
First steps towards the minster 
parish of  ond don 

Peter Huggins 
The study of the minster parish of Waltham may point 
the way tmardr understanding the minster parish of 
London. It also raises the question of the status of relict 
boundaries in Essex, Hen$rdsbire and Middlesex. 

Introduction 
THE ORDINANCES of the English lungs Edgar and 
Ethelred 11, of 959-63 and 1014 AD respectively, 
allow us to assess the status of Anglo-Saxon churches1. 
The 'chief minsters' can be related to cathedrals, below 
them came the 'old minsters', and of lower status, and 
rather later in time, came the 'churches with 
graveyards' and of lowest status were the 'field 
churches'. The minster churches were staffed by 
communities of priests providing pastoral care to large 
parochiae or minster parishes. These minster parishes 
were eventually split up into the smaller parishes, each 
operating on the one-priest-one-church basis, with 
which we were familiar until recently altered. 

London was, according to Bede, the metropolis of the 
East Saxon kingdom. Sabert was king of the East 
Saxons when, in 604, his uncle Ethelbert of Kent 
appointed Mellitus as missionary bishop to the East 
Saxons2. It was Ethelbert who sponsored the buildmg 
of the church, dedicated to the apostle Paul, in his 
nephew's capital, the old Roman city of Londinium 
later Lundenburp. Upon Sabert's death in 616, his 
sons reverted to the old idolatry and drove Mellitus 
out3. 

The conversion of the East Szons  was resumed by 
Cedd who was invited down to Essex from North- 
umbria in 653. Bede records that churches were built 
in several places, but again the East Saxons lapsed into 
idolatry4. They were soox brought back into the fold 
by the Mercian J a r u m a n b d  Wini was bishop from 
c 666 to c 675. He was followed by tile prominent 
1. A usehl discussion is by C. A. R. Radford 'Prc-Conquest 

minster churches' Archaeol J 130 (1973) 129. 
2. D. Knowles B e e s  ecclesiastical h i s t q  of the Enplish nation ( 1 970) 

68-9. 
3. Ibid 72-4. 
4. Ibid 140. 
5. Ibid 161. 
6.  Ibid 175. 
7. Ibid 175. 
8. K. Bailey 'East Saxon kings - some further observations' Essex 

J 23 no. 2 (1988) 38-9. 

churchman Earconwa1d"rom c 675 to 693 who had 
previous1 established the house at Barking headed by Y his sister . The conversion of the East Saxons has been 
discussed recently by Baileys. 

The diocese of London 
Within this framework it is likely that by the time of 
the synod of Hertford9 in 673 the extent of the 
diocese of London had been firmly established. It is 
possible that the diocese reflects the extent of the East 
Saxon lungdom at a period of decline when under 
Mercian pressure from the north-west. The diocese 
included all the settlements to the east of Ermine 
Street from Hoddesdon to Royston on the Cam- 
bridgeshire border. It includes most of present 
Middlesex. By the time of the first record1° of the 
diocese in 1254, we see the strange inclusion of South 
Mimms (see Fig. l ) ,  but there is no need to see this 
detached Domesday berewick of Edmonton as part of 
the 7th century diocese, and in arguments which 
follow it is assumed not to be; the presence of the later . 
motte-and-bailey castle" there suggests South Mim- 
ms was important in the defence of London, and its 
acquisition by a lord of Edmonton, possibly by Tovi, 
the grandfather of the Domesday staller Ansgar, or 
somewhat earlier, is quite probable. This point may 
be clearer when relict boundaries are discussed below. 
Prominent in the diocese is the 'provincia' of the 
Middle Saxons, the name acquired by the people of 
the East Saxon kingdom living to the west of the river 
Lea and north to include Braughing12. 

Minster status of Waltham 
To the north of London, only Waltham stands as a 
clear candidate for early minster church status on the 
basis of architecture and burial evidence1! The 
foundations of a grand stone church consisting of a 
central nave with side chambers and a rectangular 
9. D. Knowles op cit fn 2, 171-4. 
10. By 1254 all the westernmost places of the diocese of London 

were in the Archdeaconry of Middlesex; W. E. Lunt The 
valuation of himuich ( 1924) 356-8. 

11. N. J.  G. Pounds The medieval castle in England and Wales ( 1990) 
13. 

12.The extent of this province is illustrated hp K.  Bailey 'The 
Middle Saxons' in S. Rassett The or@ins o f  the Ayqlo-Saxon 
kin$mns (1989) Fig. 8.1. 

