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THE ROMAN ROAD, PONS P ERILIS, A"N'D BECKERY MILL : 

A REGIONAL SURVEY. 

BY J OHN MORLAND . 

I T has been my lot during the last fifty years to look daily 
over the pleasant valley of the Brue, as it stretches east 

and west under the low hills of Kingweston and Butleigh, of 
Street and the Polden ridge. I t has charm at all seasons of 
the year. In spring at t imes the flooded levels make a lake 
with many little islands, in the summ er we have the glory of 
the sheets of buttercups, in the autumn the low-lying mists 
make again an exquisite lake, and in the winter the snowy 
levels are so beaut iful that it is difficult to give the prize to 
any season. Moreover, we have the great glory of level lands, 
an uninterrupted sky view with its sunrises and sunsets and 
its clouds and clear visions of the starry heavens. One has 
learnt to love this corner of Somerset and therefore to prize 
any clue to the history of t he passage of the levels from one 
continuous marsh in the past to the rich pasture of the present 
day. 

Until early in the last century t he road from Glastonbury to 
Street and t he west was t he hill road outside the southern fence 
of Wyrral Park, which at the dissolution of the monastery 
sheltered a hundred deer. Southward of the road were the 
Vineyards, so called to this day. At the western end the road 
reaches the levels a t the hamlet of Northover where there is 
a bridge, Bumbaley Bridge, over t he millstream. Thence t he 
present road passes due south over Pomparles Bridge and t he 
artificial " Causeway " to the town of Street. 



PLATE XVIII. 

ROMAN ROAD FROM NORTHOVER TO STREET. 

Showing its snrfuce of lias-stone, and the Aoocl-soil above it . 
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In 1912 I wrote at some length on the history of Pomparles 
Bridge-Pons Perilis reputed to be of Roman foundation but 
proved certainly to be medieval in origin with a name purely 
of romance (Proceedings, LVIII, ii, 53-59) . I recur to the 
history of this bridge later. 

In the year 1881 drains were being laid in the fields to the 
east of the "Causeway" and thereby an ancient road was 
discovered which had been long buried and forgotten . It ran 
nearly parallel with the " Causeway " at a distance of 50 or 
60 yards. It was partially examined at that time by myself 
and others, and the results are recorded in t he Proceedings, 
XXVII, ii, 43-50. 

The conclusions then arrived at were, that the road was 
probably Roman and not British, and that the River Brue 
was probably crossed by a wooden bridge, for at the site .of the 
excavation which was just south of the river there were found 
on the flanks of the road portions of mortised oak, and in the 
construction of the · road itself massive horizontal oak beams 
and deeply-sunk oak piles which suggested a bridge-head. 

In 1921, forty years later, our attention was again called to 
this buried road, this time through the parching of the turf by 
the long drought, which caused a burnt streak along its course 
straight as an arrow from the Brue to t he " Mead " at Street, 
but slightly deflected to the west from the north bank of the 
Brue to Northover. 

It seemed desirable to make a new exploration as there were 
several points which needed clearing up. Firstly, its Roman 
origin needed to be put beyond question. Secondly, its normal 
structure needed further attention, for clearly in the neigh­
bourhood of a bridge-head it might be abnormal. Thirdly, 
it was desirable to decide the real object of this supposed 
bridge-head, which might possibly have been rather of the 
nature of a pill or pier for boats. Fourthly, we needed evidence 
whether the road was continued on the north side of the river 
and its further course to Glastonbury; and fifthly, we were 
entirely without information as to the date up to which the 
road was in use. 

In 1921, with the consent of the tenant Mr. Mapstone, we 
excavated at two points, both of them to the north of the river, 
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th e one just opposite t he excavation of 1881 where the sup­
posed bridge-head was found, in order to investigate the 
normal structure of the road, and the other at the upper 
margin of the old marsh, in order to see what change had been 
made in the structure of the road as it passed from the bog to 
the solid clay of Wyrral. My grandson, Stephen C. Morland , 
took the oversight of the work and the preparation of the 
n ecessary plans . 

At the site just to the north of the northern hank of the river 
we reached the surface of the road at a depth of 3ft. 2ins ., the 
soil removed being the very firm clay of the levels, entirely 
flood-soil. We were able to lift the clay in masses from the 
surface of the road, so that we could see it in exactly the same 
condition as when it was last used by man. The photograph 
(Plate XVIII) faithfully represents that condition. It was 
certainly a rough road, but not too rough for use by horseman 
or foot-passenger; to those familiar with the mountain tracks 
on the foot-hills of the Riviera it seemed not a dissimilar way. 
The lias stones of which it was composed came from quarries 
at or above Street, showing that t he road was made from the 
southern end. They were very irregular in shape and size, 
were not pieced together into a pavement, but roughly levelled, 
no binding materia l being used. Everyone who saw this 
surface was struck by the fact that all the stones were very 
much worn, apparently by water, or by long weathering on 
the surface of the land. There was no evidence of wheel 
tra:ffic,-there were no wheel-tracks,-neither were the stones 
broken or pulverized as t hey a lways are by wheels. 

As I was unable to examine all the substructure personally, 
I insert Stephen C. Morland's report :-

" T HE SUBSTRUCT URE OF THE OLD CAUSEWAY F ROM 

NORTHOVER TO STREET (Plate XI X). 

"As is usual with all such causewavs, brushwood-alder brush­
wood-formed the lowest stage of the fOlmdation. The fact that 
the peat on the east side of the road contained many thick alder 
roots suggest s that the builders had not far to look for their material. 
Above a few inches of this small brush were laid split alder boughs, 
2 or 3ins. in diameter, transversely across the causeway, flat side 
down to lessen their tendency to disappear into the marsh. 



66 T !te Brue at Glastonbury. 

th e one just opposite t he excavation of 1881 where the sup­
posed bridge-head was found, in order to investigate the 
normal structure of the road, and the other at the upper 
margin of the old marsh, in order to see what change had been 
made in the structure of the road as it passed from the bog to 
the solid clay of Wyrral. My grandson, Stephen C. Morland , 
took the oversight of the work and the preparation of the 
n ecessary plans . 

