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e ronsortium claimed that Arthur's death, around 575, was kept guiet
- allow support to build up arcusd his scn Morgan, a minor. St Illtyd,
s cousin, secretly buried the bedy in 2 cave near Fencosd, overlooking
e Ewenny River in Mid Glams

wever when Morgan came of ag9es to rule, " Arthur was taksn from his

mb in the cave and quietly buried nearby. The consortium have bought
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ndragon memberz digging at Llanelen were concernsd that uncfficial and

pbably unortheodox sxcavaticns threatened to destroy evidence before

illed archaesclogists could assess the situation. In 1780 apparently
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LIVS MAVRICI. " The Welsh ha
is at the time, " I wrote, ? ar
e inscription has been misread

te that I did not suggest that Wilson and Blackett wers the hoaxers. I
d meant that at seme stage in the past the inscipticn might have been
bricated with a view to dsceive. In November 1983 they and their
pporters, the Mew Arthuri Societ vrote to me, saying, You are
tting yoursself up as some on Soutk East Wales history

d already calling the dis rs', You are a disgrace te

ur Pendragon Society., " A ndence with them had resulted
similar (and worsel akus have contact with thenm.

In eary 1988 fresh publicity was gis
Chris Barber’s Hare Nysisricu
compilation of {mostly) Dark A
anscdotes, photos and so on, 2
Howewver, Barbsr gave Alan Wils
including their theories in a =z
nhatograph of the stone.

jen to them by the publication of
= 5 .(2) This bosol is a fascinrating
e =z with associated folklore,
d deserves to read for these alone.
n
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and "Mick’ Blackett credibility by
ecial chapter and by exhibiting a

In May 1988, Charles Evans-Gunther in the magazins Drazan argued
persuasive against some of VWilson and Blackstt’s claims, and added
zome interesting information con the possible sources of their beliefs.
(4) K= traced the origins of ith2 curious identification of the legendary
Srthur with the curious Athruiz, son of Meurig, to Edward Uilliams
(1747-18258), Uilliams, ( best krown as the writer Iolo Morganwg 1 was a
nemason and scholar who iz known to have embroidered matsrial he
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found in genuinely ancient wanuscripts. Williams * craztsd * a 1391
manuscript &y Sir Edward Mansel of Margam which purported to mention
' pne Morgan a Prince who lived in the time of King Arthur znd was his

zpn as soms would have it..."

This document may well have been the birthplace of the notion of " King
Arthur, son of Maurice, father of Morgans " taken up with enthusiasm by
Wilson and Blackett. Charles Evans-Gunther implicitly suggests that the
Stonemason Edward Williams not only souwed the seed of this
identification, but manufactured material svidence to support this
claim namely the Artorius Stone. The lattering on this stone is
suspiciously like that on the Pumpeius Carantorius stene in Margam
Museum, and nct because they were necessarily dene by ths same Dark Age
Mason.

Eut the saga continues. In September, the county planning officer for
Mid-Glamorgan was seeking for independent advi on the claims of King
Arthur Research which had already basen firmly rejected by the Glambprgan-
Gwent Archasolegical Society and by Cadw, the Wzlsh counterpart of
English Heritage. (5)

Then in Movember, a triumphant coup---a serious national newspapsr not
onl!y 3ave them column space ( The Guardian had already dope 30 in
1983 ) but provided =ditorial comment. ($) " Mr Baram BRlackett, a
shipbuilding managemernt consultant, and Mr Alan Wilson, a businessman
with the help of friends have sxcavated part of the =zite, a scheduled
nonument.... At a depth of six feet they discovered a stone slab, which
they say bears markings caonsistant with a royal tomb. They are

vinced that 2 stone ceffin lies bensath the slab... " The Pendragon
v’s worries of 1984 had bsen justified, and illegal excavation
could well have destroyed crucial evidence forsver,

The legraph editorial muddied the situation, " The point at issue
is one of mythology and seatiment, not of conssrvation. Arthur,

Guinevere, Camelet and the Grail are the stuff of England’s pre
natienal myth., " (MNeedlezs to say, this rightly
duards of Cardiff wrote

3, £ B
ake v by the
sho ink that ¢
sult noour ‘
e-3and titude |
tinued: Such myths may st b they abstract
swspaper takes an unegquivocal line t Romance
rything, That slab must be left where it is.
ks ding, Wilson and Blackett clearly intended no ston2
unturned.