13.Summarised in London Archaeol 6 no. 5 (1989) 140 and 6 no. 
7 (1990) 196. 





chancel, were seen in excavations from 1986 to 1990; 
this is Church 2 (Fig. 2). This was followed by the 
lateral transeptal work of Harold, later lung, dedicated 
in 1060. This huge transverse space of Church 3, 
probably with a continuous roof, like an example at 
Hersfeld in Germany14, encompassed the chancel of 
Church 2 so that the latter could have remained in use 
while Church 3 was being built around it. These stone 
churches were preceded by a ground-standing timber 
building, Church 1, of which part of the foundation 
trench of one side wall was seen; it would have been 
a simple single- or  two-cell building. There was a 
nearby burial dated to  the 7th century. 

The first minster churches are reckoned to have been 
built just outside royal vills15, and here we probably 
mean outside fenced or ditched roval enclosures. In 
this respect it has been argued; on place-name 
evidence, that Waltham was a royal administrative 
centre16. The early royal interest in the Waltham area 
is supported by the grant of c 700 AD of land just to  
the north at Nazeing b the Essex lung Suebred". By 

18 . the time of the burial , wh~ch being Christian must 
be of the 7th century, local thegn's churches with 
graveyards are not likely to  have proliferated. Thus the 
presence of the burial at this early date probably 
indicated that Waltham had a minster church from the 
beginning or  within a generation of the conversion 

In considering the extent of minster parishes in this 
district we must not be over-influenced by the form 
of the administrative districts called Hundreds which 
probably date, in this area, from as late as the 10th 
century. However, they may reflect the shape of the 
rninster parishes to some extent. It has been argued 
that Hundreds may be re-arrangements of earlier 
territories1'. Also there can be late alterations of 
Hundred boundaries as suggested by t!at dividing 
Roydon parish so as to icclude Roydon Hamlet (Fig. 
1) in the Hundred of Wdtham. 

On  the question of local boundaries, it may be that 
the river Lea was never considered as such until the 
Danelaw agreement between Alfred and Guthrum in 
879. Previously it may have been mainly an artery. So 
in the 7th century we do  not need to see any land unit 
as necessarily bounded by the Lea. This would imply 
ancient crossing points of the Lea; examples can be 
seen in the Roman road 21320 (Fig. 3) and in 
Waltham Causeway west of Waltham town. 
14. K. J. Conant Carolinpian and Romanesque architecture 800-1200 

Pelican History of Art (1979) 130- 1. 
15. J. Blair 'Minster churches in the landscape' in D. Hooke 

An810-Saxon settlements ( 1988) 35. 
16. R. M. Huggins 'The significance of the place-name Wealdham' 

Medieval Archaeol 19 ( 1975) 198-201. 
17. K. N. Bascombe 'Two charters of king Suebred of Essex' in K. 

Neale An Essex tribute (1987) 85-96. 
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Fig. 2: Waltham Abbey, Essex. Pre-conquest churches. 
Reconstruction plans of Churches 2 and 3 and foundation 
trench of Church 1. Showing evidence (E) of foundations seen 
and of standing masonry (S). There is no evidence of the west 
end o f  Church 2 but it must be thereabouts. 

Relict boundaries 
There is clear evidence in Essex and Hertfordshire of 
geographically-coherent early land units. The relict 
boundaries of them can be seen on county maps of 
the 19th-century parishes. One of the easiest to 
appreciate is the land unit formed from 16 Ilomcsday 
estates with the name Roding2'; they straddle the 
river Roding some 13  miles (2 llun) due east of the 
LealStort confluence and the Hundred boundaries 
follow this land unit boundary for about a third of its 
outline. Another beautifiilly-formed cross-river land 
unit consists of the present parishes of the two 
Hadhams, Albury and the three Pelhams; these all 
straddle the Wid, a tributary of the Lea to  the 
north-east of Ware. This land unit maintained its 
identity as a sore thumb sticking out from the palm 
of the Hundred of Edwinstree. 
18.Thc calibrated radiocarbon date, using Stuivcr and Pearson. is 

AD 590-690 at the 2 L  Icvcl: Scottlsh Uni\. Research and 
Reactor Centre GU-2 143. 

19.P. H. Sawyer 'The roval tun in pre-Conquest England' in P 
Wormald Ideal and reality in Frankish sociey ( 1983) 282. 

