strove after giving good justice to all of his omen with the love and fear of God; he
was sustained by those indebted to him by bonfisanfor affection?**

TheBurial of LIywelyn ab lorwerth and other Venedotiansin North Wales.

The chronicles quoted above provide the evidenaeRhnce Llywelyn was buried in
Aberconwy abbey in 1240. Yet there is little evide as to the exact place of his burial or the
fate of his remains or even his tomb, despite witksd claims in recent times. The so-called
tomb of Prince Llywelyn (Fig.15) is said to haveswed to the present day, being moved
first to Maenan in the late 1280s and then, afteissolution of the abbey in 1537, to the
Gwydir chapel, built in 1633 on the side of Llantwbkurch. Here the partial tomb now
stands near to a smaller lid with an effigy of Hy®@eetmor, an adherent of Owain Glyndwr
who died some time in the early fifteenth centtify Hywel’s lid has lost its sarcophagus and
is obviously too small to seal the so-called Llyyvetomb. Undated sarcophagi similar to this
still exist at Ellington, Cambridgeshire (Fig.14)daFulbrook, Oxfordshire (Fig.16). No

doubt there are many more still to be noted, butragated monuments they add little to our
understanding of the Llanrwst tomb. At first dighe tomb said to be that of Abbot
Alexander Holderness of Peterborough (d.1226, Fjgright suggest that the style of this
sarcophagus is early thirteenth century; howeweafiparent breaking and reshaping of the
tomb to fit the effigy suggests that the two hagerbmatched together at a later date.

It is a pity that the lid of the Llywelyn sarcophaghas not been found. If this
sarcophagus did belong to Llywelyn, it may have adaw-relief effigy to compliment that
alleged to be of his wife Joan, now residing atuBearis (Fig.18). Before going any further
it should be noted that it is quite possible thé sarcophagus does not belong to Llywelyn
himself or even to any other member of the Venedotamily who are known to have been
buried in Aberconwy abbey. Indeed, without angnfisrovenance, it is possible that this fine
tomb might have belonged to any medieval noblecamde from any church in the vicinity.

Its association with Prince Llywelyn currently appeto rest solely upon eighteenth or
nineteenth century hearsay. It has further beggesied in the 1980s that after the demoting
of Aberconwy abbey to a parish church, the tomitthe body of Prince Llywelyn was
moved and relaid in a stone lined grave lying @lytin the presbytery of Maenan chuféh

If this is true, then the freestanding sarcophagudanrwst can hardly be that removed from
under the ground at Maenan and it should be remedlibat John Wynne of Gwydir was
more than happy to fabricate evidence to link hifitsack to Prince Llywelyit*. Further,
there is no recorded historical evidence that thesh of Aberconwy held any reverence for
Llywelyn ab lorwerth before his forged charters &placed before King Edward Il in 1332.

It should also be noted that the princely burialStaata Florida seem to have all been in the
chapter hous&®. This, of course, does not mean that all prinee® buried in chapter
houses. Our only source mentioning the place pié&lyn’s burial in the presence of the high
altar, this Aberconwy ‘chronicle’, does not definbat form of tomb, if any, he had.
Regardless of this, what little evidence there &kes it suspect that the monks of 1283 would
have regarded Llywelyn’s tomb and corpse with amater respect than that which should

“31 Annales Cambriae. A Translation of Harleian 38R0 E.164/1; Cottonian Domitian, A 1; Exeter Cattad.ibrary MS. 3514 and
MS Exchequer DB Neath, PRO E.164/d. Remfry, P.M., [Malvern, 2007], B (St David’§) (Hopton Commission?), 130.

32 Hywel was the son of Gruffydd Fychan and this Gud and his sons, amongst whom were also RhysiiGétad to post a bond of
£100 on 23 November 1390 that they would not habthod John of Maenan, amongst oth€@€R 1389-82295.

"33 Butler, LAS. and Evans, DH., ‘the Cistercian abbey. Maenan, Excavations in 1968‘chaeologia Cambrens{4980], 11.

434 http://www.ancientwalesstudies.org/id115.html

3% Williams, SW.,The Cistercian Abbey of Strata Floridd1889], 125, 205.

121



have been recorded to the founder of the housedriRap Owain (d.1194), or any of his
princely successors who were buried at Aberconwy.

The only contemporary source which mentions thie stiyLIywelyn’s burial comes
from the copied words of a poet. Sometime, appigrenon after Llywelyn’s death, Einion
Wan wrote some lines which have been translated as:

True lord of the land — how strange that today
He rules not o'er Gwynedd;
Lord of nought but the piled up stones of his tomb,
Of the seven-foot grave in which he li&§.

Certainly the sarcophagus displayed at Llanrwabtsa pile of stones, but is the phrase ‘piled
up stones’ simply poetic licence? Certainly it Wbappear unlikely that the abbot would
have allowed a pile of stones to be dumped in ieis church over a crude grave cut through
his tiled floor. The question must be asked thtte Llanrwst sarcophagus is a part of the
tomb of Llywelyn, rescued by the Wynnes from threaiv home of Maenan abbey, then why
did they not also rescue the tomb lid and pos&filgy? The conclusion of this points
towards the tomb not being that of Prince Llywelyn.

