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charters for the monasteries at Bath (a grant by the king of the Hwicce) and Malmeshury 
date between that year and 688." The latter relate to Mercian grants of estates at Tctbury, 
in Gloucestcrshire, and Long Ncw~lton and Somerford Keynes in Wiltshire (the last also 
transferred to Gloucestershirc in I 897), and to a West Saxon grant in Wiltshire at Kemblc 
plus an exchange ofestatcs in that county between one near Malmesbury and another cast 
of Braydon Wood where the monastery already held land by c. 676/686. 

The diocese of Worcester, which incorporated South Gloucestershirc, was established 
around A.D. 680. Its houndary is recorded in full only c. I 29 I ,  wllcn it fhllowed that of the 
county of Gloucestershire as it cxisted urltil 1897. Its limit generally lay close to the l'hames 
but coincided with the river itself only at South Ccrncy and from Kcmpsfbrd eastwards 
(immediately east of the rnappcd area) - though the river may have provided a continuous 
division between the Hwiccc and the West Saxons in carlicr times.41 If this information is 
combined with that of the British boundary names, it is possible to argue that the only 
district which lay both on a British frontier in Augustine's day and on the West Saxon and 
Hwiccan boundary in the time of Bede was that around Kemble. Recent discussiorl of 
British sources behind Bede's account of the meeting at Augustine's Oak has drawn 
attention to their possible preservation, on account of their local interest, at Malmesbury, 
only some I I km to the south-east.4' Around the year 600 a British territory which 
extended this far eastwards would indeed have been the closest to Canterbury, whence 
Au~ustinc set out. Redc tells us that Ethclberht afforded the archbishon his ~rotection: 
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perhaps he made most of'the journey along the Thamcs. Perhaps too his oak tree was in 
the wood of Kcrnble, which receives a mention in one of the earliest c l l a r t e r ~ ! ~ ~  

I should like to thank Jamca Purves and Nick Griffiths, who kindly hclpcd in the 
prrparation of the map. 

BRUCE EAGLES 

THE RE-USE OF A FIGURATIVE PANEL FROM EIGG 
This paper suggests that a cross-slab from Eigg, decorated on its rear face with a 

hunting scene, was originally part of a separate and distinct monument, the possibilities of 
which include a type of architectural fragment, a composite church furnishing, such as an 
altar, or most likely a shrine. Early-medieval shrines or fragments of shrines make up a 
small part ofthe sizeable corpus of sculpted stone monuments from Scotland. Most well 
known are the St Andrew's Sarcophagus (late 8th- or 9th-century), a composite shrine and 
the Govan Sarcophagus (loth- or I I th-century), a hollowed monolith of stone with four 
sculpted outward faces. Composite shrines are rectangular stone boxes with the long and 
short sides joined together. Charles Thomas has classified these monuments into three 
different types: grooved shrines where the slabs fit directly into slots on another slab; corner 
post shrines; and corner-block (or corner-slab) shrines where the panels fit into specially 

+O P. I i .  Sawyrr, Angl~-~Su.~un Cl~ar/crs: An Annota/ed Llsl and Oihli(;yruphy (London, 19611), nos. 51, 7 1/73, 1 169, I 170 
arrd 221/r?qs. 

S. %asscti, ' I r r  search ofthr  origins of Arrglo-Saxon kir~gdorns', 3-27 in S. Bassett (cd.), Thf' OT<&~LJ "f An~lo-cSa:clh.on 
K1ngdom.c (Lricestcr. r989), at p. 9, fig. 1.2. 

42 (1:. Stancliffr, 'The British Church and the rnission of Augustine', 107 51 in R. C;arnrson (ccl.), Sttllgu.ctinr and 
tile O'onvrr~ion or England fStroud. ~aclc>i. at 11. 128: cf: P. Sims-Williams. Religion and /,iteralure z'ri Wrstevl England , *, 