20.The Viatores Roman roads in the south-east midlands (1964) 
463-4 (this route along Newgatc Strcct and Hammond Strcct 
is quite impressive, it leads to Cadrnore Lane, where two 



The relict boundaries of Essex have been studied by 
R ~ d w e l l ~ ~ ,  two of them are included on Fig. 1. He 
pinted out that these boundaries have two charaaer- 
ism properties. One is their sinuous shape. The other 
is the fact that many of the later parish boundaries 
meet the relia boundaries roughly at right angles; this 
indicates that the relict boundaries formed Darts of the 
minster parish boundaries although, almoit certainly, 
not constructed as such. This follows because it was 
the large minster parishes which were eventually 
divided up into the one-priest-one-church parishes. 

Around Waltham a characteristically sinuous line 
forms the south-western sides of Chingford. Waltham 
and Epping (boundary 2 on Fig. 1); this is more 
impressive if the old boundary of the latter is 
considered before Epping acquired land from They- 
don Garnon. This line later became part of the 
boundary of the Hundred of Waltham. Another 
impressive relict boundary is partly shown on Fig. 1 
(boundary 3) - it forms the southern side of 
Loughton, Chigwell, Lambourn and Stapleford 
Abbots, and continues eastwards to bound High 
Ongar along precisely the same line as later was used 
as the demarcation of the Hundred of Ongar. This 
line is almost certainly the southern boundary of 
another cross-river land unit straddling the middle 
reaches of the Roding, which became a minster parish 
boundary; the western side is also boundary 2 but the 
northern side of such a land unit is less clear. The later 
characteristic division into the present parishes is quite 
clear, both to the north, inside this land unit, and to 
the south, in other land units probably based on 
minster churches at Barking and Upminster (not on 
map). It is interesting that a known Saxon timber 
church as Greensted-j~xta-Ongar~~ is situated in this 
middle Roding land unit. 

The relict boundary around Chingford, Waltham and 
Epping seems to begin to define the minster parish of 
Waltham. Nazeing, for several reasons, not detailed 
here, is expected to be part of the same minster parish. 
Also Roydon Hamlet, see above, may have been 
included. A tentative northern and north-eastern 
boundary is shown dotted bold in Fig. 1 but there is 
a strong possibility that more of Roydon is included 
too. Wherever this precise boundary was, the territory 
defined is not a geographically-coherent land unit 

flanking ditches can be seen today as it approaches the river 
crossing). 

2 1 . q  cit fn 12, 21-2. 
22. W. Rodwell 'Relict landscapes in Essex' in H. C. Bowden and 

P. J. Fowler Early land allotment in the B r i ~ h  Isles BAR 48 
(1978) 89-98. 

23.N. Christie et al The wooden church of St. Andrew at 
Greensted, Essex' Antiq J 49 (1979) 92-112. 

24.N. Salmon The Htktmy of Her@rrlshire (1728) 8. 

because it is solely on the east of the Lea, rather it is 
half such a unit. The question which arises is "Is there 
another half?" 

The Cheshunt Bank, Enfield and Edmonton 
Across the Lea is another relia boundary involving 
the three 'old' parishes of Cheshunt, Enfield and 
Edmonton. In 1728, Salmon24 delineated an earth- 
work called the Cheshunt Bank, which in parts was 
specially indicated on the later-19th century 25-inch 
O.S. maps. Much of the line can be traced today as a 
shallow bank with a ditch to the east; in places soil 
wash against the bank has lefi one field higher than 
its neighbour. This line is shown on Figs. 1 and 3; 
only Cheshunt Common, which was probably waste 
woodland in the 7th century, lay to the west. Its line 
is here taken to define the effective 'occupied' part of 
Cheshunt. Salmon interpreted it as the boundary 
between Mercia and the East Saxon kingdom, but 
there is no real evidence for the date of this boundary 
at all. Whether this is so or not, Cheshunt was the 
most westerly place at this latitude in the diocese of 
London and so this boundary effectively must have 
become the western boundary of the diocese of 
London. Thus Cheshunt, meaning a 'reduced' Ches- 
hunt just over 2l/2 miles (4krn) wide, compared to 
the present parish, could not have been associated in 
a minster parish to the west. So, on this little evidence 
alone, it looks likely that Cheshunt would have been 
part of a cross-river land unit with Waltham on the 
other side of the Lea. 