The Llanrwst sarcophagus is 1'4" high, 3'1" widéhathead, but only 2'4%.” wide at
the base and 7'11" long (Fig.14). As such thishnigell have contained Llywelyn’s corpse if
it were taken from a 7' long grave initially cutAiterconwy as Einion Wan sang. The
sarcophagus is cut out of a light grey, mediummgrdisandstone which is heavily stratified
along the length of the box. The tomb had six iggdails on each side with three more at the
head and two at the base. The remains of pin hold® central upper part of each roundel
shows that they once contained plaques of someipisc. These may possibly have been
heraldic or representations of the occupant’s faasl ‘weepers’. Further, semi-quatrefoil
carvings filled in the gaps around the main rousdehile just one corner of the box was
indented. This sarcophagus was undoubtedly aopartichly decorated tomb. It also
contains a mysterious groove running deeply framrdent to indent within the centre of the
crudely carved interior.

As the sarcophagus now at Llanrwst clearly onceahlidi - as can be seen from the
indent cut around its top - it is quite possiblatttihis once supported an effigy that matched
that found on the lid of the sarcophagus allegduketof Princess Joan and now displayed in
the porch of Beaumaris church (Fig.18). Her déatkecorded in the Bruts under 1237.

Dame Joan, daughter of King John, wife of Llyweamlorwerth, died in the month
of February at the court of Aber; and she was blunea new graveyard on the shore-
bank which Bishop Hywel of St Asaph had consecrat®ad in her honour Llywelyn
ab lorwerth built there a monastery for the bam@tdd friars, which is called Llanfaes

in Anglesey*’

The Lady of Wales, wife of LIywelyn ab lorwerth addughter to the king of England,
her name was Joan, died in Llywelyn’s court at Abeéhe month of February and her
body was buried in a consecrated enclosure whichomahe shore-bank. And there

3¢ Translated in Lloyd, J.EHistory of Waleg2 vols., 1911] Il, 693 fronThe Myvyrian Archaiology of Walesds. O. Jones, E. Williams
& W. Owen [2nd edn., Denbigh, 1870] I, 335.
"3 RBH, 235.
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after that Bishop Hywel consecrated a monasterthiBarefooted Friars to the
honour of the Blessed Mary. And the prince buili at his cost for the soul of his
*438

lady.

Neither of these versions of the apparent origthabnicle mention that Joan was buried
within a church, just in the graveyard on the sHmek. This, of course, does not rule out her
exhumation and placing within a tomb when the fri@as built soon afterwards, or even the
friary being built around her burial plot and a tnadded around the grave at the same time.
The three years from her death to that of her mssksould probably have allowed sufficient
time for the small church of the friary to be bt Yet, it is surprising that Llywelyn did

not make a ‘foundation charter’ for this monastegpecially considering the amount of
charters he is said to have made to North Welstioaek houses, viz. Aberconwy (forgeries),
Basingwerk, Beddgelert (probably a charter by Liwd-awr ap Maredudd and not Llywelyn
ab lorwerth), Cymer (probable forgery), Dolgynwidgughmond, Strata Marcella and Ynys
Llannog. Two other tombstones have been recovesedthe Llanfaes site, one said to be
‘twelfth century’ and the other probably a ‘fountgie century’ priest®.

The Llanfaes sarcophagus, now in Beaumaris, wagamta fine grey cross-bedded
sandstone and is six feet long, over two feet higth has sides some three inches thick. The
stone is darker than that of the Llanrwst sarcopbhad he edges of the effigy on the lid have
been much damaged, the moulding on the dextelisidéally missing as too is the bulk of
the top edge. Further, as the lid has recently beeented into place, thereby filling in the
missing portions, it is not possible to be certaat the lid and the sarcophagus are actually a
match. In addition, it is obvious that the stohéhe sarcophagus and the lid are of different
varieties, the sarcophagus being cut from a sisgl®f trough cross-beds which look slightly
curved in the long section, while the lid is comgibsf fine grained, flat laminated and
current rippled grey sandstone. Quite obvioustydtone required for lid and sarcophagus
needed different properties for their differentgmses and this may account for the
differences, one for strength and the other fordate carving. The sarcophagus is quite
plain and crudely finished as it was evidently intted to be sunk into the ground, similar to
that suggested for the burial at Maenan presbyedyalso the original burial of King John at
Worcester. This is dissimilar to the tomb dispthg Llanrwst which was carved to stand
proud of the ground.

The coffin said to be that of Princess Joan had lmen used as a watering trough
outside Llanfaes, when ‘found’ in 1808 by Viscodiiomas Bulkeley (1752-1822). It was
then ‘face downwards in a ditch near Llanfaes stib@e coffin which it had covered being
used as a water troudtt'. Eight years later the ‘evidence’ that this waes ¢ffigy of Princess
Joan was questioned on the sound surmise thauthisur only dated to the early 18065
The story proposed by these relatively well knosources’ can now both be proven to be
wrong and historically near worthless from this 986cord*.

"3 pen, 104.

"3 There is no apparent confirmation for the extramdy claim that Llywelyn ab lorwerth founded theqpy in 1245,

http://iww.coflein.gov.uk/en/site/300910/detailafifaes-friary-franciscangreyfriars retrieved 23 Asi2017.

440 Archaeologia Cambrens[d855], 78pl;http://www.coflein.gov.uk/en/archive/6277008/destiD4retrieved 23 August 2017. It should

be noted that the ‘twelfth century’ tombstone lies. cemetery apparently only founded in 1237.

41 Archaeologia Cambrens4847], 316.

"442 Archaeologia Cambrens[4.855], 79.

