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EDITORIAL COMMENT 
The long hot summer of 2003 provided plenty of opportunity for fieldwork, even if the dry ground made digging rather hard 
work al times! The results of many excavations, surveys and historical investigations carried out throughout the year are included 
in Ihis MSRG report, which aims to be as comprehensive as possible. My thanks go to those who have sent in material, both 
in the past and for 2003. If you, or anyone known to you, have carried out research of any kind pertaining to medieval rural 
seUlement in 2004, please send me a report on it so that ilean be included in the next year 's report which will allow knowledge 
of it to be available more widely to those particularly interested in medieval rural settlement. If you are in any doubt as to 
whether material is suitable for the MSRG report, please contact me with details or send me a copy anyway. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 

The AGM wi ll be held at l2.30pm on Saturday 4th December 2004 at the School of English Local HislOry, 3-5 Marc Filch 
Road, Leicester. It will be followed at2.00pm by tbe seminar 'Diet and Health in the Medieval Countryside', for which it will 
be necessary to book places. A fiyer for the seminar is included with this report. 

WEBSITE 
The research group website can be found at www.britarch.ac.ukImsrg 

CONFERENCES 
The MSRG Spring Conference 2005 'The medieval Village in Ancient and Champion Landscapes' will be held in Cambridge on 
9th-1 OthApri l. Speakers will include Christopher Taylor, Or Peter Warner, Glenn Foard and Or Tom Williamson. The venue on 
Saturday will be Lee Hall , Wolfson College, Barton Road, Cambridge, while on Sunday a field trip led by Christopher Taylor 
and Peler Warner will visit Pamisford and Eltisley. The Saturday conference fee is £18 including lunch, £ 12 without; the field 
trip is £10 (excluding refreshments). For further details and to book a place write to MSRG Spring Conference 2005, 5 High 
Street, Great Evers<ien, Cambridge CB3 7HN. 

RESEARC H GRANTS 
Thc group can make grants up to a maximum of £500 annually for the support of research by membcrs of the Group within 
its field of interest. Preference will normally be given to field survey, documentary research and preparation of graphics rather 
than to excavation and the preparation of reports for publication. A summary report of the work will be required within a year 
and, subject to editorial consideration, may be published in the Annual Report. 

Applicants should reply by tetter (4 copies) summarising the proposed research and the costs involved. Mention should be made 
of other applications for funding. The names of two referees should be included. Letters should be addressed to the Treasurer 
(Dr. R. E. Glasscock, St John's College, Cambridge, CB2 lTP). To be received by 1st December in the year preceding that in 
which work will be carried out. Applicants will normally be notified of the outcome in the following March. 

ANNUAL REPORT 18, 2003 
The next Annual Report of the Medieval Settlement Research Group will include research, fieldwork and excavation undertaken 
during 2004, to be submitted to the editor, Carenza Lewis, by April 2005. Please note: 

I . Space is limited so your report should be as concise as possible. 
Please keep fieldwork reports down to 250 words and excavation reports to 500 words unless the work is of a scale to 
necessitate a longer format - for example reports on major projects or regional surveys. 
Short art icles should be focused on topics relevant to the interests of the Group and may summarise work in a region not 
hitherto properly represented in the Annual Reports, contribute to current debate, or bring to the attention of members new 
information or research. Please note that the Group's core interests exclude urban, ecclesiastical or fortified sites unless 
related to rural settlement. 

2. It is the responsibi lity of contributors to ensure that they have copyright of all material submitted. 

3. Contributions should be typewritten and double-spaced. References to sites in Britain should be accompanied by their 
National Grid References (2 letter, 6 figures), the local government area and both the current county name and the pre-
1974 county name (in brackets), if different. Copy in electronic format can be submitted on floppy discs or emailed to the 
address on page 2. 