600- 800 (cal;t>l-idic, r&~o), 78. ~ . " ~ ' k r e & ,  Th~~\fu!iing i ? f Y ~ x I a ~ r d  ([.ondon, 1885), 224, 11. I ,  lo119 ago s11gg~stcd 
the Malmesbury area as a possiblc locatiol~ for tlrc mccting. 
" Sawycr, op. cit. in notc qo,rio. 2 3 % .  
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made corner picccs." At St Andrews there is 11otlt the sarcophasus anti two end fragrnriits 
or at least one other cornpositc shrine. Besides St Andrews, pleces of cornpositc slirincs 
come frorn St Ninian's Isle, P;tpil, Houss, ancl Noss (all Shetland), St Boniface's on Papa 
IYestray (Orkncy), Burgllcad (Morayshire), St Vigeans arrcl Monificth (Arlgus), Murthly 
and Meiglc (Perthshirc), Roscrnarkie (Easter Ross) and Iona (Argyll) with possil~lc picccs 
coming fi-om Portinahomack (Easter Koss), Drainie anti Kirnledttar (Morayshire), 1)ull 
(I'erthshire), and Kilnlallew (I>un~b;trtonsI~ire). '~ '1'0 this list can he atldrtt arlotller 
prol~ablc panel fragment from Pittcrlsorn l:arm, Pcrthshir~.~-iZ panel L'rom Dunkcld 
(Uunkcld no. I ) ,  although it appe;n-s to 1)c unfinished, ancl a lost I'ragn~ent from htleigle 
(Meiglc no. 10) had horizontally orientated figural scenes itnd nlay also be fro~rl cornposile 
monliments. '' 

Shriires highlight the importance to the Early-inedicval mincl ofkcepiilg something or 
sorneonr special in a visible and accessible place. Most shrines proljal~ly had sornc form of 
;Lccess, cithcr rernovahlc lids uscd on occasioiis s ~ ~ c h  as wllerl rrlics were taken on a circuit, 
or an auerturc to allow ~cr1n;~nent access for r~ilerims. 'l'he shrincs nrohablv held the 
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remains of holy people - saints or saintly rulers. Shrines also imply a certain type ofritual 
I~ractice in\/olving thc cult olsaints ant1 relics. Tllcir rarily in the surviving corpus of stone 
morlume~its and their presumecl use in cult or pilgrimage rituals suggest the 1,resenc.e of 
shrine-fragments indicates ail Early-medieval foundatioir of some significance. Tllc known 
fi-agrnents ofcornpositc shrines are concentratccl in eastern ant1 iiortllern Scotland ;~nd this 
distril~utioir is most likely a function of l~oth  popularity and archaeological survival. In  the 
Ifist, the prohablr corncr posts from Iona ancl a v;triant of tllc corner-l~lock from 
Kilrnallcw in Dunl~artonshirc represent the entire collection of com~~osi te  shrines. Perhaps 
a later 10th-century development of shrine forms is represented by slabs from Govan, 
Inchinnan and Kingarth on Butc that havr cylindrical orriamentaiioil at the corncrs 
suggesting the vestigal traces of corner posts."' 

The pul~licatioi~ of the RCAHMS corpus of 'Ea~b .Lledieier/nl Scu&~urt. in lhr I lGs t  Hiql~lands 
and I.rla?lds has off'crcd a new opportunity to inspec1 West-coast s~ulpturc.~ '  In looking 
through this volume, one particularly anomalous sculpted stone stands out. The sl;ib comes 
frorn Kildo~rnan, Eigg, Small Isles p;trish (NM $90 85 I)."" l 'he Isle olEigg, measuring only 
5 km by 7 and dominated by the spectacular rocky peak of An Sgurr (Fig. I I ) ,  appears 
tllrce times in the Annals of Ulster. Tllcsc cntrics hcgiil with the record of the martyrdom 
of' St Doilna11 and 150 others when his monastery was burrled in A.II. 617. AU 725 records 
the death of Abbot Oar1 of Eigg and AU 752 that of CuimCne, a devout man of' ECigg?' 
'Thcsc references suggest the moir;~stcry survivcd the hurning of 617 and con(inucd in 
existence until at least the mid-8th century. The probahle site of the early monastery lics 
1111der the ruiired medieval church at Kildonnan. Thcrc arc two r~lacc-names near the - ~ -  ~ 

cllurcll that clescribc the ecclesiastical 1aridsc:tpe: C h i s  Mhor and Crois Bheag, suggesting 
that crosses once stootl in thesc areas. A later nlctlieval cross still stands iir  the churchyard. 

44 C:. T~IIIIII,IS~ .Fornl itrd l'~rtictior~', 84 !)O in S. F(ostcr (eel.). 'rlio S/. .41i(/i0z3~ 8Sor(up/i~~,y~~\:  A l  Pi( t i \ /~ .lI~~.\i?r/jir(? O I I ~  i/! 
Iri/~~~iin/iijiin/ (,i]nrii,(/;ori.\ ( ~ I L I ~ I I ~ I I .  I$]L)X). 