The Cheshunt Bank would not be much of an 
indicator on its own, but it appears continuous with 
the old Enfield boundary (Figs. 1 and 3). This latter 
boundary fortunately survived into the. 18th century 
because of the royal interest in Enfield Chase, and this 
in the 7th century would have been unoccupied forest 
waste like Cheshunt Common25; this forest waste was 
called Enfield Common on a map26 of 1658, with 
Edmonton Common to the south. Then ignoring 
Enfield Old Park (Fig. 3), a manorial enclosure from 
the waste, the boundary flows nicely across the Park 
into the west side of Edmonton. The 'old' Enfield 
boundary is shown on the 1658 ma and the 

28' Edmonton boundary is shown on a map of c 1600. 
The boundary bank can still be seen clearly at Clay 
Hill (Fig. 3), in Enfield Town Park, at Southgate 

25.The point has been made that with regard to common forest 
waste we should not talk of commoners' rights because there 
were, at this early time, no resmctions on what the populace 
could do there; D. 0. Pam 'The story of Enfield Chase' Enfield 
Preservation SOC (1984) 10. 

26.The Gunton and Rolfe map, called Cromwell's Division; copy 
GLRO F57; illustrated by Pam qp cit Fn 25, 71. 

27. In Hatfield House Library, Cecil Papers, maps 413; copy GLRO 
F8415A; for boundaries see VCH Middx 5 132, 210. 



cemetery and along the east side of Waterfall Road, 
Edmontonz8. No attempt has been made to trace this 
line further, but it ought to follow the spur of land 
above 60m (200ft) towards Finchley (Fig. 1). 

This boundary is not always sinuous but often has 
kinks, typically where is crosses brooks lcading down 
into the Lea. From the details shown in Fig. 3 at Clay 
Hill it can be seen that people to the west could stand 
on the bank, of which there are some remains today, 
so as to see, if not control people to the east as they 
were approaching up CuMey Brook and Turkey 
Brook; so the shape of the boundary, with the angling 
up to the spur of Clay Hill, suggests it was built by 
the people to the west so as to give warning of raiding 
or serious attack. The strategic arrangements of the 
boundary in Enfield are highlighted by the resence 
of the presumed Iron Age camp at Rush HillP9 which 
overlooks the little valley of Salmons Brook. The next 
valley south, that of Pyrnmes Brook, is also over- 
looked, by Hadley Wood Camp, but some 3 miles 
(5km) upstream (Fig. 3). If the Enfield boundary is 
of Iron Age date, it follows that the CO-linear 
Cheshunt Bank possibly is too. 

So here, along the west side of the diocese of London, 
is a continuous relict boundary of 'occupied' Ches- 
hunt, Enfield and Edmonton which effectively formed 
the diocesan boundary although almost certainly not 
built as such; the diocese is assumed not (in the 7th 
century) to have included the detached area of South 
Mimms, separated by forest waste from Enfield. The 
relatively narrow strip of land between this boundary 
and the Lea, directly opposite Waltham and Ching- 
ford. either formed a minster ~a r i sh  of its own or 
joined some unknown minster 6arish to the north or 
south or, more likely, formed part of a geographically- 
coherent cross-river land unit which means it was part 
of the minster parish of Waltham. In particular 
Enfield, like Cheshunt, is directly adjacent to Wal- 
tham, so both are likely to be so associated. Edmonton 
is opposite Chingford and is similarly likely to 
complete the picture here. 

The land bounded by the Cheshunt-Enfield-Edmon- 
ton line, to the west, is an upland area rising to over 
lOOm (330ft) towards North and South Mimms. This 
is an area where people ossibly called the Mimmas 

3 r  may have been living . There is an enigmatic 
reference3' to the Mirnms Half-Hundred as an 

28.Can be followed in London A-Z. 
29. G. R. Gillam 'Prehistoric and Roman Enfield' Enfield Archaeol 

Soc Res Rep 3 (1973) 8-9. 
30. K. Bailey op cit fn 12, 115. 
31. In the Hzdzgzum, see VCH Mid& 1 135-8. 
32. S. Doree 'Domesday Book and the origins of the Hundred of 

Edmonton' Edmonton Hundred Hirt Soc Occ Paper 48 (1986) 13. 

alternative to the Edmonton Hundred as late as the 
12th century as if to suggest the former importance 
of Mimms as a land unit. With Mimms being 
considered a pre-English name32, we may be seeing 
the territory originally of an upland-dwelling Celtic 
tribe concerned about incursions from the south-east. 
The river Maran or Mimram (Fig. 1) may be a 
northern feature of such a territory. The possible 
relevance of Christian continuity from Roman times 
at St. Albans, some 12 miles (19krn) to the west, and 
of the Ciltensaetan, living in the Chiltern area, is being 
studied by K. N. Bascombe. The suggested meetin 
place of the local moot was at Roundhedge Hill 35 

(Fig. 3), just to the east of South Mimms; this may 
be a later manifestation of the importance of Mimms. 