4. Images should be supplied as hard copy. Illustrations should be in black ink on either white paper or drafting medium. 
Originals are preferred but high quality photographic copies a re also acceptable. Ifit is necessary to send zeroxes please 
make sure that these are of the highest possible standard. Dye-line copies reproduce poorly and should be avoided ifpossible. 
All illustrations should be capable of reproduction to either column or page width. Contributors are asked to check that 
small details (hachuring, stipple and lettering) are capable of such small reproduction. Where relevant, clear photographs 
are welcome. 

5. Measurements should be in metric units. 

6. Bibliographical details should be quoted in full. For articles in journals the title, date, volume number and inclusive pages 
are required. In the case of books, date and place of publication should be ciled in addition to the author and title. 
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Medieval Settlements and Settlement Study 
in the South West 

Report on the MSRG 2003 Conference 
by Oliver Creighton 

The MSRG's Annual Conference was hosted at St. 
Luke's Campus, University of Exeter, on Saturday 3 
May 2003. The event was held in collaboration with 
the Uni versi ty's Department of Lifelong Learning and 
attracted a large audience of well over one hundred 
people. A wide range of speakers presented papers 
addressing recent, and ill many cases ongoing, research 
into medieval sett lements in Cornwall, Devon and 
Somerset. A particular quality of the presentations was 
that all speakers endeavoured to set their settlement 
studies in wider landscape contexts in some way; thus, 
papers addressed not 'only the fonnation and evolution 
of sett lement patterns, but their interrelationships with 
other fea tures of the rural scene such as deer parks, 
churches, communications networks, castles and field 
systems, and their contribution to the overall character 
and texture of the region's distinctive historic landscape. 
On Sunday 4 May, Pete Herring (Cornwall County 
Council Historic Envi ronment Service) led a party of 
MSRG members on a field excursion across BOOm in 
Moor, ex ploring sites such as the fa mous shrunken 
medicval hamlet ofGarrow, and the historic landscapes 
of Scribble and Emblance Downs. 

Stephen Rippon (U ni versity of Exete r) s tarted 
proceedings with a paper ent itled 'Sett lemen t and 
Landholding in the Somerse t Level s'. The paper 
focused on the manor of Meare, a place famous for 
the Abbot of Glastonbury's 'Fish House' , which lay 
to the south of a large open lake known as Meare 
Poo l. A programme of interdi sciplinary research at 
the University of Exeter is attempting to reconstruct 
the wider medieva l landscape of Meare. In order to 
answer the question of what the medieva l landscape 
on onc of Glastonbury Abbey's manors actually looked 
like, rich archives of documentary data are proving 
inval uabl e, and the research is illuminati ng quite how 
highly valued wctland resources were in the medieval 
period. Attention was devoted to unraveling medieval 
sequences of wetland dra inage and reclamation, the 
diversion and canalization of rivers and, in particular, 
the planning of rural settlements. Evidence for a 'great 
replanning' of settlements on the manors of Glastonbury 
Abbey was summarised, and attention drawn to planned 
elements fossi lized withi n the modem plan of Meare 
village, including a regular block often tenement plots 
to the north ofa now infilled probable market place. The 
fi ndings of the project will be fully published in a futu re 
edition of Medieval Archaeology. 

Drawing on the results of recent fi eldwork, Simon 
Probert (English Heritage) exami ned agrarian expansion 
in the Plym and Okehampton districts. A campaign of 
detai led topograph ical survey by English Heritage has 
recorded a rich pa limpsest of medieval and post-medieval 
occupation in these areas. Clusters of medi eval and 
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post-medieval longhouses and associated agricultural 
structures have been identified, many for the first time; 
the paper summarised the context of these settlements 
within the longer-term history of exploitation on the 
moorland fringes, and ex plored their interrelationships 
with adjoining relict fi eld systems. 