At the site just to the north of the northern hank of the river 
we reached the surface of the road at a depth of 3ft. 2ins ., the 
soil removed being the very firm clay of the levels, entirely 
flood-soil. We were able to lift the clay in masses from the 
surface of the road, so that we could see it in exactly the same 
condition as when it was last used by man. The photograph 
(Plate XVIII) faithfully represents that condition. It was 
certainly a rough road, but not too rough for use by horseman 
or foot-passenger; to those familiar with the mountain tracks 
on the foot-hills of the Riviera it seemed not a dissimilar way. 
The lias stones of which it was composed came from quarries 
at or above Street, showing that t he road was made from the 
southern end. They were very irregular in shape and size, 
were not pieced together into a pavement, but roughly levelled, 
no binding materia l being used. Everyone who saw this 
surface was struck by the fact that all the stones were very 
much worn, apparently by water, or by long weathering on 
the surface of the land. There was no evidence of wheel 
tra:ffic,-there were no wheel-tracks,-neither were the stones 
broken or pulverized as t hey a lways are by wheels. 

As I was unable to examine all the substructure personally, 
I insert Stephen C. Morland's report :-

" T HE SUBSTRUCT URE OF THE OLD CAUSEWAY F ROM 

NORTHOVER TO STREET (Plate XI X). 

"As is usual with all such causewavs, brushwood-alder brush­
wood-formed the lowest stage of the fOlmdation. The fact that 
the peat on the east side of the road contained many thick alder 
roots suggest s that the builders had not far to look for their material. 
Above a few inches of this small brush were laid split alder boughs, 
2 or 3ins. in diameter, transversely across the causeway, flat side 
down to lessen their tendency to disappear into the marsh. 



PLATE X TX . 

ROMAN ROAD FROM NORTHOVER TO STREET. 

Showing the timberwork substn1cture under the stone surface of U10 road. 
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" So far the structure of the causeway had been perfectly normal, 
but I believe that the carefully laid oak planks that covered the 
alder boughs are an mrnsual feature. Unfortum1,tely for the an­
tiquary, the layer of stones that rests upon t he oak boards has so 
efficiently drained the causeway, that the peat-water has failed to 
preserve the wood, while the weight of 3 feet of clay above has 
pressed and flattened it to add to our difficulties. 

" Longitudinal boards, it appears, were first laid along each side 
of the road and held in position by stakes and piles. Across them, 
and for the most part resting on them, were other oaken boards, 
in the nature of sleepers, while a narrow plank near the middle of 
the track and parallel with the sides lay across them, possibly to 
hold them clown. We found no traces of pegs holding the boards 
together, but in two or three instances it appears that the sleepers 
were split down the centre, and that the lateral or central timbers 
were held in the fork thus made. This seems to be the probable 
interpretation of the way in which the direction of the grain changecl 
on the surface of the wood, which had rotted almo,ot to a pulp. 

"In order to prevent the road embankment slipping into the 
marsh, a number of oak piles and alder stakes were used. The piles 
were about 3 feet in length, rectangular and with chamfered edges. 
Owing to the extreme hardness of the points of one or two of them, 
I should think they were sharpened by burning. Some were as 
much as 9ins. across at the top, almost wedge-shaped. The stakes 
were not so long- about 2ft. 6ins.- and were of a light brown wood, 
circular, l½ins. in diameter and very sharply pointed. Some very 
clean-cutting tool had been used for the pointing,- in fact the 
length of the cuts would suggest to-day that a plane had been used. 
The actual points of one or two had been turned by driving the 
stake into something comparatively hard, while one showed a 
crushed top that could only indicate hard hammering. 

" The position of the stakes and piles shows little order or ar­
rangement. On the ea-st side of this section of the road, about 
12 feet in length three piles and one stake were found in the em­
bankmen t, while two more stakes were where two of the lateral 
timbers were joined, one actually being beneath the timber. On 
t he other side of the road we found a group of two piles and three 
stakes suppor ting what was probably a join in the lateral timbers, 
but nothing supporting the embankment which here was almost 
as wide as the road. It is worth remarking that the piles nearly 
reached through to the stone surface of the road. 

S. C. M." 

At the old border of the marsh the road was continued in 
a direct line northward resting directly on the clay of the hill 
without any substructure; t h e stones h owever were of the 
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same character. I t was covered by a certain amount of 
flood-soil and by soil mixed wi th stones which may be of much 
more recent date. In regard to t he level of t he road it seemed 
eviden t to us t hat t he present millstream which crosses its 
course at t his point was not in existence when this old road 
was in use. R emains of a trackway which would be in direct 
continuation of our road were found some t ime ago at t he 
Northover Nur series. This short p iece connects at once with 
the ancient road to Glastonbury . No evidence has been 
found of any other road in this direction , the ridge of the hill 
having been searched in vain. 

Sear ch was made for any relics of the northern bridge-head 
at t he lower excavation, but without success. We did not 
care to interfere with t he river bank which may possibly yet 
conceal such a structure. There must , however , h ave been 
a bridge to connect the two sections of road t ogether. The 
suggest ion of a ford is put out of court by the high level of the 
opposite sections of t he road and by t he manifest difficulty of 
m aking a passable ford in such boggy land. 

We scarcely hoped to find in such a partial examination of 
t he road , the two sections t oget her being about 12 yards, any 
cont emporary relics, but we were more fortuna te t han we 
expected. At a dept h of nearly a foot below t he brushwood 
of the substructure was found t he remains of a small bowl ,5ins . 
in diameter, of thin grey "Upchurch " ware, t urned on the 
wheel. It is clearly of t he Roman period, and is like fragments 
found on the course of the hill-road near the Vineyards, where 
also were found fragments of other Roman pottery, coarse 
black ware, and imitation Samian , fragments of mortaria, 
and a portion of a quern, showing occupation at that point 
d ur ing the R oman period. As t he basin was found beneath 
t he foundation, i t is clear t he road was of subsequent date. 
It also suggest s as a possibility that our road was the successor 
of a yet earlier track taking t he same general course across 
th e valley . 

J ust below t he surface of t he r oad amongst t he stones t here 
were found an iron punch and a gouge about 14ins. in length. 
The latter was probably fitted wit h a wooden handle, but some 
who h ave seen it think it might have been used as an auger 
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with a cross-head ; in either case it was such a tool as would 
be used in making mortise-holes in the oak fragments which 
were found in connection with the bridge-head in the 1881 
excavation which was within a short distance of the point 
where the two tools were found. 