To the north, Wormley has traditional associations 
with Waltham and is probably included in the minster 
parish. Broxbourne and part of Hoddesdon, being 
opposite Nazeing and Roydon Hamlet, may have 
been included too. This would leave scope for the 
existence of other cross-river land units, some within 
the diocese of London and some beyond, based on 
the Stort and upper Lea; the latter may have been part 
of the Cilternsaetan area. 

It is interesting that there is later evidence of 
cross-river estates straddling the Lea. Tovi, the 
grandfather of the Domesday Ansgar, possessed 
Waltham as well as inheriting Edmonton, Enfield and 
C h e ~ h u n t ~ ~  (and South Mimms) as due to his post of 
staller to the lung. Also at Domesday, the Countess 
Judith, widow of the Saxon earl Waltheof, held 
Tottenham and Walthamstow. 

London and the Tottenham connection 
With Edmonton apportioned to the minster parish of 
Waltham, it follows that Tottenham ought to be in 
the minster parish of St. Paul's. Also, and although 
the Thames is physically more of a barrier than the 
Lea, it may be that we should be looking for a 
cross-river land unit at London too. 

Recent work in London has shown that domestic 
Middle Saxon occupation grew U around the 
Aldwych, the Old Wic, and the StrandPr. In retrospect 
this is a likely spot for early occupation, there being a 
little patch of brickearth on the Taplow terrace gravels 
to mirror that on the flood plain gravels, which form 
the hill on which St. Paul's was built. These two small 

33. S. Doree op cit fn 32, 26. 

34.W. Stubbs The foundation of Waltham Abbey: the pact De 
Inventwne ... (1861). 

35. Discussed independently by M. Biddle 'London on the Strand' 
Popular Archaeol (July 1984) 23-7 and by A. Vince 'The 
Aldwych: mid-Saxon London discovered' Cuwent Archaeol 8 
no. 10 (1984) 310-312. 
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patches of rising ground, one on each side of the Fleet, 
recall similar hills formed of patches of terraces, one 
on each side of the Lea at Tottenham and Higham 
(Fig. 1). These are the only two -ham endings in the 
Lea valley besides Waltham itself, and, at the latter, 
Middle Saxon occupation is now well attested, 
although Pagan Saxon occupation is elusive. This 
could lead to the suggestion that Tottenham, around 
Lordship Lane and Bruce Castle, is as primary, in a 
Saxon sense, as Waltham and Lundenwic. 

There are three references which may connect London 
and Tottenham. Firstly there is the name Tottenham, 
being interpreted36 as Totta's ham, and Tottenham 
Court, very close to the Strand area, being inter- 
~ r e t e d ~ ~  as Totta's angle or corner of land; of course 
there is no certainty that this is the same person. 
Secondly there is the early 12th-century mention3* of 
the manor of Tottenham and Tottenhamshire (Thot- 
enham et Thotenhamschyre) . Thirdly there is the early 
12th-century charter39 of David, king of Scots and earl 
of Huntingdon, which refers to his tenants as 'men of 
the land and soke of London and Tottenham'. In the 
reference to Tottenhamshire we are seeing the survival 
of a system of a system of extensive royal lordship over 
a land unit known variously known as lathe, soke or 
shire40. The system of 'soke' lordship, the oldest 
system of political and agrarian organisation of which 
we have historical knowledge41, was sustained by a 
tradition of goods and services rendered. Beyond a 
certain right of jurisdiction implied at Domesday, 
soke refers to customs that the holder of land owes to 
the king but which may have given away to a lay or 
ecclesiastical lord42. Soke was rendered by sokemen 
whose duties included payment of 'hidage', a flat-rate 
tax - it included carrying services which involved the 
possession of horses, it included bodyguard services 
and fanning and estate maintenance duties43. In 
particular the sokeman paid suit, meaning they had to 
attend once every three weeks, at the Hundred 
court44. With the Hundred organisation imposed on 
the soke system, a payment of suit to a Hundred court 
is likely to be a survival of an earlier custom at the 
soke court. 