43 The history of the legend of the Joan’s coffin barfound in Gray, M., ‘Four weddings, three futeend a historical detective puzzle:

a cautionary taleTransactions of the Anglesey Antiquarian Society ield Club[2014], 4-5. Here it is also shown that Joanfiygf
(continued...)
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The friary chapel now turned into a tithe barnwimch have been digged up several
stone coffins of the same form with that of Liywelgb lorwerth’s taken up at the
Abbey of Nant Conway, now remaining in the chagdllanrwst. These coffins are

now converted into swine troughs in several hoo$ésglesey**

This clearly shows that many coffins were dug worfithe friary and that Joan’s was at this
time thought to be one similar to that now in Llast, ie. presumably decorated with
quatrefoils or similar. This also shows that ‘Lisiyn’s sarcophagus’ was already in Llanrwst
church by the 1670s. As it was then rumoured thhyaeelyn’s only 130 years after the
monastery’s dissolution, it seems feasible that mhight represent a true remembrance. As
these accounts all mention Joan’s coffin, it isestain as to when the effigy was brought
together with the rest of her alleged tomb.

The Beaumaris effigy shows the upper portion ofoanan with her hands on her
chest, but they are lying flat, in an apparentligua and uncomfortably open position, rather
than being held together in prayer (Fig.19). Peslthis was necessary as the effigy was cut
in low relief. The even lower relief effigy of aitherwise unknown Lady Eva in Bangor
cathedral, probably dates to the last half of theteenth century and adopts a somewhat
similar pose, although the effigy is shown in faid is surrounded by a canopy and stiff leaf
foliage (Fig.20). An effigy at Danby Wiske, Yorks#i***, although in higher relief, has her
hands in a similar position, but palm downwardg(#L). The style of the effigy would point
towards the end of the thirteenth century, or evésw decades into the fourteenth. The lady
in question is also wearing two heraldic shieldscWwhook like multiple bars. These do not
fit the heraldic badges of any known family of DgWiiske - viz. The counts of Richmond,
the Nevilles, the Longuvilliers, the Furnivalls tvetScropes. The Maunbys had in interest in
the vill, but their heraldic devices appear unknphmwever their manorial interests make it
unlikely that this lady belonged to their faniify. This leaves the possibility that the
traditional identification of this effigy as Matid the widow of Brian Fitz Alan (d.1306)
could well be correct. The idea that she was istersof King John Balliol is apparently
unsourced and the fact that she only wears whatdtbe Fitz Alan of Bedale arms and not
those of Balliol would tend to mitigate against bemg a member of the Balliol family. If
the identification is correct it again emphasisesgroblems of assuming that an effigy must
be related to the church where it is currently fibun

Another somewhat similar effigy to the Beaumarie can be found at East
Worldham, Hampshire, where the upper part of a wosn@rso has been carved deeply into
a block of light grey sandstone (Fig.22). The fegdisplays similar headwear to Princess

443 (...continued)

was not found face down in a ditch by the coffint Wwas already in the church when the coffin waeniarom its temporary home at
Baron Hill.

"444 ‘Historia Bellomarisei of circa 1669 by William Wams' in Fenton, R.Tours in Wale$1804-1813], ed. Fisher, J. [Cambrian
Archaeological Association, 1917], 305.

*445 Traditionally the effigy is said to represent Midi, the second wife of Brian Fitz Alan (d.1306handied sometime after 1340. The
assumption appears based on the heraldry of a bffige shown on her cloak. However, there ar@yrmsuch coats of arms and there
seems no Fitz Alan link to the manor. From anyedake Danby Wiske formed part of the demesne t¢dride honour of Richmond. In
the early thirteenth century this was held by Eahulf of Chester (d.1232), the step father in ¢dulywelyn ab lorwerth. The lordship
then passed between the Crown, the Scropes amadatéy absentee dukes of Brittany until 1342 whemas resumed by the Crown and
eventually granted to John of Gaunt. Possiblylatg is a wife or mother of Geoffrey le Scrope vetied holding the vill a little before 11
December 1340Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem, 1216-1422 vols., 1898-20031336-47 206. Alternatively, the effigy might be
a Neville or a Mauneby, Hugh Neville holding themoaof Thomas Maunebyalendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem 1336;410.403. In
short, she is anonymous.

*446 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem 1336:46.403.
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Joan, except for a definite lack of a coronet. &ke has a fine wheel brooch under her
throat, but her hands are palm down one aboveth®r on her chest. This figure is
traditionally said to be Philippa Roet, the wife@¢offrey Chaucer (d.1400), but this
identification is at least 150 years too I&fe

The Beaumaris figure is surrounded by the branohedloriated stem which springs
from the base of the lid border and is graspedbyhead of a wyvern (Fig.23). The tail of
the animal is formed into a love knot just befdre &€nd loops into the lower foliage of the
stem. The effigy face is enclosed by a barbeis firtay be worn over an apparent coif which
closes tightly about the forehead. A few strarnidsair appear visible at the temples (Fig.24).
On the top of her head is what has been claimée @ coronét® which holds in place a
wimple which falls to her shoulders where it rastthree apparently pleated rolls on either
shoulder. Under the fall of the wimple and ovex plossible coif at the base of the neck is the
V shaped top of a tight fitting long sleeved gowifrhis is clasped at her throat by a circular
wheel brooch possibly with a dove or other desighiwthe circle. Her head rests on a plain
rectangular cushion in typical early stone effiggtfion (1150-1250). As the end of the
thirteenth century was reached a second cushios@ndtimes tassels were added to the
effigy headrest.

