
6 THE OLD MINSTER, SOUTH ELMH.Uf. 

Homersfelde, Sandcroft, St. Margaret, St. Nicholas, All
Saints, and Flyxtone ; one church less than Domesday
shewed as existing within the same limits.

In conclusion, I beg to offer the only explanation which
has occurred to me, of the facts which I have collected in
this paper. All students of Tanner and Dugdale know
how very slight are the records which have preserved the
memory of many monastic establishments; and therefore
that none should yet have been discovered, relating to the
Old Minster, is not a sufficient reason for rejecting the
opinion that it was one. I think that the remains show
that the foundation of such an institution was effected here,
at the time when the troubles respecting the succession to
Edward the Confessor, came to their height. The conven­
tual buildings (if any had been erected at all), just as the
halls of the lords of the soil, and most of the churches, in
those days, would be of wood, and have, therefore, all dis­
appeared. The church, which was to have been on a larger
scale than most of those existing at that time, was com­
menced, but never finished, because the conquest of England
by the Normans supervened ; the new king took possession
of the whole country, and all the wealth that would have
served to complete and endow the establishment, passed into
other hands ; and the design of the former owners was
forgotten or disregarded.

That these ruins should have survived the accidents of
so many centuries, is not to be wondered at ; for the whole
of South Elmham was in the hands of the church ; and it
must be remembered that the present state of the country
round it, differs widely from that in which it was till within
a comparative recent period. There was no sufficient reason
for destroying a building, which interfered neither with
such agriculture as was practised through those ages, nor
with the chase, and neither church nor dwelling-house was
erected near it ; or it would have shared the fate of so
many other relics of those older times, the very site of which
either is completely unknown now, or is preserved by some
doubtful and corrupted local name. We have enough left

' 

O� TIIE SITE OF THE BISHOPRIO OF ELMHaM. 7
u to pique our curiosity, and to stimulate the endeavours
of all who arc inter :ted in "the Restitution of Decayed
Intelligence" rc·pecting wh t we now designate the Anti­
quitic' of Suffolk; and it will afford me the liveliest satis­
faction, if by thi v ry imperfect memoir, I may sug<>'est
or direct any more uoces ful investigations of the hi�orf
of the Otd 1llin tail-.

B. B. WooDWARD, F.S.A.

0 'r IIE SITE OF THE BISHOPRIC OF
EL:MIIAM.

v1s1r I paid some year ago with the members of theSuffolk !\..rclu 'Ol?gical Institute, to a ruined church called�hP ".uim t 1·," m the parish of'South Elmham St. George,m th county of Suffolk, brought strongly to my mind somedoubt I :had long entertained of the accuracy of the gener­al�y received account _of the location of the sees of the
B1 �ops of East Anglia, and determined me, when oppor­t�mty o:ffere�, to look further into the subject and state myviews upon 1t. ' 

I now give the result of my enquiries and in order • torender my o�s�rvati?ns more intelligible,' I think it will bebetter to subJom a hst of the Bishops of East Anglia fromt�e latest authority, Mr. J. M. Kemble's list in th; Nor­Wlch volume of the Archa:Jological Institute :-

Elmham. 

673 to 693 Beaclwine 
706 N orthberht 
731 Reatholac 

736 to 7 42 1Ethelferth 

I Felix 
2 Thomas 
3 Berghtgild 
4 Bisi 

IJunwi'oh. 

1Ecce 674 
1Escwulf 
1Erdred 
Cuthwine 
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Elmliam (continued). 

7 42 Eangerth 
781 JEthelwulf 
803 Hunferth 
814 Sibba 
826 Hunferth 

Rumberht 

JJunwicJ. (continued). 

Aldberht 
Ecylaf 
Ht>ru.·dTed 
1Elfhun 
Tidgerth 
Wermund 
Wilred 

Athulf sole Bishop of East Anglia, Eadwulf, qu. Dunwicli 942.

966 JElfric 
Theodred 
'Iheodred 

996 JEthelstun 
1001 to 1021 1Elfgan 
1021 to 1029 1Elfwine 

1Elfric 
d. 1038 JElfric

1038 to 1039 Stigand 
1040 to 1044 Grymketel 

"Bishop in East Anglia."-A.S. C.

1044 to 1047 Stigand again 
1047 to 1070 JEgelmar, Stigand's brother 

1070 A.rfast, removed to Thetford, 107 5 

The first Bishop of East Anglia, Felix, is stated some
time or other to have had his see at Dummoc or Dunwich,

and he was followed by Thomas, Berghtgild, and Bisi, who
are also said to have continued at that place.

Bede, who is the authority for all later historians, says,
that -about 673, whilst Bisi was yet alive, two bishops,
JEcce, and Beadwine, were appointed. and consecrated in
his place, " from which time that province has had two
bishops.'' 