1i Il~icl., $16. ~ilirl I. Hc~iclcrso~~.  7711' (,ij//?cl;ui~ ~! j -p ic / i \ /~  ,~r~ / / / j turr  (11 ( ; ~ I I ( I ~ I ~  l f ~ i i i . ~ ( ~ ~ ~ I r ~ i ~ ~ i ~ i ~ i .  ~ ~ I ) ~ ~ I I I / ~ I . ~ L c  (1<~1hctr1:i~.kic, I I C ~ . ) .  

/ ~ ~ i / ~ : / / r c ~ r r ~ u ~ . ~ c i - n t r . n ~ . u X / R B ~ l i ~ / / d / / e ~ / ~ ' / o o r  rll./~ci/, 11 5 111 , l cco~-d~~ncc  nit11 thr pr-acticr ol'Ea;lr!)' 
(,Yir~.t/~nn .\fot~irmni/\ 1,1 .Sco//cit~(/, illlrlr atitl A~icicr\oti, op. cit. it1 Ilotc ,5 j .  111.icc-11;~11c~asr (itcrl in rrlatior~ to rllc 
historic cou11tic.s of Scotland. 

4t7 h1. ,I. flail. I .  l ~ r i ~ c l c s s ~ o ~ ~  alirl S. 'I'.a>ln~.. '.\ s(.t~lptt~rctl Fragt~ic~it l'so~ii t'ittCriv)~ 11 R ~ r ~ r i ,  (;cllyl)~~rn. P(~~~tlisliisc'. 
' ~ I ~ I J . ~ ; ~ / C  F ~ / ~ ~ . ~ I ~ / ~ ( I ( ' u I . , ~ . ,  4 (151<)81, I 25) 1 1, C L L  13. I :j(j. 

I<C::-\HRIS, .li]cr/h b,'ar/ I'l~~ili: .In A I ~ r / z ~ ~ e ~ j / u , y Z ( ~ /  I,ciiid\tn/jr (l,o~lrlo~r. 1994). r ~ f i  fi)~- Dunkclrl no. I ;  ant1.J. Slr~al-t, 
,S<-il//~/u,i.d ,Sioi~c\ ( ~ / ~ , S ~ v / / ~ i r d ,  %)I. I (,\l~c.srlrc.n. ~Xgh), 111. 1,XXVI for tllc lost hleiglc slat). 

Fisllc.1.. i?(ii!j' .\I[~diri'a/ .Sei~//~li~,-u 111 //i(j I l >\ I  H~y/i/iinn~/i c17id I\/rricl~ (Erlitibur~li. 2 0 0  I ), 18; ;inel K. N. K;iilcy, 'C;o\-nn 
<]TIC[ Irish s c ; ~  h c ~ ~ l p t ~ ~ r c ' ,  I 1 :3 2 1 it1 Ritcliic (ccl.) ( ~ I I L ~ I ~ I I  (lii(/zl.! ~ a l ! ~ '  ,\Itdie71111 L S ~ ~ ~ / / ~ / r i ~ e  (~ts~7ilr i ,  I$]<]&), ;it 11. I 14. 

I "  Fislicr. op. cit. it1 nolc , [ X .  
"' Natio11;ll h l o n r r n ~ c ~ ~ (  Kccords oSSco~la~lrl [NhIRS I tio. S h I L ~ 8 N E  2+. 

S. Rl~tc Airt :111d C .  Rlac Nio(-,1111 (ccls.), 'r/i~,.-liir~~/.~ qJ 1-/,\//,1 ( 7 0  . , I f )  r i , j1 )  [ l ) u I ~ l i ~ ~ .  I < I X ~ )  
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Aidan Macdonaltl, in a walkover surxrcy of tkic area in the I 970S, could lirid no traccs of 
\,allurri or othcr Early-medieval structures, and sugg~sts the topography surrounding the 
cllurch site Inay have created a n;~tural b o ~ i n d a r y . ~ ~  The churchyard contains several 
mounds and sits on a slicrhtlv raisctl terrace on a slolle down to tl1c sea. Witllin one of these 