The headwear of the Beaumaris effigy is surprigisghilar to that worn by Isabella
Plantagenet (c.1214-41), with coronet over a wintipée apparently doesn’t cover the throat,
but does lie in pleats on her shoulders (Fig*25 Her hair is also just showing at her
temples. The style of drawing of the face is asarly identical to the Beaumaris effigy.
Isabella was the younger half sister of Princess & Wales. Isabella’s other uterine sisters,
Eleanor (c.1215-75), the wife of Simon Montfortl265), and Joan (1210-38) the queen of
Scotland, are shown in the same roll in exactlystr@e headwear (Fig.26). It is further
apparent that these ladies have quite differerddes to other royal ladies represented on the
roll. They also have coronets dissimilar to th@ars of the kings in the manuscript. The
implication could well be that they are all daughtef King John and that this was thought to
be the style of royal ladies when the roll was dray in the early fourteenth century.

This combined circumstantial evidence also leakiegbssibility that the effigy is of
Eleanor’s daughter, another Eleanor (1252-82), wase wife to Prince Llywelyn ap Gruffydd
from 1278. If this is so, the effigy could well\ieabeen commissioned by that Llywelyn
between Eleanor’s death on 19 June 1282 and hikihmy on 10 December 1282.
According to a contemporary chronicle made outsidé/ales - no Welsh chronicle mentions
her death - she died at the very end of the dd@afune 1282 when her daughter Gwenllian
was born and she was buried at Llanfaes in theehotihe brothers mindt°. Eleanor had
no female siblings and so it is not possible to para any representations of them to the
Beaumaris effigy, but another genealogical chrenatlthe English kings dating to between
1275 and 1300 (BL Royal MS 14 B V), does reprekent(Fig.27). This looks nothing like
the effigy and has a totally different headweanfddgtunately all the other females in this roll
have exactly the same headwear, so this of itselfgs nothing, other than this poor sketch
may have been done just within her lifetime. i éarther be stated that Eleanor of

"447 http://astoft.co.uk/eastworldham.htm?fref-rgtrieved 23 August 2017.

48 There are many effigies who are apparently nobydl blood, but sport coronets, viz. the femafeggfat Norwell, Nottinghamshire.
*449 British Library, Royal MS 14 B VI, a genealogicall of the kings of England possibly drawn up beséw 1300 and 1308 accessible
online via http://www.bl.uk/catalogues/illuminatednuscripts/record.asp?MSID=18941&CollID=16&NSta#t8206

*50 Florentii Wigornensis Monachi Chronicon ex Chrosjad. B. Thorpe [2 vols., English Historical Sogjet848-9] Il, 226 The
Chronicle of Bury St Edmunds, 1212-136d. Gransden, A. [Nelson, 1964], 75.
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Aquitaine’s effigy of 1204 at Fontevrault (Fig.28ars more than a passing resemblance to
the Beaumaris headwear, as too does that of Isatielngouleme (d.1246), Princess Joan’s
stepmother (Fig.29). The effigy of Countess Aweliortibus of Lancaster (d.1274, Fig.30) is
less of a match in headwear than the legitimatglataus of King John seem to have worn.

The argument has run for 200 years that the Beasimffigy must be Joan as it has a
coronet (though this never seems to have beenyckssmn), is obviously an early effigy and
Joan was buried at Llanfaes. Yet, if the abowmrsect, the possibility remains that this lady
is actually Princess Rhunallt ferch Reginald, ih& fvife of Llywelyn ab lorwerth and
daughter of the king of M&ti'. On 3 July 1414, King Henry V reconstituted Liaes friary
which had been abandoned due to the troubles ies\wmdfore 28 January 1461 In Henry
V’s letter he notes that the daughter of King Jblad been buried there as well as some son
of the king of Dacia, the body of Lord Clifford anthers killed in the Welsh wat¥. When
Camden saw this document many years later he thaugtadfilia regis Johannis, filius
Regis Daniae.”**. Logically the original reading should have b&agis Maniaer the king
of Man and noDaciaeor Daniaeat all. Similarly, it is possible thétius is a faulty
expansion ofil" and should really have been renddika - daughter. If these deductions are
correct, Llanfaes could also have been the buldalepof Llywelyn's first wife. That said, at
least one son of the king of Man, Godred Olafssgandie off the coast of Gwynedd in
1237%°, Thus he could quite conceivably have been buriddanfaes. The fact that King
Henry V mentioned these people would suggest et hames were remembered due to
their having inscriptions or notable tombs at thary. It may also indicate that prayers may
have been maintained for them until 1401.