Camden ( quoting Bede as his authority) repeats this, but
adds what Bede nowhere says, that it was divided into two
sees, one at Dunwich, the other at North Elmham, " a· little
towne." 

Spelman goes further, and identifies the village of North
Elmham, in Norfolk, as the site of the see of Elmham.
Blomefield, also quoting Bede as his authority, still further
improves upon the original account, and says that one con­
tinued at Dunwich and the other at North Elmham, in 
Norfolk, whose Jurisdiction extended over that county as the

other did over Suffolk." 
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ow Bede says nothing of the kind ; in. e:7ery instance
in which he speaks of the see of Elmham, 1t 1s as Elmham 
alone without any addition of "North" or "South," "Nor-

,
' 

folk'' or " Suffolk."• 
Illomefi.eld adds, "these two sees were again united about 

870, and Wildred, who was then bishop, resided at North 
Elmhmn, and so remained till removed to Thetford, by Her-
fast the bishop in 1075 " ...... t

lie further says that "in 107 5, by order of the council held 
by Lanfranc, which appointed that all bishop's sees should 
be remoYcd from villages to the most eminent cities in their 
dioceses: he removed his see from Elmham to Thetford." 

orth Elmham is a village of some extent in the north 
of N orfollr, and is the first in the list of the Norfolk posses­
sions of '\V. , bishop of Thetford, recorded in Domesday: 
there is, however, no allusion on that record to its having 
ever been the scat of the episqopal see. 

Considering the purpose for which the Domesday survey 
was compiled, the absence of any notice of the kind cannot 
be taken to be of much importance, but it is rather startling 
to find Blomefi.eld, in his account of the bishops, stating that 
Theodred, bishop of East Anglia (who was also bishop of 
London) by his will, which he extracts from the White 
Register of Bury, directed that:j: men deal ten pounds for his 
soul at HOXNE, at my bishopri'c; and simply adding in a note 
"the bishops of Elmham, Thetford, and Norwich always 
had a grand palace at Hoxne, until Henry VIII's time_.'' 
But a palace at Hoxne would not make it " mi bishopric " 
in 970 or 80. 

Further, Ailfric, bishop "in East Anglia," as he is styled 
in the Anglo-Saxon chronicle, died in 1038, and by his will, 

• Neither clo any of the early chroniclers
after Bede, with one exception, Thomas 
of Elmham, the Canterbury chronicler, 
who wrote about 1414, or about three 
centuries after the removal of the see. 
He evidently thought the Norfolk Elmham 
was the site of the sec, for he speaks in his 
chronicle, in recording the appointment of 
two Bishops in East Anglia, that Elmham 

VOL. IV. C 

was "seven miles from Walsingham." It 
might be that he knew no other Elmham 
than that, his native place; but whether 
it was simply a conjecture of his, or he 
had grounds for the statement, he does not 
say. See Thomas of Elmlrnm's O!trouiclc,
by Hard1cick, p. 1G7 

t Illomefielcl, vol. ix, 487. 
t Illomefiehl ml. iii, p. 158. 
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which Blome:fi.eld also extracts from the Bury register, he

gives the fen which Thurlac sold him to Elmham, the priests

to feed, and to Hoxne to the priests there a thousand '' werd

fen. " 
We get another small gleam of light from the Domesday

survey, where under the heading of " lands of W., bishop

of Thetford, in Sudfolc," we are told that "Hoxne was held

by Ailmar, the bishop in the time of king Edward for a

manor," .... just as in thecaseofN orth Elmham, but here it

adds, "in this manor was a church, the see of the bishop of

Suffolk, i'n the time of king Edward." Now as the bishop

of Suffolk in the time of king Edward, was really bishop of

Elmham or of East Anglia, it is clear these bishops had

deserted the original site of their see long before the date

assigned, viz. 1070. 
As there were two Elmhams, one in Norfolk and the other

in Suffolk, and as Bede and all the early chroniclers, speak

of the place as Elmham, there is something strange and

startling in the unanimity of all recent historians, in­

cluding Camden and Spelman, in fixing the see at North

Elmham. But the fact is so-and there is as little warrant

for the assertion that the jurisdiction of the bishop of Elm­

ham was coincident in extent with the county of Norfolk,

and that of Dunwich with Suffolk. 
I am now therefore led to enquire if there be any other

evidence to determine the question ? 
There is a tradition in the neighbourhood of North Elm­

ham that it was the Bishop's See; t.he palace of the bishops

is pointed out a few hundred yards north of the parish

chmch; and in a park a little distance from it, the site of

the " Cathedral " is to be seen in particular states of the

soil. I am told, however, by a gentleman well acquainted

with the locality, that these foundations present no marks

of antiquity, and are in his opinion the remains of a range

of old cottages ; besides which, the designation of cathedral

is fatal to a tradition which professes to speak of matters

occurring prior to the Conquest. The so-called palace is a

very small manor house, belonging to the bishops, built

--- -- -
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in the oorner of a Roman camp. Bishop Spencer had licence

to embattle his manor house here, in the ll th Richard the 
Second; and probably built it. • It has therefore little to 
do with the times of the Bishops of Elmham. 