Drawi ng on the results of a recently completed PhD 
thesis, Martin Gill ard (English Heri tage/University 
of Exeter) discussed fi e ld systems and settlements on 
Exmoor. The study was based on an area of 40 parishes 
covering the central upland moor of Exmoor Forest and 
the surrounding zone. Examination of documentary 
sources and, especia lly, the frequent ly overlooked 
evidence oflocative surnames, showed that the modem 
settlement pattern of farmsteads and hamlets was well 
cstablished by the fourteenth century. Analysis of First 
Edition Ordnance Survey maps showed a recurring 
fi eld paltcm dominated by strip-shaped fields within 
di screte ' lobes' of enclosure; illustrative examples 
included South Radworthy (North Molton) , Hea le 
(Parracombe) and Kemacott (Martinhoe). A close 
examination of these patterns suggests a sequence of 
systematic expans ion, probably from an arable infield, 
with the progressive addi tion of mUlti-purpose outfields 
and the replacement of a communal system with morc 
individualistic methods of farming. [t was emphasised 
that the late medieval trend of hamlets shrinking to 
single farmsteads may also have obliterated many more 
such systems, as land holdings were amalgamated and 
ficld boundaries removed. 

Also developing research from a recent ly compl eted 
doctoral thesis on medieval landscapes in the region, 
Sam Turner (Devon County Council) presented a paper 
entitled ' Bui lding Christian Landscapes'. It was argued 
that much of the character, texture and basic framework 
of the south-western countryside has its roots in the 
early medieval period, and that certain types of high
status s ites, in particular major ecclesiastical s ites, 
acted as foca l poi nts for Ihe creation of Ihis landscape. 
Hi stori c Landscape C haracterisat ion (HLC) was 
highlighted as a major research tool in such studies. The 
paper also related church sites to changing settlement 
patterns in the carly middle ages, and emphasised the 
largely untapped archaeological potential of the many 
thousands of deserted hamlets and farmsteads that lie 
scattered throughout Devon and Cornwall. 

Peter Weddell (Exeter Archaeology) examined recent 
medieval settlement excavations in Devon. The results 
of several small-sca le interventions were examined, 
an d the implications of the work of professional 
archaeologica l units for medieval settlement studies 
in general was discussed, focusing in particular on the 
long-term implications of PPG 16 for the health of the 



subject. Among the more significant sites was a moated 
manor on the outskirts of Exeter, where excavation and 
palaeoenv ironmental sampli ng had proved illuminating. 
The paper also discussed excavations carried out on the 
medievallonghouse and associated features at Hutholes, 
on the eastern fringes of Dartmoor. Re-excavation 
of part of the longhouse had cast considerable doubt 
on the accepted interpretation, based on excavations 
in the 1960s and early 1970s, that the masonry 
structure was preceded by 'turf' buildings whose plans 
were identifiable from lines of stakeholes. Careful 
sectioning of such features had shown them to relate 
to discolourations of soil caused by bracken growth. 
The clear implication was that the supposed early 
medieval antecedent structures claimed to underlie the 
comparable sites of Dinna Clerks and Houndtor might 
be bought into serious question. 

Using an innovative approach to tackle a long-neglected 
subject, Harold Fox (University of Leicester) explored 
droveways to summer settlements on Dartmoor. The 
paper described on-going research on transhumance to 
Dartmoor between the ninth and the fifteenth century, 
concentrating particularly on the droveways that linked 
upland and lowland. Attention was drawn to the very 
limited existing body of scholarship on droveways 
and a model was proposed that identified some of the 
common characteristics that might be expected of these 
tracks. Using cartographical evidence, informed by 
field observat ion and place-name evidence, the paper 
examined the 'fit' between suspected droveways on the 
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south side of Dartmoor and this model, concentrating 
on coincidence with parish boundaries, lineari ty and 
facilities such as greens. 

Peter Herring (Cornwall Historic Environment Service) 
bought the conference to a close with an imaginative 
paper concerning the deer parks in medieval Cornwall. 
This examined the social and landscape contexts of 
medieval deer parks, focusing in particular on their 
interrelationships with high-status sites and settlements. 
It was emphasised that parks were among the earliest 
truly restricted outdoor spaces, keeping people out 
as much as keeping deer in. Detailed scrutiny of the 
topographies of medieval deer parks and, in particular, 
their linkages to other symbols of power in the medieval 
landscape such as churches, castles and town walls, 
indicated that emparkment was frequently IIsed by 
lords to reinforce their social pos itions. Two sharply 
contrasting case studies emphasised the varied ways 
in which deer parks acted as status symbols and a 
means of ' polite' landscaping in much the same way 
as their better-studied post-medieval counterparts. At 
Restormel , the park was a twelfth-century creation of the 
Cardinan fa mily; it was set in a secluded valley and its 
elite status was emphasised by ils interdependence with 
the castle. At Launceston, the deer park created in the 
late thirteenth century was a more conspicuous feature 
that comprised one element in an elite landscape centred 
on the Earl of Cornwall's castle and walled borough, 
towards which approaches and views were carefully 
manipulated with an eye for aesthetic impact. 