Further south in Wales there are some more uniteEshgffigies that have similarities
with that of the Beaumaris effigy. The first tiweean Abergavenny. One lies largely covered
by a Cantilupe shield, which almost certainly makesthe effigy of the Jean Cantilupe who
died in 1271 (Fig.31). Alternatively, this justght be her mother, Eva Braose, who married
William Cantilupe in 1248 and died in 1255. Ifsther, then she is displaying her husband’s
heraldry on the shield and not her own. The Iik@dd is therefore that this is not Eva Braose
(d.1255), who was the sister of Princess Isabeatte&e (d.1272+), the wife of Prince Dafydd
ap Llywelyn (d.1246), but her daughter, Jean ondaaCantilupe (d.1271). Once more the
effigy has a rather triangular face with a barbigh\wrobable coif underneath. Again the head
lies on a plain rectangular pillow. The effigytexton a much mutilated sarcophagus. This
has recently been rebuilt, showing a rectangulantath three defaced shields in each side.
There are no roundels. The second Abergavenmyyaffinighly defaced and obviously dates
to several generations after the Cantilupe wonmdowever, the reconstructed tomb she lies
upon has three quatrefoils on either side contgidafaced heraldic shields (Fig.32). Itis
worth speculating here that this figure might wefiresent Agnes Mortimer (d.1368), the
third great granddaughter of Joan Plantagenet 3d)12The style is feasible when compared
to her sister Catherine (d.1369) at Warwick andaitvously earlier effigy of another sister,
Blanche (d.1347), entombed at Much Marcle in Hedsgbire. The effigy of Earl Lawrence

51 See the above chapter, Llywelyn’s Marriage andrédr@wvy, 1195 to 1203.

52 CPR 1399-1401418;CPR 1413-16234.

*53 et similiter quod in eadem domo corpus tam filiagis Johannis progenitoris nostri, quam filii re@aciae, necnon corpora domini
de Clyffort, et aliorum dominorum militum et armigeum qui in guerris Walliae., Foedera, Conventiones, Litterae et¢cl. T. Rymer
and R. Sanderson, 4th edn, by A. Clarke, F. Hokepand J. Caley [4 vols. in 7 parts, 1816-69],1¥01-33, 83.

54 Joannis Lelandi Antiquarii de Rebus Britannicis [Eotanea Hearne, T., [London, 1770, 6 vols] |, 54.

"% Chronicle of the kings of Mann and the Isleg Broderick, G. [Douglas, 2004], f.45r-v.

"6 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem 1365; Kb.226.
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Hastings of Pembroke, Agnes Mortimer’s husbang, iearby. He died twenty years before
her, on 30 August 1348, which might explain the tvawing separate tombs. His
sarcophagus has no roundels, but multiple caneptasveepers within them as might be
fitting for a mid fourteenth century tomb.

Just over the current Welsh border at English Backn Gloucestershire, is another
effigy that is worth comparison with that at Beauisia This shows a poorly sculptured lady
allegedly of the fourteenth century (Fig.33). Agahe wears somewhat similar headwear to
the Beaumaris effigy and her head rests on a rgalanpillow. Quite possibly then, this is
thirteenth century and not later.

There is a similar coffin lid to Beaumaris in Bratop, Derbyshire, that can be dated.
This belongs to Matilda le Caus who died a littiddse 21 May 122#7. The lid, which was
discovered in the graveyard in the eighteenth ecgnhas a quatrefoil at the top through
which the bust of Matilda is displayed (Fig.34heSlasps her heart to her chest and wears a
veil over some kind of cap or braided hairdo. Head rests on a rectangular pillow of typical
thirteenth century style. Above the quatrefoildskare some indistinct decoration, while on
the main part of the coffin lid is an inscriptidrat reads: Here lies Matilda le Caus. Say a
lord's prayer for her sotf®. In style it is not dissimilar to the Beaumarigfmn lid, although
much less ornate, as might be expected for a lpsssonage.

Finally with these comparisons, it is worth notthg effigy of Rose Verdun (d.10
Feb.1247) found in Belton church, Leicestershilig.@). Here is an apparently defaced
effigy with canopy, apparently removed to Beltowin when Rose’s foundation of Grace
Dieu priory was dissolved in 1538. The effigy emtly lies on a modern table tomb and
consists of a slab supporting the effigy of a ladiyunder a trefoil canopy replete with ball
foliage. Towards the top of the canopy, set inahgles, are a rose and the Verdun arms, one
on either side. The effigy slab is unusually thackd the canopy top has five upright figures at
the head and three each on the two upper sidds)esling in prayer or reading, apart from
the topmost figure who appears to be female andirgy to heaven from her shroud aided by
two surrounding figures with angel wings, uncovgrirer shroud®. At the base of the effigy
Rose’s feet lie on a dragon, while on the basd@fdot plate are a further three effigies,
probably Rose standing with her hands raised andit@men on either side kneeling in
prayer. Around the side two further girls peepuabthe chamfered corners of the slab. The
effigy is in a long flowing surcoat with loose fasldbelted high at the waist. Her hands lie flat
on her chest and her left forearm cradles a clbse#t. On her head, which rests in early
style on a single rectangular cushion, she weatsajweil which flows down onto her
shoulders. The apparent barbette seems causad bgfacing of the effigy which may have
occurred in 1912 when the monument was ‘restdfed’lf the scenes around the top and
bottom of the slab are interpreted correctly Resdisplayed centrally at top and bottom in
life and at the Resurrection. Altogether the esdgance and workmanship of the monument
is vastly superior to those already examined, tappears no evidence to suggest that the
effigy must be of later provenance, especially wRese asked for lights to adorn her tomb
just before her death.

It should be remembered from this brief survey thatdating of any archaeological
feature by comparison with other equally undatééxdeures is a pastime fraught with

ST CPR 1216-25439.