On the surface of the road was found the most important 
relic, an iron spur, figured half-size in the accompanying illus-

A. 

-.,.OO'TU. 8R.1DC£., 

A. Spur, temp. Richard I, found on tho surface of t he road from 
Northover to St reet. 

B. Incised m ark on stone , T ootle Brid ge, Baltonsborough. 

tration (A). It has been in the hands of several well-known 
experts, and the general conclusion is summed up in the 
verdict of Mr. F. A. Harman Oates, the Keeper of the King's 
Armoury and of the London Museum. H e describes it as a 
" p ryke spur fragment of unusual form found at Glastonbury , 
late XII Century or early XIII Century work." Tb.is exactly 
agreed with Mr. Sebast ian Evans' opinion that it might be 
temp . Richard I. 
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Some unusual features of the spur point to an early date. The 
portion which fits round the boot is of nearly round iron instead 
of the more convenient flattened form, and the whole spur. is 
almost in one plane, the prick being scarcely tilted. The shaft 
is also longer than in most specimens, and the globe carrying 
t he point i s also unusual. In t he -X III Century rowel sp urs 
came into fashion and gradually superseded t he prick spur. 
The spur was certainly lost by some horseman passing along 
the road whilst it was still in use, for when it was left derelict 
the road was as completely sealed up by the mud as Pompeii 
or Herculaneum by the dust or lava from l\1.ow1t Vesuvius. 

, ve can now come to definite conclusions on the five poi1its 
left uncertain in 1881. In the first p lace the road, or Pack­
h orse track, or Causey, or Caketum, was certainly Roman, 
but was not built in the earliest period of the occupation, for 
Roman pottery was found underneath. We can at once 
dismiss any t hought of a later period-post-Roman or Saxon­
as its workmanship and extent forbid . Here we have a way 
engineered most intelligently over the soft bog, straigh t in its 
direction, thoroughly substantial in its construction which 
required much skilled lr1bour and much material. I t is about 
two-fifths of a mile in length, at least 500 tons of stone were 
u sed in its construction and a n immense quantity of timber ; 
further , the river needed to be crossed , and was crossed by a 
substantial oak bridge built with the necessary deep piling. 

The work seems to presuppose a considerable population 
to be served by it to make it worth while . We have so far 
but little direct evidence of Roman occupation in Glastonbury 
itself. The road looks like an attempt to extend R oman 
influence . 

As suggested already, it is not improbable that a track of 
British origin already crossed the marsh on this line, for here 
the bad ground is at its narrowest, and I would suggest that 
at the Wyrral end it connected up with a previousl31 existing 
British track. In t he southward direction t he old way points 
directly to Street Cross, and further in the line of the present 
r oad to " Partway " and thence to lVIarsh all's Elm, where it 
would connect with the Roman road along the Polden Hills . 
A little further in this direction we come to the site of several 
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Roman villas in the neighbourhood of Littleton and Somerton. 
I have no doubt that in this old road we have but one of many 
subordinate ways made in Roman times. The exceptional 
interest is that here we have a complete section of road 
which has been sealed up and so preserved for the last seven 
hundred year s and that we see it just as it was last used in the 
XII-XIII Century. 

The normal structure of t he road has been described. There 
is no longer doubt as to the wooden bridge, confirmed as it is 
by the finding of a tool used in its repair. We also most 
clearly found that the road was carried through to Glaston­
bury and that it remained in u se till at least the end of the 
XII Century. If the road was made in the IV Century, it 
was in use for eight hundred years, and the mystery of the 
apparently water-worn stones is solved. They were not worn 
by water, but by the constant traffic of man and horse, prob­
ably for a period as long as t hat which separates us from the 
Norman Conquest. lVIy friend, lVIr. A. Kemp Brown, sends 
me an extract from ·w'illiam of lVIalmesbury's "Gesta Ponti­
fi cum Anglorum," lib. II, which is appropriate here; trans­
lated it reads : "Glastonia is a town (villa) situated in a 
certain marshy retreat, although it is accessible on horseback 
or on foot, yet it is not desirable either for position or for 
beauty. There King Ina by the advice of the blessed Eald­
h elm was the first to build a monastery." 

This was probably written before William visited Glaston­
bury and he may have had good reasons to revise bis criticism 
both of its history and its site ; but, the road which we have 
described was undoubtedly the identical road that William 
found here on his arrival and travelled over if he proceeded 
further westward. 

It would be fascinating to picture the many wayfarers from 
the west who must have trodden these stones. Kings, bishops 
and abbots, soldiers and peasants, Romans, Britons, Saxons, 
Danes and Normans, but my paper will be quite long enough, 
so I must leave its extension to the readers. 

There remains the consideration of t he reason for the disuse 
of this old way. 

In 1912 I wrote an account of the so-called Pons Perilis-
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"Pomparles "-a bridge which had been recently rebuilt 
(Proceedings, LVIII, ii, 53-59). The bridge superseded at that 
time was built in 1826, ieplacing an earlier one "which was 
too narrow for a public road, and t he arches too small for the 
passage of the flood waters in the river." Fortunately Phelps 
gives us a woodcut of the old bridge as a tail-piece to one of 
his chapters, which is here reproduced in Plate XX. This cut 
shows a bridge of two arches, one of them round and tbe other 
pointed. The excavations in 1912 for the new bridge dis­
closed the remains of a second round arch to t he sout h . 
Judging from the masonry of the round a.rches and especially 
the stepped buttresses, Mr. Bligh Bond assured me that they 
might be of XII Century work, whilst the pointed arch he 
would assign to t he XIV or early XV Century. 