Besides the information about Tottenhamshire and 
the reference to the soke of London and Tottenham, 
36.J. E. B. Gover et al 'The place-names of Middlesex' E ~ l u h  

Plau-name Socitty (1987 reprint) 78. 
37.Ibid 143. 
38.H. Rothwell C h .  CuIjbmargh Camden Series 89 (1957) 369. 
39.A. C. Lawrie Eady Swttkh chartm (1905) no. 53, 48. This 

charter is discussed by S. Doree op cit h 21, 19. 
4O.Discussed comprehensively by G.  Barrow Thc kingdom of the 

Scuts (1973) 9E especially 27. 
41.Ibid 11. 
42.Ibid 11. 

there is mention45 that Tottenham was held with sake 
and soke. Also, in the same charter, the tenant must 
pay two kinds of rent, perhaps recalling the special 
customs of the manor, and he and his sub-tenant owed 
suit to the lord's courtM. Taken together the evidence 
is of an original extensive royal estate or soke called 
Tottenhamshire with special associations with Lon- 
don. If the Strand settlement at Lundenwic was an 
implanted trading colony, it is quite possible that it 
developed later than Tottenham and in some way was 
subservient to it. Barrow makes the interesting point 
that Tottenham was in English hands well into the 
12th century so that one would "expect to find rather 
less social dislocation or tenurial reorganisation here 
than in other secular estates, more of the continuity 
often remarked in estates held by the church''47. 

As to whether there was a cross-river land unit at 
London, it has been noted48 that the eastern and 
western boundaries of later Middlesex and Surrey face 
each other across the Thames. They also discussed the 
name Surrey, meaning southern district; it should 
only be so called if there is a contemporary and 
associated territory to the north. 

Walthamshire 
Besides the references to Tottenhamshire there are 
two mentions49 of Walthamshire (Waltha[m]scire and 
Walta[m]scire) in early 12th-century writs and there 
us the present hamlet at Waltham called Upshire 
(Upscire and UpchiresO in the 13th century). So this 
name must refer back to a pre-Conquest royal estate 
and the presence of six sokemen in 1066 and 1086, 
seems to indicate the same royal possession. There is 
reference51 to the payment of suit (de soca) from 
Chingford to Waltham. Finally there is the presence 
of five sokemen on the single estate at' Enfield who 
could grant or sell without their lords' permissions2. 
The evidence is consistent with Walthamshire being 
the name for a royal estate which became the minster 
parish of Waltham. The use of the plural word 'lords' 
above requires some explanation, it is not inconsistent 
with the possibility that the customary duties of the 
sokemen were sull to the canons of Waltham rather 
than to the single lord of Enfield, although there 
seems to be no surviving documentary evidence for 
this and other explanations may be possible. 
43.Ibid 11-12. 
44.Ibid 13. 
45.A. C. Lawrie op cit fn 39. 
46. Discussed by G.  Barrow op cit h 40, 10. 
47.Ibid 9. 
48.T. Dyson and J. Schofield 'Saxon London' in J. Haslam 

Anglo-Saxon t m  in southern Britain (1984) 291. 
49.Dean and Chapter, Durham, 1.3 Ebor 13 and 2.1 Reg 3 

(spelling checked by K. N. Bascombe); mentioned but mis-spelt 
G.  Barrow op cit fn 40, 10 no. 18. 



Contrary opinions 
Against the thesis of this paper, that Enfield was in 
the minster parish of Waltham, is the opinion of 
D ~ r e e ~ ~ .  He questioned, because of the possible early 
dedication to St. Andrew, and because of the large 
size of the medieval parish of Enfield, whether the 
church at Enfield Town, close to the forest border, 
might have been a minster church itself H e  did not 
proceed to consider the possible extent of any larger 
minster parish; in general these comprise large 
territories, of perhaps five to fifteen modem par- 
is he^^^. 

The church at Enfield, close to the later manor house, 
often called the Palace because of a royal interlude, 
and well away from the main concentration of open 
fields where the main agricultural settlement must 
have been, is typically placed for a manorial church, 
being there for the lord's convenience. It  is not 
centrally placed for a minster church. Although there 
is a priest recorded in Domesday Book, with a virgate 
of land, there is no physical evidence of a church of 
the 11th century or earlier. Perhaps more important 
is the fact that no Saxon evidence was found from 
quite extensive excavationss5 at the palace gardens site 
just to the south. Since this part of the paper was 
written it has been reporteds6 that pagan Saxon 
occupation has been found at Aylands Road, Enfield; 
this is among the later common arable fields bordering 
the Old North Road just where early agricultural 
settlements would be expected, and no doubt where 
others should be sought. 