58 Hic:lacet:Matild:le:Caus: Orate:Pro:Anima Ei' Pat'ds

5% My thanks go to many members of the Facebook gBuitjsh Medieval History, who helped with the irgeestation of this.
"0 It is possible that some effigies had separatesfathich were then glued to the main body.
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historical danger, consequently it cannot be tdkegranted that the Beaumaris effigy does
represent Princess Joan, even if the circumstastideénce does seem to point that way.

To help with the identification it is necessaryjdok at some broad statistics to place
these effigies in context. Currently it is estisththat approximately 0.84% of the world
population dies each year. Of the knightly clasBrggland there were approximately 7,000
available for service around 1200, so when wives@erics are added to this equation it
gives a rough figure of some 20,000 people who haaye wished to be commemorated by
effigies at any one time in the thirteenth centufthis class of people capable of affording
effigies or incised slabs were dying at approxinyat&o per annum and each were
commemorated, this would mean that some 200 negiesffiwere being made each year.
Between the rough dates of 1200 and 1350 that wsugdest a production of some 30,000
pieces of funerary art. As it can be shown thiigies were being produced in the twelfth
century this figure is most certainly an undereatafor potential production of effigies
before 1350. Currently there are only some 1,5@0nples existing or known to have existed
from the period 1100 to 1350. This is less thandd3%hat might be expected if every
suitably rich person was commemorated in suchlddas Quite obviously they were not.

Regardless of the original evidence, it has reg@wén been suggested that the
Beaumaris effigy might represent ladies as divassBrincess Joan, Senana ferch Caradog
(bef.1200-52+) the widow of Gruffydd ap Llywelyn.{@44), or Eleanor Montfort (1252-82),
the wife of Prince Llywelyn ap Gruffydd (d.128%). No doubt there will always be more
suggestions than solid answers. All of the docuargrevidence as well as the similar styles
of the effigies and similar works of art (thoughwfef their dates can be taken as secure),
would tend to suggest that the lady representdteieffigy is indeed Joan Plantagenet
(d.1237) and dates to the second quarter of thedmth century - probably in the period
1237 to 1241. Unfortunately suggestion is the tesdtthe available evidence allows.

Some further evidence can be gleaned from the gmalloexamination of both the
Beaumaris and the Llanrwst sarcophagi which wasechout in 2008%. This showed quite
conclusively that the three parts of the two tormdome from different sandstone beds,
although microscopic analysis showed that bothshdired similar geological histories in
terms of alteration during their laying down andg#nesis. This suggested that both original
sandstone blocks had been obtained from the saciesaly related quarries. Comparison
with quarries in lands adjacent to Aberconwy at gallen, Degannwy, Llandudno, Conwy,
Bangor and the adjacent parts of Mon all provedheg; notwithstanding it was felt that ‘the
nearest likely candidate quarries are those iffiltiveal Carboniferous sandstone at Talacre,
near Mostyn Dock’. If this is correct it may weliggest that both sarcophagi came from the
lands of Basingwerk abbey, unless of course theesias simply purchased and then brought
to Llanfaes and Aberconwy in 1237 and 1240 andougite. If the suggestion for the origin
of the sarcophagi rock is correct the fact thatelieg) fell out of the political control of Prince
Dafydd ap Llywelyn in the summer of 1241 might waffler a terminus post quem for both
tombs, although there is no reason that he couichpge the stones in the period 1241-44
when he was at peace with the English king. Th@agical evidence therefore leads to the
likelihood that both the Llanrwst and Beaumaris bsrwere cut in Wales. The conclusion of
this evidence would therefore appear to be thak ldaerwst sarcophagus could well be that of

81 Gray, M., ‘Four weddings, three funerals and adhisal detective puzzle: a cautionary talEfansactions of the Anglesey Antiquarian
Society and Field Cluf2014].
*62 Campbell-Bannerman, N. and Crossley,NRrth Wales Geology Associatifdan 2008], vol.49, 4-5.
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Prince Llywelyn and that the Beaumaris effigy, bat the underlying sarcophagus, could be a
part of the tomb of Princess Joan. Neither casdbeamore than a suggestion.

With all this considered, the Llanrwst sarcophagmsd conceivably belong to any of
the princes buried at Aberconwy between 1200 ad@ BAd possibly any number of abbots
or nobles who might have been buried there upughty 1300. During this time six men of
Venedotian princely stock are known to have beeredwvithin the abbey. They were
Gruffydd ap Cynan in 1200, Hywel ap Gruffydd in 621lywelyn ap Maelgwn in 1230,
Llywelyn ab lorwerth in 1240, Dafydd ap Llywelyn i?46 and finally Gruffydd ap Llywelyn
in 1248. There is one more factor that might seinion towards the Llanrwst sarcophagus
being that of Prince Llywelyn, and that is that Wwige’s aunt, Eleanor Plantagenet (1162-
1214), was buried in a sarcophagus with similapd&on at Burgos in Spain in 1214
(Fig.36). Although this tomb has no effigy, butts place a pyramidal roof, it does have
‘roundels’, but these are trefoil canopies, rathan quatrefoils. Regardless of this, the
design seems specifically Spanish as King Alphotgb226-84) was buried in a similar
sarcophagus (Fig.37). Back in Britain similar tanseem to have been made for other
members of King John’s family. King John’s tombforcester cathedral has quatrefoil
roundels, but these are far more sumptuous, &g iwhole tomb (Fig.38). Unfortunately they
are a late addition, only being made in 1529 wihentdmb was modified to make it match
that of Prince Arthur. Thus, although the quatitefoontain heraldic plaques, like those
postulated for the Llanrwst tomb, they cannot Haae a similar provenance. When the
Tudor tomb was opened in 1797 the original storiéncoontaining the king's corpse was
discovered within. Clearly the effigy and the sguitagus are of the same shape - similar to
that of the Llanrwst sarcophagus except that tnshtwas body shaped internally (Fig.39).
The effigy would appear to have originally laineditly on top of the sarcophagus which
shows evidence of having been initially set ingheund, with the effigy lying directly on the
church floor (Fig.40). This would appear to haeetin the same style as the grave found in
the excavations at Maenan abbey in 1968 and swggbastthe second resting place of Prince
Llywelyn. The elm boards found around the Woraeséecophagus in 1797 probably marked
an attempt to reseal the coffin after its remowatg current position and the construction of
the 1529 box tomb to enclose the body and sarcaishaghe conclusion of the 1797
investigators was that the stone coffin of Higlegne had been laid in the Lady’s chapel in
the ground and the effigy then laid over it ongneund surfacé. It was then later
translated to its present position. Whether thas witially done in 1216, 1232 or only in
1529 remains a moot point, but the later is mdeyi An interesting comment by the 1797
investigators was that the body of the king acalyakeflected the image of the effigy above
in both clothing and position. It therefore sedikaly that the effigy of the king was placed
there by the executors of his will in the immediatiermath of the king’s death, rather than
later in 1232 as is currently asseit&d