We must then conclude that as the Roman road with its 
wooden bridge was used up to the end of the XII Century, 
that this round arched bridge about 60 yards to the west 
replaced the old structure, and the new causeway t ook the 
place of t he old one. Whilst the early work was 9ft. wide, 
the new road and bridge measured 12ft. It may be that with 
new prosperity in the country it was d e:;:irable to make the 
new road for convenience. I believe, however, that there was 
another reason at work. The earliest Pons Perilis was as we 
have seen of possible XII Century work. Was there at about 
this t ime any abbot who would be likely to have planned it ? 
The end of the XII Century found the Abbey.in considerable 
difficulty. Savaric was abbot and bishop 1192 to 1205, and 
the chroniclers bitterly complain of the confusion and losses 
occasioned by hi~. Manors were alienat ed and debts in­
curred, so t hat for years economy was necessarily the order 
of the day. Neither of the three succeeding abbots are re­
ported to have been builders, but the times gradually improved 
and in 1235 Abbot Michael of Ambresbury was elected and 
for seventeen years ruled t he monastery. Of this abbot the 
chronicler Adam of Domerham writes with enthusiasm. H e 
was clearly an excellent man of affairs as well as a judicial 
ruler. The value of the monastic property rapidly increased , 
and on his retirement he not only left the treasury free from 
debt, but the demesnes and farms were full of live stock with 
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food enough in store for a year ahead. The inventory tells of 
111½ carucas or plough teams of oxen , eight in a team, 892 
in all. This shows the large proportion of arable land, as the 
milking cows numbered 233 only. Somerset was not yet one 
grea,t milk farm. Bulls, heifern and young stock numbered 
407, sheep 6,7 17. 

Of Michael we read also that he was a great builder. About 
a hundred houses either within the Abbey enclosure or out side 
were erected by him. But a passage to which I would call 
attention is on p. 505 of Hearne's edition of Adam of Domer­
ham. Ten mills he added to the Church, namely either in 
places where they had never been he raised from the founda­
tions, or in other cases by law proceedings he regained those 
which were wrongly occupied. Probably we shall do well to 
look upon the round figures of one hundred houses and of ten 
mills, as being traditional in the t ime of the chronicler ; whilst 
the details as to cattle and sheep are clearly taken from an 
extant inventory. 

Now the building of a new water-mill where no mill had 
been before is a very serious matter in our level country ; it 
involves the embanking of the stream for a long distance above 
the mill to obtain the necessary fall. It needs generally a 
diverted mill-stream with the needed weir to carry away the 
surplus water. 

Someone has done a work of this character at Glastonbury. 
The River Brue is embanked for 1,800 yards from Plungen to 
Prior's ·weir,-" Clyse Hole,"-and the mill-stream is carried 
another 1,400 yards rotmd the end of Wyrral at Northover to 
Beckery. Can we connect this extensive work with the 
building of Pons Perilis? I think we can. The early but­
tressed bridge appears to me of identically the same period as 
three points on the mill-stream. The old bridge at Northover 
was of the same width as Pomparles-12 feet. Just above 
this point there is a high retaining wall, to support t he road 
which passes over the bridge . This wall also has t he same 
stepped work at its base in the mill-stream. Again the double 
conduit which carries t he water from Actis under the embanked 
mill-stream at Clyse Hole is of t he same character with a 
stepped cutwater or buttress between the two culverts both 
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up stream and do,vn stream. It now appears to me quite 
clear that the embanking of t he Brue, the cligging of the mill­
stream and the building of Beckery Mill are part and parcel of 
one great scheme, which included the new causeway across 
the valley and the building of Pons Perilis . Further , water 
from the mill-stream at Northover was conveyed in a canal 
still in existence under t he northern side of Wyrral Hill to the 
Abbot's fish pond at Glastonbury, almost under the Abbey 
walls. This waterway would also give access by water direct 
from t he Abbey to Butleigh and Baltonsborough. Much clay 
was used in making the "Causeway" to Street, which appears 
to have been brought from the northern end. If t he canal to 
the Abbey was being made at t he same time, it would have 
supplied the material n eeded. The fulling mill at Northover 
was probably of the same date . 

Beckery Mill is not mentioned in Domesday, nor in Henry 
de Soliaco's Inquisit ion in 1189. 

"Prior's Weir " is found in 1415 in a hundred court roll, and 
Beckery Mm was evidently an old mill in Abbot Beere's time. 

To sum up, the spur proves that t he new bridge was not 
built in 1200 A.D. Its masonry, however , shows it was built 
at a time when XII Century masonry was still in use. Abbot 
:Michael built many mills about the middle of the XIII 
Century ; therefore we may fairly conclude tha t he buil t this 
bridge as a part of the mill scheme for Beckery . 

Can we now take the history of " Pons P erilis " and of the 
levels a little further 1 T he early bridge had a very high sill 
for the flow of ·water ; in fact this sill was higher than the 
spring of the arch of the 1826 bridge, and only 6 feet lower than 
the present top of the bank of the river a bove. Before these 
banks were made the river conld not have been more than 
2 to 3 feet deep. As the arches of Abbot Michael's bridge 
were the only opAningR in the continuous " causeway " across 
the valley to Sti:eet, it is clear t hat the lan:d above it must have 
been almost continuously flooded , and as the river above Prior's 
Weir was now confined in a narrow channel by embankments, 
the ,,·ater quickly and constant ly brought down mud which 
was deposited on this floor of land. This may possibly have 
been foreseen by the abbot. At first it was a great advan-
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tage ; the useless bog was quickly covered with rich soil and 
in summer would grow much herbage for cattle. After a 
course of years, however, further deposit of mud became 
unnecessary and it was then an object to avoid such frequent 
floods. Therefore in the XIV Century or ea-dy in the XV 
Century a further arch and waterway was provided by exca­
vating on the northern bank of the river, the sill of which was 
at a lower level. This seems to be t he history of the pointed 
arch . 

It was possibly t he work of Abbot John Chinnock. The 
order of the hunch ed court in 1415 directed the scouring of the 
Brue from " Pons periculosus to Prior's Weir." This was 
probably after the new arch had been erected, and shows 
anxiety that the waterways should be kept open so that the 
new grass lands might be kept dry . 