Ruralia V - Report on 2003 Conference 
by Alan Aberg 

Villard-Sa llct. France September 2003 

Ruralia is a colloquium on Medieval Rural Settlement in 
Europe, which was inaugurated in Prague in 1995, and 
meets every two years to consider a theme related to the 
medieval village and economy. The 2003 conference 
was held on the subject of 'Water Management in the 
medieval Rural Economy', and heard papers from 30 
speakers from fourteen different countries. There was 
also a poster session containing twelve presentations, 
and the meeting was opened at Lyon by Dr. Elizabeth 
Boucharict, Director General for Archaeology, and 
Professor Denis Marjct, Director of the Institute at the 
University of Lyon. 

The papers presented chose different aspects of water 
supply and management, and the Hungarian speakers, 
Miklos Takacs and' Andras Paloczi- Horvath, both 
concentrated on the development of wells to supplement 
natural supplies. Miklos Takacs pointed out that an 
eighth of the Carpathian Basi n was unreclaimed and 
either permanently or temporarily under water when 
permanent setllement was first established and the 
economy was still partly nomadic in the early medieval 
period. Wells developed gradually for communal and 
private use, and were supplemented by ponds and 
the use of the rivers, which also served as a means 
of communication. Villages and manorial sites were 
discussed by Andras Paloczi-Horvarth when in the later 
periods documents enable us to see how wells were 
valued in inventories, such as that of 1424, which even 
allows us to study the distribution and status of wells . 
In a shared paper TiboT Saban described the evidence 
from excavations for construction using wicker, wood 
or stone for the lining,- and the results of botanical 
examination of the waterlogged deposits that yieldcd 
evidence of prunes, cherries, peaches, wa lnuts, hazel 
nuts as present alongside other domesticated plants. A 
separate poster presentation by Tibor Saban covered the 
subject of shipmills which often appear in illustrations 
of the Danube and the excavation ofa 14th century site 
at Tiszabecs. 

Research in Denmark was described by Jacob Christensen, 
who surveyed watcrmills in the southern part of the 
country from the Viking period to the 16th century. The 
survey broke the si tes into seven different categories 
that can be iden tified with varying arrangements of 
dams , leats, ponds and buildi ngs, and described in 
more detail excavations of a horizontal walennil\ of the 
Viking period at Ormsgad, and a later site where the mill 
was abandoned after the dam collapsed in 1230. More 
continuous occupation might result in more complicated 
development such as another mill which was in use until 
the 16th century. 

Two papers took up the subject of field-systems and 
the temporary nooding of restricted areas. Graham 
Brown described the irrigation systems familiar as 
water meadows in England, and Jette Ameborg reported 
on research in Greenland where irrigation seems to 
have been used on the many farms in the Southwest 
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region between 980-1450. Although the climate in SW 
Greenland was wanner then than it is now, it is difficult 
to determine if the methods used were introduced or 
developed in response to local conditions, in an economy 
that was supp lemented by hunting and where cattle 
were normally wintered in byres. Hay was an important 
crop to feed these cattle but farms operated an infield I 
outfield system, which on some sites irrigated the fields 
by damming lakes and constructing leats to lead the 
water along the morai ne ridges to points where it could 
be released into channels in the fields. Stone and turf 
were used to build the dams and leats, and Ameborg 
considered that there are two possible explanations for 
their development, the first to counteract the drying 
effects of the windy climate, the second to encourage 
grass growth. Comparable sites were also described in 
Iceland and Norway, but the dates of those investigated 
suggest that they are laler in dale than those in Greenland, 
and the question remains unanswered on whether or not 
the channel systems were introduced or developed 
locally as a response to environmental conditions. 