<, , 
mountls 'Iial~way betwccn the chapel and the rocks to the east' an ornate Viking-pcriod 
sword-hilt was found in the early to mid-19th century."" Infornlation al~out  the islaild in 
the E;~rly-mcdiev;ll period continues to accunlulate. h recent Koyal Conlinission for the 
A~icient ancl Historic Monuments oS Scotland survey oS Eigg discovered lincar groups oS 
Pictish-type scluarc-kcrbed cairns near 1,aig Kay on the north-western side of the island 
(NM 4666 87~ j3 ) .~"  

Six carved stones of Early-medieval date have hcen found in and around the church 
at Kildorlr~ail.""l'he anomalous slab tliscussecl here is in two Sragn~cnts llcld togc~ller with 
modern concrete and is now housed in thc porch at Galmisdale Tmdge (Fig. I 2). One facc 
has a ringed cross in f:~lsc relief. '['he top margin bears an ir~cised inscription: IHtJ XPT, 
the Latin at>breviations lbr invokinc the nanlc oS Christ. 'The other Sate \>cars a huntirw 

<-I I3 

scene also in hlse relieC It is this fj~cc that attracts our attention because of its anonlalous 
orientation. 'l'hc sccnc runs dow~i the sla\> vertically, stopping short of the base of the slah, 
wllcrc there is a cleanly dressed llat surL~ce. 'I'his orientation is not typical of representative 
scenes on Early-C:hristian cross-slaljs. It would, however, be acceptable as part oS a 
com~~osite monument such as a shrine or altar. 'The signilicancc of tllc orientatio~r is not 
considered in the excellently illustrative entry in the new corpus. Thcrc is currently no 
interpretation of this ;~nornaly apart from a footilote rckrencc by Isabel Henderson ~rhich 
simply states that h i s  is a panel 're-used ;IS a cross-slab'.jh 

Hunting sccnes are common on Pictisll cross-sl;~l,s (Class TI), hut arc always presented 
running horizontally across the rear lace of tllc monuments. They also appear on 
recumbent stvlc monuments such as Meicrlc no. 26. whcre tllc orientation is horizontal. 

~ ~ 

7 7 1 here is also a huntiilg sccne, although not in the typical Pic:tish style, on the St Andrews 
Sarcophagus. 'l'he orientation ofthc Eigg hunting scene is a convincing argument that the 
slah originally had another use wllcre the orientation was horizontal. The only vertical 
clcrncnt on tllc ligurativc side is an incised cross oS possil~ly early fhrm, but of 
indctcrminablc clatc, near the horse and rider. The incised cross on the Eigg slal, is unlikely 
to be an attempt to Christianise a pagan scene as such hunting scenes are of  en found on 
cross-slabs whcre tllc two fj~ces are clearly contemporary. The difference in carving style 
and the way it respects the other clcrncrlts in the scene suggests this cross was incised at a 
later date, perhaps to 'correct' the orientation ofthc monument. 'l'he depiction of crosses 
witllirl stylistically Pictjsh hunting scenes is rare. 'The closest parallel to the Eigg sliib is the 
figural sccnc on a slab Srorri Dunblane, Pcrtllshire, where a horse and rider arc situated 
within a lanclscape that includcs ;L small freestanding cross."' 

The cross sidc takes uu virtuallv the full l en~ t l l  oPthc slab. rur ln in~  iust over I oo mm ,, 1 

further clown the sI,~b tlldn the hunling scene. \Yhile it is not unknown fhr stones concci\ctl 
and executccl as a ~inclc  monument to h<~ve  cliff'crc11t extcnts oS cnrvinc on their fices. tllc 

<, <, 

unequal extent of the carving I~etween the faces of the Eigg slalj could suggest tlley were 
car~rcd at different tirncs, potentially by different Ilancls. 'l'he cross facc also has a scheinatic 

' ?  Airlan Rlactlonald, 'TI\-o 111;rjol casl) tnolr;rstcric.; of' Scottisl~ L)al~.i;tta: 1,ismosr atltl Eigg'. ,Scottit11 ,-lrclzc~rol. 
I ~ h ~ i ~ n r .  5 (1973), 47 jo, "1 1111. 60-61. 
" N. hlncl>hcsson, 'Notes on aritiqr~itirs Cronr tlic. Islantl ot'Eisg'. 1'1oc. Soi. .-l~it/cl. LSiotln7id. 1 2  (18j( i  H ) ,  577 97, ;'I 