And as recently as Fehruary 1787, stary 73 featured the
interchangeable Alan Wilson, a restired shipping sxpert, and Baram
Elackett, a Businessman. " {7?) Its map clearly marked St Petesrs Church
near lLlanharan as the site where they claim Arthur’s body is still
buried. The ruins were bought by them from the church in Wales for £25G,
and they have founded Fendragon Tours (no connection at all with this
zpciety) to conduct visitors round the two sites. The Police have
already intervieued them abtout unauthorised digging anpd the removal of
the stone, =o they ars inviting qualified archaeologists to apply for
permission to investigate the church. ( Write to King Arthur Research,
3 Tv-Draw Place Fenvlan, Cardiff. )

King Arthur " specifically originating in Glamorgan { itself a perfectiy
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ypothesis)" is a theory that gains grounds for plgusibility the
s repeated: even the author Anthony Powell gives it credence.
ere something in it 7 Well, would you telieve historical

rs5 who wrote tha $ollowing to you? )

v the English havs done everything they can to obliterate the
s of Wales. It really began with the effort of Edward [

‘ngland attempting to exorcise the ghost of Arthur II from Wales
190-91 AD with his well known fraud hoax excavation at
itonbury.... " (9]

, research is bedavilled by the antics of individuals who kesp

avidence away from public scrutiny because they do not gizh to
power it repressnts, and then develop a sense of paranoia when
€ is righty sceptical. Derek Mahoney’s Glastonbury Cross

Was
recent exampla, (10} and I suspect that Wilszon and Blackett’s

Stone is another

-if he ev

k= spinning in hiz grave. (14
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The two claimed burial sites, a cave in Coed-y-Mwster and
St.Peteds near Llanharan, and other Dark Age sites.

LETTERS.

Tc Isolde Wigram:
Yes, I was urong, and you were quite right to guery my statement about
the Crucifizion dates., The Last Supper must have been on the Thursday
evening and the Crucifizition eon the Friday. After all Christian Easter
covers Good Friday (why ’good'?) for the Crucifixition and Sunday for
the Resurrection. Alsc the Christian cresd ackrowledges our Lord " who
was crucified, dead and buried and on the third day he rose again from
the dead ". Again on P 92 I stated that Easter Sunday could only fall on
the exact lunar anniversary of the Resurrection day if Nisan {4 fell on
a Friday. So I was well aware *hat thres days and not two were involved.
Ferhaps it was inattention or failure to revise thoroughly but in any
case it should not have happened, and I apologise to you and all other
readers.

I. W. J. Snook
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Romantics and Moralists; Pre-Rapheelite
Responses to Arthurian Legend.  o.c.sones ma.

The z2im of this series of articles iz to examine the response of PART |
certain Pre- Raphelite painters to the Arthurian legends.Instead of a
general syrvey,David Jones has selected four paintings to make a

reasonably detailed stud, of their subject matter and sources.

D G Rosaetti’'s watercolour Arthur’s Tard (How Sir Lancelot parted fraom
Quess Gulineveres &t Xiny Artbur’s Tont &nd would have kissed ber st
pErting but sha would net.) (British Museum) was the first of several
with an Arthurian theme he painted during tha 1850s. Although it is
dated 1854, Alastair Grieve argues that it was painted in the late
zummer of 1855 (1), It was commizsioned by John Ruskin,who described it
3% "....one 0f his imperfect ones-the Lancelot iz so funnily bent under
his shield, and Arthur pointz his topes sg over the tomb."

Arthur’s Torb depicts the meeting of Queen Guinsvere and 5ir Lancelot,
her former lover, at the tomb of the dead King. The story of this
encounter comes from Sir Thomas Malory’s MNorte &7 Aribur,Book sil
Guinevere nhas entered a convent at Almesbury and iz surprisad one da, at
the appearance of the Knight. Ha azks "..,.Madame, I praye you kysze me
and never no more.," "MNay®, sayd the Quene, "that I 2hal never do but
sbsteyne you from such werkes,” (3)