If the tomb of King John does not help with ideyitiy the sarcophagus at Llanrwst a
nearby tomb does. This is the final resting plaicklatilda Longespey, nee Clifford (d.1284),
the granddaughter of Prince Llywelyn and Joan Bigeriet who would appear to have been
buried in Worcester priory in 1284. This tombwasl as a masterful effigy on the lid, has six
guatrefoils along its one exposed side. The dtiree sides are built into a wall, though it is
uncertain whether this was done originally or ig p&the later Tudor remodelling (Fig.41).

"3 The idea that John asked to be buried betweetwth&axon saints, Oswald and Wulfstan, is a motferention as a quick glance at
his will shows.
"84 hitp://worcestercathedral.co.uk/King John.j@imeessed 19 August 2017.
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Certainly this sarcophagus appears the neareshrtmathat at Llanrwst and the identification
of the effigy is proved by the multitude of Cliftbarms that decorate her cloak (Fig.42).

Other tombs with quatrefoil decoration exist, ocemxisted, at Moccas,
Herefordshire (5 quatrefoils of possibly the mideenth century) and Bishop Henry
Marshall (d.1210) in Exeter cathedral (three laagd two small quatrefoils on either side
with leaf moulding surroundings). Joan Vere (d3)28 Chichester cathedral has similar
quatrefoils, but they are more elaborate. Interght they are similar to those on the tomb of
Earl Richard Fitz Alan (d.1376) and his second \ikeanor Lancaster (d.1372) which lies
nearby. In both these cases the roundels aresithbk trefoil canopies. Consequently these
would appear to be later variants of the Llannestsphagus design. Similarly, the tomb of
King Edward Il (d.1377) has quatrefoils along tese, but they are far more complex than
those of Llanrwst.

Figure 1, Two tombs at Ellington, Cambridgeshire, which éagumilar
decoration to the sarcophagus at Llanrwst.
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Figure 15, The sarcophagus attributed to Prince Llywelythen Gwydir chapel of Llanrwst
church. Note the quatrefoil roundels with cenpiaholes to hold the plaques in place and
the central groove within the tomb. There is @sansert on the base corner (bottom left)
where the tomb may have butted against an obfgictilarly, the upper right corner has been
chamferred away damaging a roundel. This imphas this portion of the tomb at least was
moved and placed with this side between or agavsbbjects.

Figure 16, The Fulbrook, Oxfordshire, tomb.
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Figure 17, The effigy alleged to be that of Abbot Alexanétaiderness of
Peterborough (d.1226) set on top of a modifiedagdragus with roundels
containing quatrefoils.

Figure 18, The plain and undecorated stone coffin allegdaktthat of Princess
Joan (d.1237). This is now sealed by a decoratpdishral slab with a female
representation upon it. Joan was buried on thehsea before Llanfaes priory was
apparently built near or over the site.
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Figure 19, The effigy on the tomb lid th
within Beaumaris church porch.
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Figure 21, The effigy in Danby Wiske with the |

._—}3'"14

WSROI TIPS REIaOPaNan

;
Ay .

o I

I Ba : downturned hands. Note the more refined clothing
1’ ,!;{-f 3 as well as the two heraldic shields on her shoslder
LJUI u: and the twin cushions. Such is far more 1275 to
7h: ,u 4 1325 than 1200 to 1250 in style.
) 3

X
FIBSROORABaReBEINE

-~
- -~

.

.

Y i, Figure 22, The effigy at East Worldham showing
foob. a similar wheel brooch and headwear to that worn
EPFIGY IN BANtOL ¢ \THEDRAL. by Princess Joan.

Photo courtesy of Allan Soedring.
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Figure 20, The Lady Eva with open
palms. The style of headdress and the
buttons down the centre of her cloak
would suggest a late 14entury date.
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Rtone Coffin-lid of the Princesa Joannn

Wife of Ilewellyn. Prine: of Walen

Figure 23, A Victorian representation of the
coffin lid assigned to Princess Joan soon after
its discovery.
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Figure 25, Isabella Plantagenet, (1214- Figure 26, Eleanor Plantagenet (1215-75),

41), Empress of Germany and younger the youngest daughter of King John.
half-sister of Princess Joan of Wales.