Settlement and water management on lake margins were 
considered in papers fro m Switzerland (Johannes Nagy) 
and Ireland (Niall Srady and John Bradley), where the 
Discovery Programme is transfomling the understanding 
of English influence on a sophisticated native society. 
The interaction with Anglo-Norman settlements is more 
complicated than originally perceived, and will have to 
be rc-examined in the light of recent excavations and the 
location of a large number of new sites. 

A paper on fish ponds in Lower Austria by Dr. Knilller 
suggests that their medieval commercial development 
matched , if not exceeded, the well known sites in 
England. Fish ponds in the thirteenth century were 
comparable in size and location with domestic settlement 
in England, but from 1400 large scale commercial 
operations developed often on village sites that had 
suffered severe dcpopulat ion or were deserted. Dams 
were constructed to enclose large areas that had been 
arable, and specialised markets were developed even 
within the fish farming communi ties to sell on fish 
fry or partly mature fish from one operator to another. 
Monastic and secular landowners took part in this type 
of economy until it became more profitable to breach 
the dams and return the land to agriculture in the 17th 
century. Alex Hale prov ided a paper on 'Fish traps 
in Scotland; construction, supply and demand' , and 
Marnix Pieters also looked at fishing communities in a 
paper on Wraversjde, a settlement of the [5th century 
on the Flemish coast. From England Mark Gardiner 
contributed a paper on 'the Archaeological Evidence 
for the Exploitation, Reclamation and Flood ing of the 
English Salt Marshes in the Medieval Period' and Steve 
Rippon presented a paper on 'Water and Wetlands in 
Medieval Estate management: Glastonbury Abbey, 
Meare and the Somerset Levels ' . 



The range of subjects matched the geographical spread 
of the colloquium, and it is hoped that the monograph 
containing the papers will be available early in 2005. 
It will be published with the aid of a grant from the 
MSRG. 

All four previous conferences have been published as 
monographs by the Institute of Archaeology, Prague, 
and can be ordered from Oxbow Books, Oxford. It is 
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proposed at present to hold Ruralia VI in Hungary at a 
study centre near Budapest on the theme' Archaeological 
Evidence for Artisans and Craftsmen in the Medieval 
Rural Economy' probably between the dates 22 - 28th 
September, 2005. It will include excursions to sites near 
Lake Balaton and in NE Hungary, and anyone interested 
in offering a paper can contact Alan Aberg or Johnny de 
Meulemeester (Secretary) for further details when they 
become available. 



The Wallingford Burgh to Borough Research Project: 
2003 Fieldwork 

By Neil Christie, Deirdre O'Sullivan (Leicester University), 
Oliver Crcighton (Exeter University) & Helena Hamerow (Oxford University) 

Introduction 
The town of Wallingford, nestled alongside the river 
Thames in south Oxfordshire, is a highly significant early 
medieval and medieval royal centre. Guarding a key 
crossing of the river, Wallingford played a frontier role 
in the later Saxon period between Wessex and Mercia, 
marked the point of passage over the Thames of the 
forces ofWilliam the Conqueror, and is well-documented 
for its pro-Matilda resis tance in the Anarchy of the 
1130s-1150s. Despite royal connections, the town faded 
in the later Middle Ages, refl ected in urban shrinkage. 
This shrinkage - or. rather debilitated urbanism - is 
of major archaeological potential, since it has allowed 
for the preservation of a remarkable array of medieval 
features: on the west and south flanks are the substantial 
remains of the late Saxon burh and medieval town earth 
rampart-and-ditch defences; in the north-east are the 
extensive earthworks of its castle, only partly landscaped 
and eroded; much of the medieval street system appears 
preserved, notably the main streets and central market 
space with twin road lines either side of the infill; and, 
equally of value, approximately one-third of the intra
mural zone is open space (Figure I). 