Howewver, according tc Malory, Arthur had been burisd at Glastonbury, not
Almesbury, after the battle of Camlann. Roszetti has tranzfarred ths
scene of the meeting from the convent cloister, whare the lovers uere
urrounded by 'ladies and gentiewomen’, to the solitary site of the
ing’s burial,

ooy

He has done sc to intensif{, the pswchological drama of the controntation
by making it take place actually over the grave of the man deceived by
the two lovers, The Tomb iz both a reminder and 3 reproach to them. B
shifting the place of the meeting Rossetti has besap able to encapsulate
the whole tragedy of the legend of King Arthur in z single scene. The

sdulterous love of Lapcelot and Guinevers =zet in motion the long chair
of events that resulted in the break up of the Round Table, and the
death of Arthur, and it is only fitting that the pair =zhould mezet for
tha last time at hiz graveside, That it wa= partly, Rossetti’s intention
to summarise the legend iz alsp suggested by the tuo scenes painted on
the side of the tomb. On the left we see the three protagonists in
happier deys: the King and Bueen are about to dub Lancelot 2 Knight. He
knaels before them in gratitude and obeizarnce. To the right is a scene
of some of Arthur’s Krights receiving a vision cf the Holy Grail. All
the main elements are therefore contained within Rossetti’s picture.

The scep==z on the towbstonz have other functions, symbolic and
emblamatic. As in many othsr Pre=Raphelite paintingz, the pictures
within pictures comment and expand upon the main events depicted. They
are also a literary device, in that the narraitve implied in the
pairting is sxtended intc past and {future. In the scene of Lancelot
being Knighted there is both an ironic contrast with the present, since
81! thres protagonists arz united there in harmony, and also a zense of
foreboding and doom, because it was on such an occazion that the lovers
r=t becams aware of their fatal attraction for each other. This is
the colour of passzipnate
ic contrast betueen the tomk pictur: )

fully, cefor

iz alszo a




- or the tombstore, the viaiaon of the Holy Grail, has no
f in time or place. Its function is to remind the
=pe tor-and L=n:'en:'L of the life of purity and spirituality whi ich has
bLesn denied him. Unlike his son, Galahad, Sir Lancelot is never granted
a full vision of the Grail beczuse of his guilty leve for his Queen.

Other =ymbolic details are employed to enrich the central themes of
unlavful passion and renunciation. & snalie and apple appear on the
lowerleft, baneath Lancelot’s feat,and the whele szcene takes place in
the shade of an apple tree, auch 5/mbﬂllsm may appear somewhat obvious
and clumsy, and iz moreover inappropriate unleszz we believe Guinevers to
be tempting her former Iover. On the surface it zezms clear thet
Eoszetti has followed Halory strictly in depicting the Gueen as
rezizting Lancelot’s advances. The s3ymbnls of the Fall could, houvar,
have been inserted as a =light hint that Lancelot’s renewed passion
could not have bean reciprocated. Since the Quesn’s renunciation of he
¥right was such a fundamental part of the tegend, Rossetti could hardly
depict anything that implied otheruise except by the most indirect of
means. So the symbolism may be clumsily irrelevant or a suttle
1nd1:atioﬁ 0f the artist’s attitude to Guineversj there is no way
telling. Whatever the case, it fails to cohere in the manner which
Holman Hunt achieved in his best paintirgs.In Hunt'z Tie dirs
Shesterd ,for ezample, the szymbclic deta il both enhances the
meaning and arises paturally within the 3cene represented. In
Tork :ymeI: taken from the 01d Testament (the apple and the
{the cross formed by the shadow of the tres
] scene) and from Medieval legerg sit uneasily s
l=gend i3 itself of course an extraordinar, hybri
g znd Christian elements, but this fact Jdoss
ic=nze to make of it as he wishes,
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uh Garbon Update

endragon writers have often conjectured

over the concept of the Shroud as Templar Grail. The curr-
ent research programme being carried out on the alleged Holy
Shroud 1is thereforeof continuing interest to us and period-
ically someone can supply another snippet of news on the curr-
ent state of play. Whilest so far the Vatican has permitted
these tests, we still await with bated breath to see whether
the cliff-hanging Carbon-dating will go ahead, and whether in
any case, we will get to hear the result.

Progress has been reported this year in Antiquity .

which I will relay, as not everyone may have heard, from
whatever source.

Antiquity (March 1987) agrees with the Vatican that the C.D.test will prove
nothing with regard to the Shroud's authenticity. A compatible date would be comr-
orting for believers. but will not. of course prove that it was the shroud of the
crucified Jesus. (One has to say. though, that if of the right period, the circum-
stantial evidence on the cloth would be pretty compelling.) A later date would lead
into discussion as to the astonishing relic- spoofing employed. not to mention its
reverse imaging.