The surface of the old road was of course above t he bog by 
2 feet or more. It is now 3 feet below t he present level of t he 
turf. Its depression is clearly due to t he pressure of the 
accumulated flood-soil which would weigh nearly a ton on 
each square yard. The whole floor of land has sunk and with 
it the road, the spongy peat below being compressed. I do 
not know the depth of the peat at this point. In the imme­
diate neighbourhood a thickness of from l 4 to 16 feet is 
common, and this is peat which has already been somewhat 
compressed ; therefore t he original thickness on this site may 
well have been from 18 to 20 feet. A compression of the peat 
to the extent of 20% to 25% would be sufficient, and this does 
not seem excessive. The combined efiect on the smface level 
of the ground of the deposit of mud and the sinking of the 
underlying peat would appear to have been to keep t hat level 
constant. If 2 feet in depth of flood-soil were deposited, the 
peat was condensed 2 feet; if there ,vere 3 feet of flood-soil, 
t he peat was condensed 3 feet. This may not be con stant over 
the whole of the Glastonbury levels, but it was the case here . 
On the west side of the causeway the fields appear to be on 
t he same level as on the east, although t he flood-soil is m uch 
less deep. 

Below Pons Perilis, Leland reported that the river divided , 
one part going through the moor and the other round by 
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Glastonbury. The course of the ·Glastonbury portion of the 
ancient river seems to have been round the northern side of 
" Brides" under the old chapel, and of Beckery I sland to a 
point near the present railway station, where the river-port 
for Glastonbury must have been. Then it flowed n orthward 
taking the line of Dye House Lane and of Great Withy Rhyne, 
which is clearly an ancient and natural water-course, it passed 
to the east of the Glastonbury Lake Village which it bounded 
and thus joined t he Hartlake river, and with it entered the 
great mere. 

At the north-westerly point of Beckery I sland there is yet 
to be seen a stoned ford. It probably marks the crossing of 
a moorway to Sharpham, but its connections have not been 
traced. It is probably of very early date. 

P.S .- The writer of t his paper is much indebted to Mr. F. Bligh 
Bond, F .R .I.B.A., for t he following note, written after reading t he 
manuscript and considering the evidence. Whilst Mr. Bligh Bond 
concurs generally with the conclusions arrived at, including the 
building of Beckery Mill, he demurs as to t he date of Pons Perilis 
which he would place fifty years earlier. The writer must not 
extend this paper further or he would explain why he still holds to 
his original opinion. The reproduction of Mr. Phelps's woodcut 
(Plate XX) is inserted so th:i.t the reader may understand the 
details referred to in the paper and in t his note. 

NOTE BY l\fu. B LIGH BOND AS TO THE PROBABLE DATE OF THE 

MEDIEVAL BRIDGE. 

" The sketch of t he bridge in Phelps's work shows two arches, 
that on t he north being pointed, and suggestive of late XIV 
Century or early XV Century work, whilst the southern arch is 
round-headed and offers no precise data for judgment of its period ; 
t he cent ral cutwater and t hat to t he south of the round arch are 
similar in form and would appear coeval with the round arch itself, 
whilst the buttress to the north of the pointed arch agrees more 
with its supposed period. 

" The presence of t he additional cutwater on t he south of the 
round arch , taken in conjunction with the long piece of plain walling 
in continuation to the south strongly suggest s t hat at one time there 
must have been a third arch to this bridge, to the southward of the 



PLATE XX. 

BRIDGE OVER THE RIVER BRUE AT NORTHOVER, between Glastonbury and Street. 

'.L'aken from Phelps's "History of Somersetshire," vol. I (1886), li· 565. 
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others. The width of the stream in Phelps's sketch seems to call 
for t lus. The position of the 1820 bridge would just cover the 
width of the missing arch, and would correspond, with its single 
span to the conjoint width of t he southern arch shown by Phelps, 
plus this vacant space of walling mentioned. Mr. Morland has sub­
mitted me a drawing showing how the two overlap in this manner. 

" The inference I should draw would be that there were originally 
three equal arches to the bridge, and I think that if the smaller arch 
or culvert existing a little way to the south were counted in, then, 
as Mr. Morland suggests, we should have the explanation of the 
four arches mentioned by Leland. 

" I wish we knew something of the width of t he river-bed before 
it was embanked. It may have been a good deal wider and shal­
lower . vVere data forthcoming as to the exact points of terminus 
of the Roman road on the north and south of river, we should be 
in a better position to understand subsequent changes. 

" As regards the date of the circular-headed arch in Phelps, and 
its supports, I am inclined, provisionally, to place this at the latter 
part of the XII Century. The finding of the spur on the smface of 
the old causeway certainly seems to suggest that t he old road would 
have become derelict very soon after the spur was dropped. But 
it would not fall into disuse until after the new bridge was built . 
Mr. Evans gives the t ime of Richard I as t he date of t he spur. This 
makes it 1189- 1199. 

"Now the bridge would be needed for heavy traffic, and t he 
heaviest traffic that t his bridge would be likely to have known 
would be that associated with the hauling of local stone for the new 
Abbey building after the great fire of 1184 A .D. For such haulage 
it is most probable that the old road would be unsuitable, and the 
older bridge certainly so. Mr. Morland, in fact, finds that t he old 
road was not used for such purposes. But great quantities of lias 
were undoubtedly used in the laying of the new foundations, in the 
years immediately following the great fire. Hence my reading of 
the history of this bridge would be that it was built after the great 
fire, to meet the emergency of the new builders. The arches plain 
at first , and of rough stone, as shown in the southern arch of Phelps's 
sketch, would be such as one might associate with a strong utili­
tarian work. And as regards the Gothic arch on the north, t his I 
should suppose to have been built about Abbot Chinnock's t ime, 
as a reconstruction of an older one, on more mature and deliberate 
lines, reflecting t he taste of the Abbey builders. :Mr. Morland has 
preserved details of t he northern abutment of the bridge exposed 
during the rebuilding. These show several courses of fine squared 
stones, vertically tooled, in the lower part, and above these, for 
about a third of the ver tical height to t he spring of the former arch, 
appear four or five courses of untooled and inferior masonry . 

" This difference seems to support the view that the pointed arch 
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was a later reconstruction of a previously existing arch, and to thi,; 
must be added the evidence of the central cutwater whose form 
implie,; another arch to the north . 

" I would add that I see no reason to dissent from Mr. l\forland's 
view that Abbot Michael may have been responsible for the mill work 
(1235-1255), and the other old bridges mentioned are very probably 
of his date." 

FnEDK. BLIGH BOND. 

