
Belluton Quaker Burial Ground
n the 1887 Ordinance Survey Map there is a reference to a ‘Friends’ Burial
Ground’ adjacent to the road from Pensford to Chew Magna, in an area
called Belluton. This Quaker burial ground was purchased in 1669 or 1670

and was used for interment until 1829. AMeeting House was built there circa 1690.
The Meeting House closed in 1757 ‘and materials of it were sold in 1831 the proceeds
being employed in building walls round the (burial) ground’. (Trust Property Book
1870 Friends House, London).

The Meeting House was not without incident. A Quaker, Mary Coff, was murdered there in 1726
by one Henry Brookman who was hanged in chains on a gibbet in sight of the Meeting House on
the road leading to Pensford. A wedding took place in 1770, thirteen years after its closure, between
Mr Edward Wilmott of Claverham and Miss Molly Bishop, daughter of Mr Robert Bishop of
Pensford. (Bristol Journal May 26th 1770).

The site is currently on the property of Blackmore & Langdon, Stanton Nurseries, Pensford.
However, there is no indication as to where the burial ground is situated. Several people with an
interest in local history corresponded with one another which resulted in a feeling that something
should be done. First an approach was made to Richard Sermon the Bath & North East Somerset
Archaeological Officer. Richard suggested that BACAS had the equipment necessary to carry out a
survey of the site. Contact was made with John Oswin of BACAS and a survey was initiated.

There were two survey instruments used. Amagnetometer detects minute changes in the Earth’s
magnetic field (50, 000 nT), down to 0.1 nT, which may be caused either by intense heat re–setting
the local field (detection of hearths) or intrusion of topsoil into an area of subsoil (detection of pits
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Figure 1
The results of the resistance survey. The most noticeable anomaly is the white band which is an
area of wetter soil. The thick black line on the far left, top, is the collapsed wall. But the most
significant anomaly is the almost invisible group of white ‘blobs’ just below the road number.



and ditches). A resistance meter sends a small electrical current into the ground, and collects the
current at a remote probe. It also measures the voltage between probes to calculate an electrical
resistance. It detects apparent increase in electrical resistance caused by the presence of high
resistance materials, such as stone, close to the probes on its mounting frame, and is thus
complementary to the magnetometer in terms of survey, as it can detect masonry walls. The
device requires typically 30 minutes to complete a 20 metre square. The site size is approximately
140 metres by 80 metres at its widest point and is an almost perfect right angled triangle. The
survey lasted two days. On the first day the only feature that presented itself was a possible
collapsed wall at the western end of the site; however it is likely that this is not the wall referred
to in the old records.

The second day was spent at the eastern end of the site. Before examining the results of that
survey other features need to be mentioned. At the first visit the grass was long and the whole
site looked ‘smooth’. The grass had been cut before the second visit and this revealed features
visible to the naked eye. There were two slight ridges; the eastern one approximately 18 metres
long and a western one approximately 21 metres long with a depression some 25 metres wide
between them. On the road running along the north side of the site there is an indentation in the
opposite hedge that is reputed to be part of a turning circle for an entrance to the site, no longer
visible but in line with the ridges and depression.

The survey on the second day did turn up some significant marks which led to the belief that
there is a 70 % chance that they identify the burial ground (figure 1). There is some “bobbling”
around a centre spot near the northern hedge that suggest graves. The results are better seen on a
computer screen, and even then it calls for some interpretation by experts. Luckily one was on
hand. The highlighted anomalies in Figure 2 help guide you to find them in Figure 1.

My thanks to John Oswin of BACAS and his team who diligently surveyed the site and also to
Rosemary Langdon and her family for their interest and permission to work on the site.
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Figure 2
The same resistance survey results but with the group of small round anomalies highlighted to
illustrate their location in Figure 1.