Antiquity says its money on the Shroud stakes is on the late side, and hazards
a Cl12th. dating.

They have been influenced by a new type of C.D. test which has been made on
the Templecombe painting - followers of the case will recall that this is on wood and
portrays a bearded face very similar to that on the Shroud, painted in mediaeval style
and depicted in a manner that links it both with the Templars and the Shroud S$ay art
experts. The test indicates a date in the late C13th. early Cl4th. This locates it
very neatly in the high period of relic-manufacture.{Antiquity July 1987)

Antiquity provides further guide to form. Findings are quoted on St. Peter's
Chair, and a fragment of the not-entirely-true Cross which are amongst the'Relics
and Shrines' described in David Sox's book of that name.

There have been other Shroud contenders. The previous one, the French Cadouin
Shroud was found to have been woven in Egypt during the C10th. It was given away by
its Kufic script. There are.apparently, 'Tunics of Passion' in Argentina and Trier
nd another Shroud in Besancon. The Argentina Tunic was held to ransom by Action
Jdirecte in 1983. It has been shown to have bcen woven about the time of Christ.

I do not feel the Turin Shroud story will have a neat ending - but continue

‘0 obscrve the fence-side view.




THE MYSTERY OF THE GRAVE OF KING
ARTHUR AT GLASTONBURY

In 1991 Glastonbury will be celebrating the 800th anniversary of the
Giscovery of what are claimed to be the bones of Xing Arthur and Queen
Guinevere. In 1191 the monks of Glastonbury Abbey dug up an oak coffin
from sixteen feet underground and discovered inside two bodies which they
claimed to be those of King Arthur and his second wife Guinevere. They
accordingly engraved a Gothic inscription on a leaden cross. The
inscription read as followss "Hic jacet sepultus inclitus Rex Arthurius
cum Wenneveria uxore sua secunda in Insula Avallonia.", which translated
from the Latin reads “"Here lies buried the renowned Xing Arthur with
Guinevere, his second wife, in the Isle of Avalon.". The discovery of
the mortal remains of Xing Arthur and Queen Guinevere was widely accepted
as genuine at the time, but has since become the subject of controversy.
Many historians have dismissed the discovery as being part of a publicity
campaign decigned by the monks to raise urgently needed funds for the
restoration of Glastonbury Abbey. 1t is my opinion, however, that the
monks were convinced that their discovery was genuine, but it may have been
a case of mistaken identity on their part. The custom of the Celts was to
make gods out of their heroes and then subsequently to name their heroes
after their gods. This custom has tended to obscure the true identities
of the heroes. In order to discover the true identity of the hero buried
at Glastonbury, one has to consider the early Welsh traditions regarding
Xing Arthur.

DAVID PYKITT .

One of the most ancient tales in the Welsh language relating to King
Arthur is that of ‘Culhwch and Olwen', the text of which has been dated to
between A.D.1080 and 1100 and is preserved in ‘The White Book of Rhydderch’
and 'The Red Book of Hergest'. 1t is one of a collection of tales called
‘The Mabinogion' by Lady Charlotte Guest. An episode in the story of
Culhwch and Olwen tells how Gwyn (the White One) ap Nudd, king of Annwn,
and his rival Gwythyr ap Greidiawl (Victor son of Scorcher) waged perpetual
war tor the love of Creiddylad {(Cordelia), who was the daughter of Lludd
Llaw Ereint (the Silver-handed). Creiddylad is depicted as the maiden of
the greatest majesty that ever was in the Three Realms of Britain and its
Three Adjacent Islands. She ran away with Gwythyr but before he had chance
to make love with her, Gwyn came and carried her off by force to his favourite
haunt on Glastonbury Tor, which was then surrounded by almost impassable
swamps.
but on this occasion Gwyn overcame him and was victorious. The feud
continued, each in turn stealing Creiddylad from the other, until the matter
was eventually referred to ¥ing Arthur, who agreed to act as mediator.

