the Government are
ceasing to mark the parish boundaries on their large-scale
Ordnance Maps. The reason given for this step backward
seems to be that as Bristol is now for civil purposes a single
parish it is no longer needful to mark the old parishes; but
this is not very convincing. Again, I have been told since
this lecture has been delivered that the boundary-stones on
Durdham Down have been removed. This seems to have
been done silently, without reason given; but it could not
have been done without the knowledge and consent of some
Public Authority. Yet it is likely that there are many
places in England with not one-hundredth part of the
historical interest of Bristol where the authorities would be
only too glad to preserve the outward marks of such a proof
of the continuity of Inglish history as a boundary-line
which was certified by XKing Alfred himself. Truly the
generous donor of Leigh Woods showed his wisdom when he
placed his beautiful gift in charge of trustces who should be
subject neither to governmental nor municipal influences.