1: 586. 
" :-\sctiircologic;rl finds', l i lr  i?fE<& IIe~i/o,qe 71uct.\nr:\ lc./tr1~(\Yi11trr 2001);  NRIRS no. NRI+I(NI< 52. 
" Fisllcl., op. rit. 11otc 18. 02-+, Tor dct;rils of thr c.oll(~(.~ioti at Kildo~rnan. 
'" I. I-Icntlcrsoli. ' f ~ l r n u c  i lz t~i  p o ~ c . ~ :  tlrc St. Antlrc\\s sa~~coph;rgus ;111d Pictisll S( . I I IP~LII .V ' .  97 1 6 j  in [iOst(,r ((.<I.). 011. 

c i t .  notc 4-1. ;rt p. r 111, n.  15. 
~ - 
I '  J .  liomiily I \ l l r ~ ~  , I I I ~ , ] .  r \ ~ l d ~ r s o ~ ~ .  ?/I? E(iil)!j, (:/l~icti(liz L \ l o ~ ~ ~ i n ~ n t . ~  I?/ L s i ~ ~ l / c ~ ~ i d  ( E d i ~ l l ~ ~ ~ r g l ~ ,  I ()o:j), :j I 5 I 7. I \ I I ~ O I I ~  

illijulnl)lc ol'lnotil's or] illc I ~ r r l r t i ~ r ~  sitlc scrnc. ol'ihr I ) ~ ~ n h l ; r ~ ~ c ,  slab is a singlc Iror.izor~t;il figr~rc. 
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FIG.  12 

The  slonc as it is curr.ciitl)- tlisl11ayc.d at (;almistlalc I-Iol~sc. l'/iolo,gmj,/i\ kv .flu out l~or \ .  

representation of a 'tenon' extendirlg a further I oo mm towards the edge of the slab. The 
scllcrnatic tenor1 and the 1,lailk arcas flanking it cacll I~ear  three pecked rnarks possil,ly 
scrvi~lg sornc functiorl irl the plailning and setting out oSthc carving. IVhilc thcsc cliffercnccs 
betwccn the two laces rnay not definitively determine x\~hich side was carved first, the 
vertical eleme~lt added to the hgurative sccrlc appe;rrs to support the ~lotioil that tllc 
L~crtical re-oricntatioil and the carving of the cross Skacc are lait-r illan the hunting sccile. 
'I'his difircnce was rlotecl by 1). h lac lear~  who ascril~ed tllc cross to the 'last phase of 
I'ictish sculpture' or the ~ j th  century." The hunting scene 11ccd not have beell carvecl much 
earlier bcfi~i-c the slab was re-l~sctl and coulcl also br 9th-ccntury. 

hlorphologically, the slah rescinblcs otller shrine pal~els. The pancl is currently a( 
I ~ a s t  I .  I O  111 101lg and tapers fi.0111 0.36; nl to 0.3 I 111 in hcigllt. 01hc r  kllowll long panels 
measure to just over I rn long and arolnltl 0.3 0.4 m high.'" Thc thickness of'tlic pancl is 
75 rnin, which compares wcll wit11 11ail~1s suc11 as (he St Andrews Sarcoph;~gus long p;rnel 

':' l)urr#l>r Rlac Lc;II~,  'hlaclrul~ai, .\pplcc~-o\\ ; ~ ~ r t i  tlic, L,i~c Pic~i\h ro~~tr- i l~ution \\.fit of ' l~)~~~~imall)ai i ' .  I j:j 87 i r ~  
r). 13r111.1 ((-(I.), 'TIi(2 f 1 ?17ii1 / / L I ~  G r i i i ~  (171(1 / / ~ I J  ' i7 io i i~:  I ' i r / i \ / i  ~ I C I  R(Z/(I/(J(/ SIIIC/;IJ\ I'ic.\~ii1~11 10 i\oh(d H~>i i ( i~ j i  \oil ( 13;1lza\ ic.5. 

r y ) . j ) ,  ;rt IIP. 181 ;111rl 187 n. 5) 1 .  
"' H.rll I T  al., op. c i ~ .  notr +(i, p. r 30. 
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~vhich measures to between 70 arltl I 20 Inn1 thick. 'l'lle taper of thC monurrlcnt along the 
long side also favours itlcntification as a shrine panel. Altl~ough slight, such tapers arc sccn 
on both tllc St Andrews Sarcopliagus long parlcl anti tllc Go\an Sarcophagus. Such tapers 
may cvcn have providccl a11 ;tperture f i~ r  a form of';tcccss to the saintly remains within. 