Arthur summoned Gwyn and Gwythyr before him and made peace between them, but
he made the ironical decision that Creiddylad should be returned to the house
of her father, Lludd, and that there she was to remain unmolested by either
party., who should fight for her love every First of May and thenceforth until
the Day of Doom, and whichever of them should be congueror should win her.
Eventually, Gwyn ap Nudd was killed by his rival Gwythyr ap Greidiawl.
According to Robert Graves in 'The White Goddess ', Gwyn ap Nudd was buried

in a boat-shaped coffin in his father ‘s honour, and the monks discovered

the ‘body of Gwyn, or whatever the original name of the hero of Avalon was,

at Glastonbury. In his 'Studies in the Arthurian Iegend®, John Rhys observes
that Gwyn's father is variously named Nudd, Lludd or Lleu, and we discover
Gwyn himself under two other names - the Welsh Gwynwas and the Cornish Melwas.
Melwas was the Cornish pronunciation of what was in Welsh Maelwas, but in the
pages of Gruffydd ab Arthur (Geoffrey of Monmouth) one detects Gwyn under the
longer name of Gwynwas, which may be interpreted as the white or fair youth,
while Maelwas would seem to have meant a pr%ncely youth. Therefore, Gwyn
had two names, Maelwas and Gwynwas, of whicn the former survived in Cornish
as Melwas, while in Welsh the preference was very decidely given to Gwyn,
which was a shortened version of Gwynwas.

10

Gwythyr collected an army and went in pursuit of Gwyn and Creiddylad,

1e of the oldest surviving Arthurian tales is contained in the latin
of St. Gildas', written in 1130 by Caradoc of Llancarfan. Thelstory
2 strong resemblance to the one contained in *Culhwch and Olwen', and
Js how St. Gildas arrived at Glastonbury at a time when Melwas was
1g in Gwlad yr Hav (the Land of Summer = Somerset). Glastonbury Tor
ing besieged by Xing Arthur with a countless multitude from Devon and
11 on account of his wife Gwenhwyfar, whom Melwas‘had violated and
carried off to the Tor for protection, but Artpur and his war band could not
enetrate the fortifications. when he saw this, the Abbot of Glastonbury
Abbey, attended by the clergy and Gildas the W1§e. stgppeq in between the
contending armies, and in a peacable manner.advlsed his king, Melwas, to
restore the ravished lady to her husband, Xing Arthur. Accordingly, she
was restored in peace and goodwill. When a trgaty had bgen settled, the
two kings gave to the abbot a gift of many domains. 1t is a strange
coincidence that the battle between Arthur and Melwas and the battle betweer

Gwythyr and Gwyn should both be fought out at Glastonbury Tor.

[V RPPRTE

However, in the most widely spread early Welsh.tradition ?ontaéned in
the Welsh Triads and Geoffrey of Monmouth's :Hlstorla Regum Britanniae’,
Melwas'‘'s role as the abductor of Gwenhwyfgr is takep by Arthur's treacherous
nephew Medraut and it is Gwenhwyfar's infidelity which leads to the
catastrophic events culminating in the fateful Battle of Camlann. Medraut
is killed by Arthur but what of Arthur himself? Acco;dlng to my research,
he survived to punish his unfaithful spouse by condemning her to be torn
apart by wild horses. He did not consider a Christlan burlal'sultable for
his rebellious nephew, but, because of his respect for Medraut's father
Lleu ap Cynfarch, a close ally, he consepted'to a burial fit for a Ce}tlc
warrior. Consequently, Medraut was buried in a boat-shaped oak coffin
in accordance with the primitive oak-cult which came to Britain from the
Baltic between 1600 and 1400 B.C. Arthur also considered it appropriate
for his estranged wife,Gwenhwyfar, to rest alongside hgr.lover. It woulq
therefore appear from the evidence of early Welsh tradition that the remains
discovered by the monks at Glastonbury were those of Medraut and Gwenhwyfar.
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LLACHEU, THE SON OF KING ARTHUR oav

PYKIT

In order to discover any trace of Xing Arthur ‘s long lost son Llache
{the Glittering One), we must first establish the connections of Xing Art
himself with the Welsh Border country in present day Herefordshire.

" One of the most ancient tales in the Welsh language is the story of
Culhwch and Olwen contained in °‘The Mabinogion'. Culhwch is the cousin
of Xing Arthur and an episode in the story relates how Llwydawg Govynnyad
(the Hewer) went to Ystrad Yw, where he met the men of Llydaw. There he
slew Hirpeissawc (of the Long Tunic), king of Llydaw, and Llygatrudd Emys
(the Red Eyed Emys) and Gwrfoddw Hen (the 01d), who were Arthur's uncles,
his mother's brothers. Thus Arthur through his mother, Eigyr, is
incidentally associated with the border country near Hereford.