October 22nd, 1922. 

IDENTIFICATION OF WLGAR'S BRIDGE, PYNNESLAKE, 
DuNSTAN's DYKE AND KINE\VARD's BRIDGE (Plate XXI). 

I will now pass from the old road and its varied interests to 
the valley lying to the east. 

The Proceedings for 1916 (Vol. LXII, 1- 25) contain a valuable 
paper by the Dean of Wells on "Memories of Saint Dunstan 
in Somerset." It includes the text, with t ranslation, of the 
early part of \¥ illiam of Malmesbury's section " Bundre duo­
decim hidarum," and of the much more detailed "Pernmbu­
lation " of Abbot Richard Beere, both of them referring to the 
boundaries of the Hund.red of Glaston XII hides as far a s the 
Lake-house at Bradley. 

The ritual of beating the bounds was a very serious matter 
in days when printed records and maps were unknown and the 
memory of man was a ll important. In the present day the 
ordnance survey has I fear ousted a very picturesque ceremony. 
Abbot Beere starts "\vith a specially summoned band of twenty ­
two meu, including t he sub -prior, the chaplain, t he bailiff who 
h ad care of all the manors, t he host of the guest-house and the 
chief cook ; furt her , there were representatives of the past in 
t he old men over 60 years of age, of the present in men of 30 
and 40, and of the future in young men of 20 years, with a 
special view to handing down the true story to the next beating 
of t he bounds. Probably they carried with them some slight 
document like the " bundre " passage to assist memory if 
needful. 

I have gone over t he ground once more with the help of 
these records and of the ordnance map. I have come to some 
conclusions which are new, and which I vent ure to put forward. 

The two documen ts agree rema.rkably when we take into 
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account that they are probably separated by 300 or 400 years, 
but there are ':l,t the same time some noticeable differences . 

The boundary begins at Brutasch, the early record saying 
near Street Bridge . The abbot and his retinue go in the same 
direction from Northover, but the way across the valley must 
have been different. ,villiam of Malmesbury's "Street e­
brugge" was the earlier wooden bridge of the Roman pack­
horse way, whilst t he abbot and his retinue took the wider 
road of Abbot Michael, over the st one bridge. Brutasch seems 
to be the name of the first rising ground at Street ; it is re­
ferred to also in t he section dealing with the principal places 
within t he XII Hides (Hearne's John of Glaston., p. 15). I t is 
not referred to as a manor by either chronicler. 

From this point to the southern " capud " of " Baltenes­
berge Bridge," William says simply that you keep to the 
southern edge of the marsh. The "perambulation" is much 
more explicit . You go eastward to the northern angle of 
"Brutes aische," then westward of an enclosure called " Anker­
hey," and ·on its north side by a certain ditch, to its eastern 
end. " Ankerhey. " is certainly " East Mead " ; turning 
somewhat southward up the same ditch you reach " Grow­
thamsoke" where the Street bmmdary ends. Mr . W . S. 
Clark possesses a copy of a pre-reformation account of the 
bounds of Street. From this I learn that the point at which 
the boundary turns southward was called "Attelake ." The 
name "Growtham" is given to the stream running through 
the Butleigh Wootton fishponds, and Growtham-Lake replaces 
Growthamsoke ; at this point the Street document names 
Moordoor . The Growtham stream divides Street from But­
leigh. 

,ve can trace all this on the ordnance map. The fossatum we 
have followed is now called the Old Rhyne, a natural running 
stream which collects the waters of the brooks flowing into t he 
valley of the Brue from t he south. The rhyne follows the 
edge of the moor from Moorhouse near Baltonsborough to 
Street. I t then in former t imes appears to have found a way 
across, or through the marsh to join the Br ue at a point some­
what east of the Roman road. The course of the perambu­
lation was along its sou thern bank as far as Moorhouse. The 
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upper course of the stream which rises in the hill above Butleigh 
is called the " Washbrook," but it was a continuous water­
course, whether called "\1/ashbrook, Old Rhyne, or fossatum, 
and was about five miles in length . At " Attelake " it strikes 
the course of the present modern Glastonbury road to Butleigh 
Wootton, and runs alongside it to the foot of the But leigh 
,vootton hill. H ere the "Growtham " flows into it. From 
this point the route is cont inued by the same fossatum which 
divides " pratum and moram," mead and moor, all the way 
to the Bridge of Wlgari lY.Iiddebard, who was the builder of 
this bridge in the time of St. Dunstan. The older account 
calls it the bridge of "Baltenesberge," built by " Wlgari cum 
barba ." The clues to the site of this bridge are these : Firstly, 
the route by the fossatum between mead and moor leads to 
the southern head of t his bridge . Secondly, it was north of 
Wlgar's house. Thirdly, just after the bridge is passed, we 
come to a "caucetum" which we must follow through t he 
middle of the marsh to " Pynneslake " and so on to " Baltenes­
berge lY.Iill." Further, we may note i t is only the early record 
which calls it the bridge of Baltenesber~e, whilst in the later 
a further bridge is named at "Pynneslake." The map and 
the locality show t hat the " fossatum," the Old Rhyne, struck 
the route from Butleigh to Baltonsborough at a place called 
Moorhouse ; this is named in Warner's sketch map; it is 
about 600 yards west of t he present Balt onsborough bridge 
over the Brue. Above this point the ground rises and a house 
might well be built . It is possible that it was on the si te of 
Butleigh Court. Incidentally, it was here in Abbot Beere's 
t ime that the cook provided bread and beer for luncheon. 
Just below Moorhouse the bog is reached, and a " calcetum " 
or causeway is necessary in order to cross to t he mill. :Now 
in t he records, the " calcetum " follows after Wlgar 's Bridge. 
I would point out that we are dealing with a Saxon bridge. 
The Saxons were not great road or bridge makers; a small 
stone bridge at that time would be notable. There is a well 
known early bridge between ,vest P ennard and Pilton, called 
"Steanbow." It occurs in William of Malmesbury's record ; 
this bridge in Abbot Roger's t ime is called " la Bowe," as 
eminently the bridge par excellence. Now that bridge crosses 
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but an insignificant skeam, Whitelake, which comes down from 
Pylle. The facts suggest that it is at Moorhouse itself we 
ought to find Wlgat''s Bridge. Now just at this point a brook, 
the ·wash Brook, does now cross t he road way by two culverts, 
and I would suggest that the bridge t he work of Wlgar was 
at this point on the track betw.een t he two villages just where 
t he Wash Brook joined the fossatum. It would be the first 
bridge on the way to Baltenesberge and might well be called 
its bridge. Up to this point the perambulation was on the 
south bank of tbe stream which was now crossed to reach the 
"Calcetum " and t he marsh. 