There is also a possibility that we arc missing p;trt of the left-harltl sitlc of the panel. 
Examination ofthe slal, indicated that p;trt ofthe lcfi cdgc (i.e. t l ~ c  top of the cross trce) is 
missing and has ljccn re-dressed to its current appe;trance. This coultl not Ile co~lfirnmed 
froin the cast hcld at the National h.luscurns of Scotland as the castirlg technique clid not 
accurately reflect u~~ca rvcd  surfices, hut it was rnorc apparent from examination of thc 
stoiic itself: In looking at the hurlling sccne, it noticeal~le dressed space is Icf~ between the 
llcacls of tllc two animals. nossil~lv a clccr and a lion. anti the rlcatlv defined border. Borders , L 
are lacking o11 the other three edges of the sccne. The fhr-lcfi figure, a horse and rider, 
extends his arm out behind him, but does not appcar to hc carrying a weapon. 'l'his 
outstretched arm reaches alrnost to the Icft edgc 01. the panel. M'hilc not ncccssarily the 
case, it would not be uncharacteristic to have a Inore symmetrical aspect to this fjtce and 
this could suggest another .LOO nlnl or so are nlissi~ig kern the left of the panel wllctller 
carved or simply dressed (Fig. I 3). It is possible that the slal, w;ts \x-okcn at this c11d hcforc 
its re-use as an upright cross-slab, ancl that later clrcssing took place to provide a clean edge 
for the top of tllc cross hce .  'I'hc interpretation of this monument as a re-uscd sllrinc slab 
raises the cluestion oi'tlle nature oS tllc joins to thc other sllrirle components. Thcrc arc no 
otllcr fragments known from Eigg that may have bee11 scctiorls of illis shrine. However, as 
cornplctc shrines rarely survive, the lack of additional fr:~gmcnts is not detrimental to its 
ideniification as a shrine panel. 

It is nossible to a rmc  that if the slab is re-used. thc11 it is a re-used recu~nbent slab or , , 
possible architectural piece, rather than a long panel of a shrinc. The interpretation as a 
recumbent slah sccrrls unlikely hecause of the lack of an original C:l-lristian motif, if we scc 
the small incised cross as a later aciditioil. While secular scenes do appcar on a limited 
nurnhcr ofrccurnbent slahs, they are most often on the sides of the slah. 'I'hc hunting scene 
depicted on thc recumbent morlumerlt Meigle no. 26, is 011 thc side, while thc top has a 
stylived cross rrlaclc of circular l~osscs."~ Mciglc no. I I ,  a recumbent stone with a socket for 
an upright cross, also has a side motif of a h~mting sccne."' Tllc Eigg slab itself would be 
small to be a recumbent monument, as it would have stood to lcss than 80 rnnl high 
conlpared to Meigle no. 26 which stood to 280 mm. Ifthe Eigg slab is the side o f a  re-used 
recumbent monumellt, the thinrless of the slah means that a large chunk of the original 
~nonurncnt was removed, lea\/ing the hunting sceue, ~vllicl~ seerns ~~nlikcly-. iZrloillcr 
possibility is that the s la l~ is the lid of a shrinc. Tllc lack of known surviving shrine-lids 
makes this a difficult theory to provc or disprove. However, the slabs from Govan, 
Inchinnan and Kingart11 that show vestigal traccs of corncr posts and may he crnulating 
shrines, have crosses, and zoomorphic anti gcornctric designs, but tlo not have hunting 
scenes on tllc upper hcc .  This may suggest that, as wit11 recumI,c.nt rnonurnents, hunti~lg 
scenes wcrc not tratlition;lIly placctl 011 thc lids of shrine morlurnents. 

As an architectural piece of carved stonc, thr nlorlumcnt has few par;tllels. Perhaps 
the most sirnil;tr, consiclcring the oric11t;ltion of the sl;tb, is a lnorlumerlt from Great 
C:unlhrac, Durnhartonshirc. 'I'his slab is lrery thin ( I O O  mill), 0.36 rn wide at its inaxirn~lin 
l~rcadth, broken to its present length of o.gIi rn, and is carved oil one fi~ce and edge 
suggestiilg to Fisher that it was a door lintel."' ,4lthough morphologically similar, the Eigg 
slab is suhstantiiilly thicker :~ntl thus heavier than this presu~necl lintel. 'lhcrc is also no 
c\ritlence that tllc thin edgc of the Eigx slah, which \voulcl h r l n  the top of the door, w;ts 

"" RC:.ZHRIS, 01,. rit. ~ ~ o t r  .47. 1 ( H .  