Surprisingly, these varied medieval survivals have nOl 
previously seen detailed or systematic scrutiny, meaning 
that the potential of Walling ford for understanding early 
medieval and medieval urban ism remains untapped 
(see Airs el al. 1975; Astill 1984; Christie el al. 2003: 
105-106). The Wallingford BI/rh 10 Borough Research 
ProjecI, directed through the Universi ties of Leicester 
and Exeter in harness with local partner organisations, 
seeks to develop Wallingford as a major case-study 
of British urban evolution. As identified in the MS RG 
Annual Report 17 (pp.43-46), the project aims to deploy 
a wide range of archaeological techniques - principally 
geophysical and topographical survey, and with small
sca le targeted excavation, plus church/buildings survey 
- combined with ongoing loca l documentary and 
cartographic research, to uncover more of Walling ford's 
structure, development and heritage. The Project also 
aims to locate the town in its wider context through field 
survey work on the hinterland. Further, the project will 
collate and bring to publication the archives ofa number 
of important excavations conducted in the town in the 
1930s, 1960s and 1970s (e.g. Leeds 1938-39; Brooks 
[965-68). 

To date, the project has carried out a series of geophysical 
and topographical su rveys within and immediately 
outside the town. As previously reported (sce also 
Christie et al. 2003), the 2002 season provided a fi rst 
archaeological mapping and analysis of the northern half 
of the town, focussed on (i) the large open park zone in 
the north-west of the town known as the Bullcroft, and 
(ii) the extensive earthworks of the castle bai ley and 
its defences. [n the fonner, resistivity and gradiometer 
work recognised potential traces of intramural lanes 
and possible enclosures; although indistinct, the lost 
Benedictine Priory of the Holy Trinity may occupy a 
northern space, in the vicinity of the original north gate. 
In each case, however, resurvey is required to clarify 
these data. Topographic survey, meanwhile, provided 
a first cross-section of the impressive urban ramparts 
and ditches - these in places preserved 10 a full 7.0 m 
from ditch bottom to rampart top (with erosion and infill 
undoubtedly distorting the true dimensions of these 
poorly lmown defences). In the Castle Meadows area, 
detailed earthwork survey identified likely late-medieval 
and early modem re-landscaping of the site. In addition, a 
fi rst geophysical transect was undertaken, running north
south from the reduced castle motte to the outennost 
defensive ditch to assess sub-surface featu res and clarify 
the defensive articulation of this high status medieval 
castle (The Gesta Stephani ch.41 for AD 1139 calls it 
a castle "most securely fortified by impregnable walls" 
- see Spurrell 1995). Previous reconstructions in fact 
depict a triple-rampart arrangement, but it is uncertain 
whether these all featured stone c ircuit walls and if all 
are contemporary. Indeed, the project is highlighting an 
ornamental aspect to the castle's medieval setting that 
has been previously overlooked. The earth resistance 
readings confirm so far only a fi rst stone wall; the 
extension of geophysical survey across the full castle 
landscape wil l provide fuller details, al though excavation 
may be requi red to confirm sequences. (After fifteenth
century decay, the castle's final demolition occurred in 
1652 after a siege: see Alien Brown et al 1963: 850-
853). 

The 2003 Seasons: Zones and Results 
In 2003 three short campaigns were undertaken at 
Wallingford, in May, August and November. The pri mary 
aim was to extend the geophysical survey of the available 
open spaces within and immediately adjoining the 

'The Project is organised between staff in the Archaeology departments of three Universities, supported by sufffrom archaeological units at Leicester 
(ULAS) and Nonhampton (Northamptonshire Archaeology); the project team liaises with the County Archaeologist, South Oxfordshire District Council 
and Wallingford Town Council. and works with the local bodies of Waliingford Museum, The Waliingford Historical and Archaeological Society 
and the conservation body of the Northmoor Trust, who oversee Wallingford Castle and Riverside Meadows. The Project is funded chiefly by Small 
Research Grants from !he British Academy and through grants from the Royal Archaeological Institute and the Medieval Senlement Research Group. 
English Heritage kindly granted licences for geophysical survey work across the selected Scheduled Areas of the town. The geophysical survey was 
overseen by Adrian Butler (Northamptonshire Archaeology) and we were supponed in this and in other work by Jennifer Browning (ULAS) and Man 
Godfrey (University ofLeicestcr). 
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KEY ... Statutory lis ted ........ Earthworks 
bUildings 