The Rev. Arthur Wade-Evans in his ‘'Welsh Christian Origins *® observes
that Ystrad Yw was a district in south Brecon and was separated from the
kingdom of Erging (between the rivers Monnow and Wye in Herefordshire) by
the cantref of Ewyas. Gwrfoddw Hen is doubtless the Gwyndaf Hen mentioned
in 'The Liber Landavensis' (the Ancient Register of the Cathedral Church of
Llandaff) as ruling Erging, only one district removed from Ystrad Yw. The
Emys in Llygatrudd Emys may be, as Sir John Rhys suggests in his ‘Studies
in the Arthurian legend', a scribal error for Emyr. 1f this is the case
then the person intended is undoubtedly Emyr Llydaw, the ruler of Armorica
whose daughters married sisters of Xing Athruis of Gwent. King Athruis
has been identified with the legendary Xing Arthur by William Owen Pughe
in 'The Cambrian Biography'.

*The Liber Landavensis® has been translated from the Latin by the Rev.
William Jenkins Rees, who informs us that Cernyw was a district in Erging
over which reigned Custennin Fendigaid (Constantine the Blessed), the
grandfather of Xing Arthur and the father-in-law of Pepiau Clavorauc, king
of Erging. Pepiau was the father of Efrddyl, the mother of St. Dyfrig
(Dubricius). There is a district in Gwent also called Cernyw, in which
is a place called Gelly-weg, a name which occurs in the romance of Xing
Arthur as the residence of Bishop Bedwin. The Book of Llandaff records
the grant of Lann Custenhin Garth Benni (the Church and Monastic Enclosure
of Constantine the Blessed) made by King Pepiau to his grandson, St. Dyfrig.
Lann Custenhin Garth Benni has been identified as Welsh Bicknor in the
county of Hereford and it is called Ecclesia Sancti Custenhin de Biconovria
in a St. Florent charter of 1144, Thus,from what we can glean from ‘'The
Liber Landavensis' and other authorities, Arthur was allied by family ties
to the Silurian reguli.
in Erging and his father's sister was married to Pepiau Clavorauc, king of
Erging. His cousin, Geraint Llyngesog (the Fleet-owner), is said to have
founded a church at Caerffawydd (Hereford). ‘The Life of St. Dubricius’
contained in the Book of Llandaff records how in the year 506 St. Dubricius,
Archbishop of ILlandaff, crowned the most celebrated Xing Arthur in the I15th
year of his age.

Also recorded in the Book of Llandaff is a grant made by XKing Athruis
of Gwent to his brother Comereg, abbot of Mochros (Moccas in Herefordshire).
Included in this grant is Campus Malochu which can be none other that Mzis
Mail Lochou (the Plain or Field of Prince ILlacheu), later known as Ynys
Efrddyl. 'The Life of St. Dubricius® informs us that the Saint, after
leaving his monastery at Hennlann (Hentland), spent a further period of
time in Ynys Efrddyl. King Pepiau Clavorauc had made the young Dyfrig
heir of the whole of the island which was called Ynys Efrddyl after his
mother. It is not an island as suggested but a wooded tongue of land
bounded by the Wye, the Worm and the hills that divide the plain from the
Dore. This wide district contained Matle (Madley), which owed its name
of ‘the good place* to the fact that °'the blessed man' was born there, and
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His grandfather Custennin Fendigaid founded churche

‘0os {Moccas), the name of which means Swine M
iyfrig's encounter with a whife sow and her 1
. suitable site for his new monastery. He a
and there he planted his monastery at Mochro
y. which apparently was originally dedicated
Campus Malochu (the Plain of Prince Llacheu)
wfield Farm in the parish of Allensmore, the
and a half miles south-east of Madley Churc
Arclestone, now Arkstone Court, close to All
ps of Llandaff all through the Middle Ages,
ubricius lands in Herefordshire claimed by '
In his °‘*Essay on the Welsh Saints®, Rice Ree

i William Jenkins Rees, mentions Llanllecheu i:
as having been founded by St. Llecheu, who had hi
on the Isle of Anglesey. In the Peniarth Manusc:
that Llecheu was a saint at Talyllychau, which is
Llacheu, or Llecheu, was the name of a son of Kin
slain at the Battle of Llongborth and is celebrati

