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St.Teath Cross Restoration Project

Intraduction = This tall medicval churchvard cross stamds in the entrance 10 the
cemeleny al 1. Teath and was smashed into picces early in the 1%th. century and
laier restorcd in 1883, This repaic has lasted over a century, bt in récent years
concern has boon voiced abowd the condition of the cross head. 1 has became
apparent thal the original repair, which consisted of coment mortar and red brick
Tzs sufTored an ahe hands of e wenther, Frost, wingd and rain had all taken their
toll. cansing large fragmcnls of mortar @ fall off, and leaving Large gaps in the
crogs ead making it cven more vulnerabde (o the weather,

Restoration -Initinlly 2 package of works was put together involving North
Cormwall Heritage Coast and Countryade Service and 5. Teath Parochial Chorch
Council. However, although the cross is listed rather than scheduled, English
Heritage were keen 1o become imvolved and ultimately to fund the physical work.
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e project is required Lo stabilise lllci
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General History - Af the beginning
of the 1. cemury this tall ancicnl '

monalith served as a footbridge across the outlet of a pond in the neighbourhooed
I ktrpe proportions and decoration suggest it was the original churchyard cross,
rather than a simple wavside cross. Further support for this assumption is the




reference by Arthur Langdon in 1896 to an emply cross base in (he clurclyard,
which today is missing,

The cross appears to have been thrown down or neglected, possibly during the
stormy years of the reformation, when m@any monuments of the old fith were
damaged &nd destroved, later to be re-used ag a simple foolbridge. The Polrode
Mill Cross at 51 Kew churchyard was also used as pant of & footbridge during Lhe
later part of the 19th. century, a fate that many of the larpe Cornish crosses

. Jrom ' Cld Carnish Crosses” by A.G. Langdon 1896

succumbed 1o, Tt wis in 1835 that the stone was rescued by the Rev. Joscph Favrer
(incumbent 1821-1838) from this incongruous position and returned o the

churchyard. his intention being fo re-erect the monument on its original hasc
stone. This project appears 16 have been dogged by problems. Lanpgdon rocorded

That the cross shafl had lost its fenon and (hat the base stone was in a damaged
condition, which prevented the Rev. Fayrer from ever completing the task

It was in 1841 doring the incumbency of the Rev. Thomas Amory (1838-1875)
that the cross reccived its severe mutilation. At this time the head was broken off *
e shaft and smashed, the larger fragment being used as a pivet for the
churchyard gate. The long shaft was broken in half, and the upper séction cut into
3 one fool ubes which were used in the churchyard wall, whils the remainder of
the shafl was split with wedges lengthwavs and used g coping for the churchvard
wall. The destruction didn’t end here, the length of chaft used as coping was then
smeodhed erasing all its decoration and finally chamfered down one edge. This is
by far the worst example of wanton vandalism ever recorded to a Cornish stonc
CIOS5.

The ragments of cross remgined in the wall for the next Forty years until the Ry,
Thomas Warihingion (wemporary Priest in Charge) came to ils rescue in 1883,
Through his cfforts the fragments were ientified and removed from the wall. The
lower section of shall was drilled and bolied back together, and (he cubes from the
upper section cemented 1o it Unforusitcly small fragments of the head were
never found, resulting in the slene mason restoring the head with the aid of small
picces of red brick, which were then covered by cement. In all, the monument was
restored ta the best of anvonc's ability and is a credin 1o the stonemason, 11 has seen
i ventury of wealbering without the neod of any furiler maintenance,

Height -The cross measures 130 i height and is the thied tllesd eross in the
county. Mvler boasis (he tallest cross if we couml (he shaft buried below ground
level and is 17N.Gins, while Quecthinck mepsures 13ft 4ins. When the Rev.
Worthington's restoralion project was reported in the Western Daily Mercury
nCWSpIper in 1883 it was recorded as being 150 in height, although this appears (o
have been a mistake, ils original height must have been close to this as being
wilhoul its original tenon , 3 portien of the shaft must have been buried within its
new base. The base stone was originally the tap stone of an ald Epping Stock, (2
Hight of steps used by riders to mount g horse)

We have no knewledge of why this monument was re- erected in the cemetery ad
nol in the churchyard. Traditionally the churchyard cross would have been sel up
an the southern side of the yard. Perhaps interments had taken place on the south
side, leaving no suitable site. Further enguires 1o parishioners in the village
suggest that ihe site of the pond may have been near the property known as Forge
Cottage, opposite the southern entrance to the churchyard,