In the Perambulation we are told that at P y:nneslake in the 
middle of the marsh there was a bridge of two arches, the one 
maintained by the homage of Butleigh, the other by that of 
Baltonsborough. At this point the bounds of Baltonsborough 
were reached, and its Prepositus and eleven men conducted 
the party further. What was Py:nneslake ? I would suggest 
t hat it was simply the name of the water of t he Brue river at 
this point. There seems some evidence t hat the name Brue 
as applied to the river as a whole was not in general use. In 
Camden's "Britannia" we read the Parret "meeteth another 
river called of some Brius," a curious phrasing showing un­
certainty. Again, Leland when at Glastonbury does not call 
it the Brue, but "the Briwetun River ." I s it not probable 
that the identity of the river was lost when its waters passed 
into the marsh , much in the same way as if they had passed 
into the sea ? In this case when a stream, possibly only a 
seasonal stream, was found in the marsh , it might well be 
called by a local name like Pynneslake. The term lake for 
a flow of water in the moor was very common in this neigh­
bourhood. We have vVhitelake and Redlake, which at a 
lower point become Hartlake. Possibly they also lost their 
identity in the bogs of Queen's Sedgmoor. One may note 
here that in no place in the Glaston XII hide does the river 
Brue form t he boundary; in the low levels it is generally 
formed by the margin of the moor. 

It may be urged that if we identify the site of the present 
Baltonsborough bridge with t he ancient bridge of two arches 
we have to explain why no mention of a bridge at this point 

Vol. LX VIII ( Fourth Series, Vol. VIII), Part JI. f 
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was made by William of Malmesbury. I s it not probable that 
on the course of the calcetum there may have been a waterway, 
or very possibly several waterways, joining the bog on the two 
sides of the road, but that being crossed by timber bridges of 
no great pretension they might well not be named ? Wlgar's 
Bridge was in a different category. It was prnbably a stone 
bridge and it was necessary to mention it, as here the calcetum 
began. As to the calcetum itself, it is likely it was a work 
very similar to the old road at Northover, and possibly also of 
Roman origin. 

The fact t hat local people at the present time associate the 
name of Walyer 's Bridge with the bridge over the Brue seems 
to me vitiated as evidence, because it has been so named on the 
ordnance maps for a good many years. 

For some distance beyond Pynneslake the route of the 
record is quite easy to follow. Nogger Bridge is certainly the 
bridge over the mill-stream. Then comes the mill. The 
hundred took in parts only of "Baltenesberge," the Church 
and Church Close being outside. The line continues from the 
east end of the Church up to La Hame,-Ham Street retains 
the name. Ham Street lies on the ridge which separated the 
sites of two great woods, the North Wood and the South Wood. 
La H olte was the earlier name, and a very natural one, but 
changed for La Harne as cult ivation increased. The "Lupi­
nite " or " Lipyete " I have been unable to locate. The route 
proceeds eastward as far as a wooden footbridge called H are­
p ath Bridge, situated in a field called Wor thy, a name still 
used. There is only one small stream in Ham Street, so we 
can fairly define the site of this bridge ; thence we are led by 
way of H arepath lane to the barryettes, bar-gates of the great 
Southwood, and so by the middle of the wood to a point where 
a cross formerly stood, near four oaks ; this would be almost 
certainly at the present ha mlet of Southwood, for there a 
cross road from Catsham to Lottisham crosses the route. Next 
beyond the wood the directions say " straight to t he Bridge 
of K ineward upon the fossatum of Abbot St. Dunstan." This 
is in t he older record. The P erambulation .omits mention of 
the bridge, but says, " Dunstan's Dyche, otherwise according 
to some Bytterwater,"-thence nort hward up the course of 
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the water by the Sydewode. If to-day we follow, as we may, 
these directions carefully and literally, we pass southward 
much on the line of Middle Drove from Ham Street, at South­
wood passing a very old gabled house w-ith a sundial in a gable, 
by a lane and footpath which lead directly to a bridge over a 
water-course in a deep artificial cutting. At this point the 
stream which has been flowing south by west makes a bend 
and flows to the north-west by way of Oatsham to the mill at 
Baltonsborough. Therefore this bridge is the first point on 
this brook at which it is possible to go northward up stream. 
This alone would seem to prove t hat we have reached Dunstan's 
Dyke, but further, from this point the stream which comes 
down in a natural course from Lott isham and " Ooleburi " has 
been at some period diverted from its original course, which 
was almost south-west, joining the Brue in the neighbourhood 
of Tootle Bridge. 

The diverted water is led round the hill, embanked where 
necessary at the level of the 50ft. contour line of the ordnance 
map. It is not a large stream, but at t imes it brings down 
much water. "\Vhy should Abbot Dunstan make such a dyke? 
The reason is clear; it was in order to provide water for the 
mill at Baltonsborough , which was no doubt also built by him. 
This, unlike Beckery, is a Domesday bridge worth, then, "5 
solidos " ; -in Abbot Michael's "Rentalia" we find it worth 
Five Pounds and that it was part of the cook's revenue. When 
this work was undertaken there was no other supply for the 
mill available ; the river Brue was flowing in its original channel 
which is now Ounlease Rhyne at a lower level. The length of 
the stream from the bridge below Southwood to the lVIill is two 
miles, not an insignificant piece of work. The final proof that 
this is really Dunstan's Dyke is the curious "alias." If we 
follow up this stream for a mile we come to the neighbourhood 
of Dial's Green, where there is a notable mineral spring, prob­
ably magnesian and highly medicinal. I am assured by Mr. 
F. J. Hayes, c:A., that within his memory t his spring flowed 
into this brook, though now i t has been diverted· towards 
Oatsham. 