In the Welsh Triads Llacheu, son of Arthur,
Gwalchmai, son of Gwyar, and Peredur, son of Earl
Three Fearless Men of the Island of Britain, and :
Rhiwallawn Wallt Banhadlen {of the Broom Blossom
Three lLearned Ones of the Island of Britain. Apparently he was no less
renowned for his warlike prowess than for his deep knowledge and he is
said to have fallen fighting bravely for his country alongside his kinsman
Geraint Llyngesog (the Fleet-owner) at the Battle of Llongborth. 1n the
Book of Llandaff mention is made of Merthyr Gerein (the Martyrium of
Geraint). This chapel stood near the Upper Grange Farm House in the
parish of Magor, Gwent, but its remains have been removed for many years.
Mager is on the Caldicot Ievel near the Severn Estuary. where Geraint's
fleet was once moored.  The Martyrium may have been raised to the honour
of Geraint Llyngesog who fell at the Battle of Llongborth.

A Wonder of Britain recorded by Nennius in his ‘'Historia Brittonum®
describes a tomb by a spring called Llygad Amir (the Eye of the Emperor),
and the man whose body lies buried in the tomb was the son of Arthur the
Emperor, whom Arthur himself killed and buried there. Llygad Amir has
been identified with Gamber Head, the source of the River Gamber near
Wormelow Tump in Herefordshire, It would appear that Xing Arthur
considered himself responsible far the tragic death of his son Llacheu
at the Battle of Llongborth and built a magnificent tomb in his memory.
The alternative solution is that Llygad Amir is derived from Llygatrudd
Emys {the Red Eyed Emys). In which case the man who was buried there
would be none other than Arthur ’s uncle, Emyr Llydaw. Unfortunately,
whatever the truth of the matter is, the tomb no longer exists.
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At the time of writing, I have just retwrned from a wonderful Summer holiday,
secure in the knowledge that things are looking better for the magazine and
that Jacky is plugging on with the next issue even as T unpack the last sandy

bathing costume and packet of ant-enriched cocoa.

The sandiness of the cossies was only made possible by the completion of the
late lamented Llanelen (Pendragon) Dig in 1985. Prior to that two 'holidays'
per Surmer were spent on the Gower, camping and catering and digging in all
weathers and, until lately, pretty primitive conditions. The Dig has been
part of our lives for a long time for many of us, and whilest we did not ever
carry it out in a mood of martyrdom, (indeed, those holidays were exceeding-
ly jolly and companionable AND of great interest to all concerned) some of us
who have been involved since 1973 are wonderfully relieved to take our famil-
ies off on other trips in the Summer instead, (and maybe to more predictable

weather, too.)

These photos demonstrate the period of dedication that has been involved:

Llanelen I

Llanelen IT

In Llanelen I, the 'marker boy' nearest to the camera is my little boy, Rupert,

on the very first dig. In Llanelen II, he has been specially posed on the same

corner to demonstrate the difference in age on the last Dig. The other four
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children, L to R: Roland and Flo Lovegrove, Zoe, (Rupert's sister.) and Be:
Lovegrove, had not been born at the time of the first Dig, with the exceptic
of Flo, who was just learning to stand at the time!

However, in the absence of the Dig, some other meetings have been possil
this Summer.

In May '77, David Pykitt came to tea, (although he didn't need much, hay
just been wined and dined by Bristol's Dragonara Hotel in the course of thei
'Arthur, Camelot and the Quest for the Holy Grail' Week-end.) He had just cc
leted a visitation of Somerset's traditional Arthurian sites, and a verbal
too, supplied by Dr. Danny Williams of Leicester University.

David has two articles in this issue. He told us about some other work
is doing at the moment on sites in Brittany with strong claims to Arthur.
Although we were shortly off to Brittany ourselves, we were unable to visit
sites that were of interest to David as by that time I was busy retracing tt
steps of the St. Anne's cult for my own purposes, (not to mention collecting
afore-mentioned sand and ants.)

In mid-June I found myself celebrating the Solstice weekend in brilliant
sunshine outside the Druid's Arms Pub in Stanton Drew with members Valerie
Joice and Denise Stobie, from Count Durham. I had a taste of the lovely Art
ian ballads which they write and play, right then and there; this was what tucy
had come to Glastonbury to do, as has become part of their custom at that time
of the year.

This picture of them was taken by the Stanton Drew Circle stonees. It was
a memorable afternoon and hopefully it may be repeated in 1988, so if any of you
are coming to Glastonbury for the Solstice please let me know and we can extend

the meeting!
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