I" ll~irl., ~ o o .  
"' Fishrr, 01,. rir. i ~ r  noic  48, j I .  
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car\,ed. Neither this li~ltcl, nor the carvcd stone arch of a doorway Srom Fortc\riot, have 
hunting scenes. Curnhrac's decor;ttion is intcrlacc and kilotkvork and wl-~ilc Forteviot's arch 
has l~umarl figures anti animals tllcse are cloaked hurnans with staves and a11i1n;tls of 
biblical significan~ce."" So little is known oSEarly-medieval stone church Lurniturc, that the 
interpi-etation of tllc Eigg slab as part of an altar or cllanccl screen without parallels wit11 
which to compare it is problematic. 'r'llis is compou~lded hy the apparelit inappropriateness 
of the hunting scene on such ail ohjcct. 

The fir~al al~crnative ir~terpretatiorl to that of a shrine parlcl is that the slah is part of a 
composite cross base fbr it fkcestanding Iligh cross. Two such box-like composite bases ;Ire 
found on lonrt, one of which is for St Johrl's Cross and has a corlstr-uctioil similar to a 
corner post shrinc. Another cornposite cross hasc coincs Sroin Kilnave, Islay, hut this I~asc 
has no corner posts." Nonc of thcsc providc suitable parallels as the lorlger clements of 
their box structures are urldccoratctl. 

As a cross-slab, the orientation of the Eigg hunting scenc marks it as an arlorllalous 
creatiorl arlti one that hits bccn 'lixetl' by the litter incised cross. It would appcar that this 
slab from Eigg ~7 ;~s  origirlally irlterldecl Tor a type of shrine structure ancl was re-used in the 
9th century for an upright cross-slab, probahly taking advantage of a pl;tin drcssed surfitcc 
which ~vould have bccr~ the insitle surface of the shrine. A cross was irlcised into the 
figurati~~c Iicc to correct the oriciltatiorl and tllc rillget1 cross was thcrl carvcd or1 the 
u1ldrcor;rtcd sitic. 

'The early church at Kildonrlail is not wcll uilderstood even thougl~ it does appear i11 
the ai~rlals. The occurrence o f a  cornposite shrine in cor~nection with the early church or1 
Eigg rriay indicate an important hund;rtion. A picture oCRarly-metlievitl Eigg is ernerging, 
suggesting it hclcl a relatively promi~lcilt placc in both seculitr r-~nd ecclesiastical tcrms. 'The 
discovery of'Pictish-type kcrhcd cairns or1 the other side of the island indicates the prcsencc 
or  ;L secular elite. The connection bct~veer~ burial cairns and Pictish elite is wcll attested. 
AdornnAn in 'The I ~ f i  cf'S/ S%(:olu~nbu liow C:olumba met the Pictish leader Arthra~lan 
on Skyc and, after he was baptisecl and died, a mour~tl of s t o ~ ~ c s  was raised over his burial 
place."' The cluestioil arises of how the secular clitc may hc corlilected to the early church 
on 1':igg. 'I'he tlepiction of the llurlt on tllc panel rnay shed sorrle light on this as thc llunt is 
traditionally an activi~y oStlie secular clitc, and suggests this may I)e the shrine of a noble 
or king. 

Sigilificailtly for the corpus 01- Scottisll stone rnonuinei~ts, the panel cxparlds the 
geographic distril~utioil of' known shrine slal~s. Not only does tlle slal, coiltribute to our 
uilderstandiilg oSthis type oScornposite sllrine rnonument on the 1ILTcst coast, but it is the 
only known long pariel from this region. 

Thc authors would likc to thank many peoplc Ihr thrir hrlp, cncouragernciit and 
stirnulatillg disc~issiori: Da\,c Swan, la11 Pishcr, 1. (;. Scott, Ewan C:am~)l)cll, Stcplren 1)riscoll 
and Kay Kirk. Mail): th;tr~ks arc also due to 'Trevor Co\vir and .Jim MTilsor~ of the Natio11;tl 
hiuscum of'Scotlarlcl Six supplying access to thc casts oftllc storics firom Eigg in thrir collrction 
ant1 to the rditol- allti anonynlous rckrcc of this papcr for their comlricnts. 
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