Figure 27, Princess Eleanor Montfort of Wales
(d.1282).
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Figure 28, The refurbished effigy
of Eleanor of Aquitaine (d.1204).
Note the single rectangular pillow
of a type found in many early
effigies.

138

Figure 29, The tomb
effigy of Isabella of
Angouleme (d.1246), the
widow of King John, in
Fontevrault abbey.



Figure 30, Aveline Fortibus (d.1274), the wife of Earl Ednduof Lancaster (d.1296) in
Westminster cathedral. Note how the decoratiohartomb is trefoil, rather than quatrefoil
as appears on the Llanrwst tomb.
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igure 31 The face o the effigy hich seems to represean;CntiIupe (d.1271) at
Abergavenny.

§ K

Figure 32, The second female effigy at Abergavenny set wporodern reconstruction
of a table tomb. The quatrefoils of this bear sosesemblance to those on the
sarcophagus at Llanrwst.
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Bicknor effigy.

Figure 33, The rather amateurish English Figure 34, The effigy 0 Matilda Iauz |

i
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(d.1224) at Old Brampton, Derbyshire.

Figure 35, The Lady Rose Verdun (d.1246) in Belton,
Leicestershire. Notice the Verdun arms on the frefo
canopy and the apparently new face glued to thecdef
head.
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Figure 36, The sarcophagus of Eleanor Plantagenet (rearthgtithree leopard heraldic
device of England) and King Alphonso VIII of Castdt Burgos cathedral, Spain.

Figure 37, The tomb of King Alphonso X of Castile (d.1284).
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Flgure38 King John s tomb showmg the three quatrefonndells setina
sumptuous tomb with elaborate buttresses of a gestgfe. The sarcophagus,
but not the effigy, dates from 1529.
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Figure 39, The body of King John as it was found in 179%&cpt within in
the original coffin with the head inverted, posgiiol the 1529 translation.
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Figure 40, A representation of the effigy of King John
showing its coffin shape which apparently matches t
of the sarcophagus below.
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Figure 41, The tomb of Matilda Longespey nee Clifford (d.42&
Worcester cathedral showing the quatrefoil roundefslar to those

found on the Llanrwst sarcophagus.

Figure 42, A Victorian
sketch of the heraldry on
the effigy of Matilda
Clifford at Worcester.
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Aberconwy Abbey During the Wars of Prince Dafydd, 1240 to 1246

If it is uncertain if any trace of Prince Llywelytomb still remains, more can be said of his
last years and his successors’ fight for powere pitecise course of events concerning Prince
Dafydd’s assumption of power as well as his imprsent of his half-brother have previously
created some confusion. Once more, following trgemporary sources alleviates this
confusion. The Bruts state under 1239 that:

Dafydd ap Llywelyn seized Gruffydd, his brotheredéking faith with him and
imprisoned him and his son at CriccieKrifceith, Grugyeith, Krucyeiff°>.

Dafydd ap Llywelyn seized Gruffydd, his brothere&king his oath with him and he
imprisoned him and his son in the castle of Critcté®

By the implication of the juxtaposition of entirélis event occurred after the birth of the
future King Edward | on 18 June 1239 and beforedieth of Llywelyn on 11 April 1240.
However, as the Bruts were only redacted in thetéamth century, this cannot be taken as an
untainted primary source. The same is true ofifnegales Cambriae, which were likewise
redacted around the beginning of the fourteentiucgn The probable Strata Florida and
Hopton Commission versions, both have Gruffydd wagat by Dafydd due to the fortunes of
war, with the Strata version sandwiching this betmvievo events, the death of Gruffydd ap
Maredudd and the birth of Prince Edwétd Obviously this disagrees dramatically with the
Bruts which have Gruffydd captured after the botliedward. Further, no Gruffydd ap
Maredudd is known to have died in 1239, but thimrydaredudd Goeg died at Whitlaftél

His nephew, a Gruffydd ap Maredudd, died in 12¥Whatever the case, the Strata chronicle is
corrupt here. The St David’s version is also gorrand states under the year 1239:

And Gruffydd his son was captured by his brothetyBé and imprisoned.
The original should probably have read:
Gruffydd, and also his son, were captured and isoped by his brother Dafydd.

Regardless of these renderings, it seems reasotlablyfrom this that the writer of the lost
Welsh Chronicle believed that Dafydd had capturedfi@gdd. Whether this happened at
Criccieth or Criccieth castle is open to doubtrtkermore, it is uncertain whether the prince
‘and his son’ were imprisoned in Criccieth as veallbeing captured there. Criccieth was in
Eifionydd and therefore next to Gruffydd’s landLdyn.

English sources have a quite different take on Waffairs. Matthew Paris recorded
two versions of Dafydd’s takeover of power. In fhst, which might have been written up
near contemporaneously, he said:

"85 RBH, 237.

466 pen, 105.

87 Annales Cambriae. A Translation of Harleian 38R0 E.164/1; Cottonian Domitian, A 1; Exeter Cattad.ibrary MS. 3514 and
MS Exchequer DB Neath, PRO E.164/d. Remfry, P.M., [Malvern, 2007], 130.

"8 pen, 105.
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