At a later date, possibly by Abbot Michael of Ambresbury, 
the main river was embanked and taken across the valley from 
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Tootle Bridge to a weir called Baltonsborough Flights, so 
named probably from the stepping of the stonework. A road, 
Honey Mead Lane, accompanies the river which forms the 
communication between Bar ton and Keinton and Baltons­
borough. This work has been erroneously named Dunstan's 
Dyke on the ordnance maps, a regrettable error which should 
be corrected, as a lso that of Walyer's Bridge, in any further 
issue. 

The reason for the formation of this embankment is evidently 
to prevent the too frequent flooding of tl-i.e moor t o t he west, 
and also to supply a further and constant supply of water for 
the mill, for which the brook conveyed by the real Dunstan's 
Dyke has proved insufficient. 

Tootle Bridge and the embankment are probably part of 
the same scheme. This bridge, one of the prettiest on the 
river , appears to roe of XIII Century work. It has a fine 
cutwater buttress on the eastern side, t he capstone of which 
has a square socket which doubt less carried a cross or crucifix . 
The suggestion that this is t he work of Abbot Michael is 
strengthened by the assertion made by the monks in the 
articles against Bishop Joscelyne (see Hearne's Adarn of 
Domerham, p. 452) that t he Bishop had caused the mills of 
Baltonsborough, and of Street to be damaged (frangi fecit ). 
It seems likely that twenty years later the mill at Baltons­
borough and the waterways leading to it would be in urgent 
need of renovation. 

J ust under the south-west corner of Tootle Bridge l\tfr . R. 
Neville-Grenville discovered a massive stone which may be 
of archreological interest. I t was then being used as a post 
for the field-gate, but seems too important to have been 
originally intended for such a base use. The total length of 
the stone is abou t 8 feet, of which 3ft. 6ins. was underground, 
leaving an erect stone of over 4ft. 6ins. It is roughly of the 
shape of an obelisk . I t is H am Hill stone-Ham Hill being 
twelve miles away as the crow flies. It is hatchet-dressed. 
The only mark I have found, on t he three sides accessible, is 
a circle about 3 inches in diameter intersect ed by segments 
of two other circles of the same size. (See illustration, B., 
on p . 69). This might possibly be a mason's mark. 
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If it is an ancien t stone- and was in the posit ion in which 
it was found, before the building of the bridge, and the diver­
sion of the Brue-it might possibly be a mark used in t he men­
suration of the land by the Romans, as it is only about a mile 
from the Fosseway from which a base line could have been 
carried to t his stone without any obstruction. 

Mr. Neville-Grenville tells me he hopes soon to write an 
account of this stone and the finding of it. I t is now lying in 
Capt. ,v. F . Dickinson's garden at Kingweston House. 

If t he identification of Dunstan 's Dyke is correct, the bridge 
which crosses it is quite certainly Kineward's Bridge. The 
bridge as it now exist s is worthy of much more scientific 
attention than I can give. It is now a bridge of a single arch , 
but on the eastern side up stream there appear to be remains 
of a stepped buttress like a cutwater, and I think it will be 
found that originally there were two arches. The arch of t he 
bridge is probably modem, but the river walls under the arch 
are very curious. They are built of 4in. lias rock and are 
exceptionally regular, each course set back lin., whilst in t he 
same work continued on the cutwater each course is set back 
2ins. 

It is possible that this bridge replaces the original bridge of 
Kineward, and that; it was built about the t ime of the building 
of Tootle Bridge and of the diversion of the Brue. At the 
present time I see little evidence of traffic across this bridge. 
Tbe footpath marked in the 6-inch map leads to West Lydford; 
probably it was a locally important route in early times. I 
should much like some competent architect to view this bridge 
and report, though one scarcely hopes to find a.ny remains of 
K ineward's Saxon work of Dunstan's t ime. 

As the boundary of t he XII Hides now leaves the Brue, my 
task is 1J,t an end. There are many points of interest in the 
survey, especially in connection w1.th t he waterways in the 
great moors beyond North ViTootton, to which I may possibly 
recur at some future time. 
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Ancient 
British. 

Roman, 
A.D. 300-400. 

Anglo-Saxon. 
St. Dunstan, 

circa A . D . 946. 

Medieval. 
Abbot Michael 
of Ambresbury, 
A. D. 1235-J 253. 

Ditto. 
(probable). 
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CHRONOLOGY 

OF WORKS R EFERR E D TO IN THIS PAPER. 

R eputed t rackway along P olden Hills . 
Trackway from Street " L lantocal " to " Inyswytryn," 

suggested by pottery (Roman) under R oman road. 
Ford of R. Brue, between B eckery and Sh arpham . 

Pack-horse road across morass from Str eet to Northover, 
continued by-

Timber Bridge, over R. Brue. 
Old road over Wyrral to Glastonbury. 

South ward this road would at Street Cross connect 
wit h the reputed R oman road, via Portway to Littleton 
and Somerton Villas. Crosses ridgeway along Polden 
r idge. 

Calcetum between Moorhouse an d Baltonsborough. 
Fosse Way at S.E . corner of map. 

Dunstan's Dy ke, diver ting water of Coleburi Stream, 
" Bytter-water " to Balton sborough Mill. 

Baltonsborough Mill. 
Kineward 's Bridge (possib ly r ather later). 
Nogger. 
Walyer 's Bridge at Moorhouse. 

Pons Perilis (Pomparles), early round arches. 
" Causeway," Northover, Glastonbury to Street. 
Embankment of R . Brue, Plungen to Prier 's ·w eir. 
Culverts and Buttresses, etc., Prior's Weir," Clyse H ole." 
Mill-str eam, Prier's Weir to Beckery. 
Mill, at Beckery. 
Fulling Mill, at Northover. 
Bumbaley Bridge and retaining wall of road above. 

Tootle Bridge. 
Embankmen t of R . Brue, T ootle Bridge to Catsham (on 

Ordnance Maps called "Dunstan's Dyke"). 
B a ltonsborough Flights. 
Baltonsborough Bridge (on Ordnance Maps called "·wal­

yer's Bridge"). 

Abbot .John Pons P erilis . L ater pointed arch. 
Chinnock? 

A.D. 1374-1420. 