Doree's suggestion was taken up by Baileys7 and 
but they too seem not to have considered the 

significance of the Cheshunt Bank and the contiguous 
old Enfield boundary. So possibly they did not 
consider that the 7th century diocesan boundary lay 
here rather than out west to include South Mirnrns. 

Waltham, on the other hand, has physical evidence of 
a Christian presence from the 7th century. After c 
1030, when Tovi brought the Holy Cross to Waltham 
(it would have been installed in Church 2), there were 
at least four priests, because Tovi appointed two 
presbyters to join other clerics. Then in 1060 Harold, 
later king, aet up a new Secular College with a dean 
50. P. H. Reaney The place-names of Essex English Place-Name Soc 

(1969) 31. 
51. J .  Morris (ed) Domesday book, Essex (1983) 32, 7. 
52. J. Morris (ed) Domesday book, Middlesex (1975) 9, 9. 
53.S. Doree op cit fin 32, 28. 
54. J .  Blair 'Secular rninster churches in Domesday Book' in P. H. 

Sawyer Domesday Bwk: a reacsesment (1985) 104. 
55.1. K. Jones and I. W. Drayton 'The Royal palaces of Enfield' 

Enfield Archaeol Sac Res Rep 4 (1984). 
56.See this issue (LA 6 no. 11) p. 302. 

and twelve canons. Thus here it remained an 
out-going mother church until 1177, by which time, 
no doubt, local churches had been built, by then in 
fairly newly-formed individual parishes. 

Concluding remarks 
This essay is a preliminary stab at a difficult problem. 
There are a few other pieces of evidence linking 
Waltham with its neighbours on the east of the Lea. 
There are none, at present known, to link Waltham 
with Cheshunt, Enfield or Edmonton. The attempt 
has' been made to do this on the basis of a 
geographically-coherent cross-river land unit. This 
would probably not have been attempted but for three 
lucky circumstances; the 18th-century recording of 
the Cheshunt Bank; the existence of maps of Enfield 
defining the parish before the Chase allotments; and 
for knowledge of the western boundary of the docese 
of London, so as to leave these three places in limbo, 
if they were not in the minster parish of Waltham. 
Also the inclusion of these places leaves Waltham as a 
'central place' in the minster parish. 

Unfortunately there is no record of Churchscots9 
being paid to Waltham or London, or elsewhere 
locally. This might be paid in kind or commuted to 
money payments, it was a hearth tax60 due to the 
rninsters and would be conclusive evidence of rninster 
parish connections. 

There is no suggestion that any boundaries discussed 
here were made specifically to delineate minster 
parishes. It is quite probable that these parishes were 
determined to a considerable extent by earlier secular 
land units and their boundaries. In &is resDect one 
would not expect ecclesiastical resources to have been 
used to construct such boundaries in the 7th century. 
Rather we might expect settlements named, for 
instance, after Eana's open space61 (Enfield) to have 
merged imperceptibly into forest62. So it appears that 
the boundaries are of preexisting tribal areas. It may 
be of interest to note that the Iron Age camp of 
Ambresbury Banks lies just inside the boundary of the 
~ostulated minster ~a r i sh  of Waltham whereas 
houghton Camp lies 'just outside and only 2 miles 
(3.2krn) distant. It  has been argued elsewhere63 that 
some of the sinuous relict boundaries of Essex are 
57.K. Bailey op cit fn 12, 115. 

58.D. 0. 'Pam 'A history of Enfield: before 1837' l Enfield 
Preservation Society (1990) 17. 

59.Discussed by J. Blair op cit fn 15, 50. 

60,In laws on Ine AD 688-94; D.  Whitelock Ennlish Historical 
Documents 1 (1968) 371. 

61. J. E. B. Gover et al, op cit fn 36, 71. 

62. A point made by M. J .  Franklin 'The identification of minsters 
in the Midlands' An&-Nman studies 7 (1984) 70. 



pre-Roman in origin. The possible Iron Age origin of 
the Enfield boundary has been discussed earlier. 