In the north-east corner of the county of Suffolk, how­
over, is a group of parishes locally known from time im­
memorial as "The Parishes." They are:-

1. Flixton.
2. South Elmham St. Mm:y, or Homers:fielcl.
3. ----- St. George, or Bancroft.
4. ----- St. Margaret.
5. --- St. Peter. 
6. ----- St. Michael.
7. ----- All Saints.
8. ----- St. James.
9. Rumburgh.

Other parishes surround them on every side, and no reason 
can be ever elicited for the remarkable title : you are told 
that it always has been so, but no one knows why. 

In the rolls of Great Yarmouth I more than once met 
with the name of a row in the northern part of that town, 
called the "Nine Pa1;ishes Row," which appears to allude 
to these South Elmham parishes. 

In one of these, South Elmham St. George, or Bancroft, 
as I before mentioned, in the interior of a large Roman 
Camp, is the remarkable ruin called the " Minster." This 
is a small apsidal church, entirely built of rubble, having a 
square apartment at the west end, the walls of which do 
not seem stout enough for a steeple ; and which has neither 
door nor window on the west, north, or south sides ; but 
has two narrow openings into the nave of the church. An 
excavation might possibly throw some light upon this matter. 

I need, however, no further allude to details of the

building ; it is sufficient to say it is an early Norman 
church, which does not appear to have been parochial, and 
has been time out of mind known as the Minster. 

Now, I do not know where I could point .out more clearly 
or distinctly the site of a "parochia," or diocese, "in partibus 
infi.delium," than is here developed. The title of " the
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parishes " applied to nine out of many hundreds, seems utterly 
unaccou�table on any other supposition than that the ancient 
term of'' parochia," applied to �he site of the See, _before
the division of the land into parishes, has clung to it ever 
since; and this idea receives confirmation from the fact of 
the " Minster" remaining there. Not, of course, that I 
believe the present ruin is of older d3:

te than early Norman, 
but it replaced, I presume, a!l- �arher _wooden structure:Now here else in the two counties is a Minster to be found ,
there alone has the Saxon title clung to a heap of ruins 
for m'any h�ndreds of years. At no later period t�an the 
Saxon era is it possible to suppose such an appellation can 
have been given it . 

.A.lthouO'b as a Norfolk man, I would fain retain the 
traditiona;y' site in my native county, I can . c?me �o no 
other conclusion than that we have here the original site of 
thefirstlabours of Felix. Here was a village(Flixton) which 
received his name : and in Sancroft, we have the Saxon 
"Minster,"-the mother church; and the parishes,-the 
"Parochia." 

To Dunwich he probably afterwards went ; but when 
two bishops were appointed, one went to the old �ite, and 
was called after it, bishop of Elmham. Here the bishops of 
Elmham probably continued unt�l the deat� of S}; Edmund,
at Hoxne induced them to build a " Minster there, to 

' 

which they removed the See ; and from thence, when the 
incursions of the Danes into Suffolk, from the eastern coast 
(which became very frequent and disastrous in the eleventh 
century), the See was temporarily removed fur�her i:1-land, 
till the cessation of troubles should allow the intent10n of 
fixing the See at Norwich, to be ca:rried out. 

It will naturally be ask�d how it happens that this is 
now suO'gested for the first time. To this it can only be 
replied 

0

that doubts have probably-indeed, must-��ve 
occurred to many others beside myself, to whom the positive 
appropriation of the site to the Norfolk Elmham by �a��en 
and Spelman, whose works are _themselves �ntiqmties, 
seemed to have incontestably established the claims of that 
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pla?o·. The s�urces from which Camden and Spelman drew
�hen· 1:fit'o�mation, however, are �qually open to us; and·on 
mvcstigation, so far from establishing the conclusion they 
arrived at, it is clear any other place called Elmham 
whether in Norfolk or Suffolk, has quite as much title t� 
be considered the Bishopric, as North Elmham in Norfolk. 

W'hen we have, in addition, the body of e;idence fur­
ni�hed by the "Minster" and the" Parishes," by the names of 
Flixton, San croft, Rumburgh; to say nothing of the superior 
probability of a remove Jrom South Elmham to Hoxne and 
from Hoxne to Thetford ( for which the incursions of the 
Danes afford a reasonable explanation), to the sti·anO'e in­
explicable removal of the See from North Elmh�� to 
Thetford; ,I do not think I can be accused of unwarran­
table temerity, in differing from a number of historians 
headed by the honored names of Camden and Spelman. 

'

HENRY HARROD. 
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