The line around Chingford, Waltham and Epping 
begins to look attractive as a minster parish boundary. 
There is no such nice boundary curving around 
Edmonton. Rather we meet another, apparently 
defensive, boundary defining a territory well to the 
west. Nevertheless this boundary following up into 
Cheshunt seems to define the extent of occupied or 
agriculturally-used land, as opposed to forest waste, 
so that it does, at some date, bound the settlements 
of Edmonton, Enfield and Cheshunt and therefoe the 
areas here judged to be in the minster parish of 
Waltham. However the line of Ermine Street, to the 
east of the boundary (Fig. 3), may have been 
considered as the defining line bf the diocese, for the 
places listed as in the diocese might, in the 7th 
century, have not stietched to the west of the Street. 
Again the administrators of the minster parish may 
not have thought in terms of boundaries at all but 
only in terms of places. However this may be, with or 
without recognised boundaries, Edmonton, Enfield 
and Cheshunt, and possibly other places to the north 
are here reasoned to have been in the minster parish 
of Waltham in the 7th century. 

As far as London is concerned the pichlre is certainly 
sketchy; it is hoped that the possibilities outlined here 

will prompt those with local knowledge to pursue the 
matter further. The minster parish of St. Paul's can 
reasonably stretch well to the west, but not to the east, 
over the Lea, into what must be the minster parish of 
Barking straddling the lower Roding. Westwards, the 
minster parish of St. Paul's may have stretched as far 
as St. Pancras, with Hampstead beyond being in some 
such land unit including Hendon and Stanmore and 
based on a minster church at some such royal vill as 
Kingsbury64. It will be interesting to see what the 
future holds for this particular aspect of the past. 
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Excavations & Post-Excavation Work 
City, by Museum of London, Department of Urban Archaeology. 
A series of long term excavatioiie. Enquiries to DUA, Museum of 
London, London Wall, EC2Y 5IIN (071-600 3699). 

Croydon & District, processing and cataloguing of excavated and 
museum collections every Tuesday throughout the year. Archae- 
ological reference collection of fabric types, domestic animal bones, 
clay tobacco pipes and glass ware also available for comparative 
work. Enquiries to Mrs Muriel Shaw, 28 Lismore Road, South 
Croydon, CR2 7QA (081-688 2720). 

Greater London (except north-east and south-east London), by 
Museum of London, Depamnent of Greater London Archaeology. 
Excavations and processing in all areas. General enquiries to DGLA, 
Museum of London (071-600 3699 ext. 241). 
Local enquiries to: 
North London: 3-7 Ray Street, London EClR 3DJ (071-837 
8363). 
Southwark and Lambeth: 6-8 Cole Street, London SE1 4YH 
(071-407 1989 or 403 2920 - office - and 928 077819 - tinds). 
West & South-west London: Town Mission Hall, Mission Square, 
Pottery Road, Brentford, Middlesex (081-560 3880). 

HamrnerSRljth & Fulham, by Fulham Archaeological Rescue 
Group. Processing of material from Fulham Palace. Tuesdays, 7.45 
pm.-l0 pm. at Fulham Palace, Bishop's Avenue, Fulham Palace 

Road, SW6. Contact Keith Whitehouse, 86 Clancarty Road, SW6 
(071-731 4498). 

Kineton, by Kingston upon Thames Archaeological Society. 
Rescue sites in the town centre. Enquiries to Marion Shipley, 
Kingston Heritage Centre, Fairfield Road, Kingston (081-546 
5386). 

North-east London, by Passmore Edwards Museum. Enquiries to 
Pat Wilkinson, Passmore Edwards Museum, Romford Road, E15 
4LW (081-534 4545). 

Surrey, by Surrey Archaeological Unit. Enquiries to David Bird, 
County Archaeological Officer, Planning Depamnent, County 
Hall, Kingston, Surrey (081-541 8911). 

Vauxhall Pottery, by Southwark and Lambeth Archaeological 
Society. Processing of excavated material continues three nights a 
week. Enquiries to S.L.A.S., c10 Cuming Museum, 155 Walworth 
Road, SE17 (071-703 3324). 

The Council@ British Archaeology pmduccs the British Archaeoloypd 
News (6 rj,, a year). Itgives details of conj2renccs, extra-mural wurses, 
summer schools, training excavations and sites where volunteers are 
needed. The annual subsrriptiwr of E10 includw postage, and 
should be mude payable to C.BA.,  112 Kennington Road, SE11 6RE 
(071 -582 0494). 