Schedul ed area ... Other buildings -of interest Excavation 
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Figure 1: The townscape of Wallingford, showing the principal zones of study. The 2003 seasons investigated the 
Kinecroft (zone lll), the Riverside Meadows and the Queen s Arbollr and King s Meadow (latter not shown, but set east 
Ofld nOrlh-east off - Castle). 

townscape (see Fi gure I for locations). Three specific 
zones we re targeted: (I) the castle meadows area, 
specifically the Queen's Arbour (a large fenced space 
between the castle bailey and the river) and the King's 
Meadow to its north. Here the work was in part in 
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response to the Northmoor Trust undertak ing 'scrapes' 
in the areas to enhance the ecology; survey sought to 
test whether the town defences extended to the river. (2) 
The Kinecroft, the second major intramural open space 
of Wallingford, occupying the town's south-west flank 



and bounded by the extant earthen defences; work here 
sought to identify any traces of medieval or earlier plan 
beneath the park surface and to survey the defences. 
(3) The Riverside Meadows, across the Thames and 
comprising fields south of the fi ne late medieval bridge. 
Wallingford's historic parish boundary incorporates 
this zone, fonning a triangular 'bridgehead' marked on 
the ground by a ditch; it has been argued that this may 
respond to the extension of the burh and medieval town 
defences. 

(i) Queen's Arbour, Castle Meadows 
Resistivity survey was undertaken in the area of the 
King's Meadows and Queen 's Arbour on the river 
terrace immediately east of the main castle earthworks 
in both May and Augus12003. An initial reconnaissance 
resistance survey of Queen's Arbour was made in May, 
when a 40 m wide strip in the western half of the field 

Figure 2: Initial resistance sUfOIey through Queen s Arbour 
- May 2003; note the large buift feature is a seemingly 
isolated projecting structure 
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located slight evidence of the subsurface topography and 
a V-shaped high resistance anomaly, reflecting a buried 
masonry structure of approximate dimensions 25 m E-W 
and 20 m N-S. Further survey work in August redefi ned 
the li mits of the structure, estimating the depth to which 
it was buried; this was followed by sample excavation 
to detenn ine fonn and fu nClion of this masonry feature. 
The excavation revealed - at fairly shallow depth beneath 
the field surface - the south-eastern end of an apsidal 
masonry structure with chalk-built walls c. 1.8m thick, 
faced carefully on the exterior, but internally angled into 
natural river clay deposits (Figures.2, 3). The logist ics 
of construction must have been substantial, requiring 
much effort to cut and remove the clay to accommodate 
the walls. The lack of internal straligraphy, surfaces or 
non-ceramic finds would argue against an elevated or 
covered edifice , but instead points to a likely waterfront 
installation; on the basis of the pottery, we may assign 
a twelfth- or thirteenth-century date. Given its location 
immediately east of a prominent rectangular earthwork 
proj ection from the bailey bank, we can assume a direct 
relationship to the castle, perhaps a quay, offering 
immediate access to the Thames, presumably via a small 
cut channel. Azoneofhigh resistance was in fact detected 
below 1.0 m in the south of the surveyed area, which is 
possibly a deposit of river gravel from a palaeochannel 
of the nearby Thames. Noticeably, the excavation yielded 
few finds after the thirteenth century and one possibility 
is that the possible quay went out of use fair ly quickly, or 
else the finds are associated with a construction horizon. 
Clearly, further excavation is required to clarifY fonn , 
function and longevity of the features thus interpreted. 

No trace was recogn ised of any eastward extension 
towards the river of the town's northern earthwork 
defences beyond the visible castle earth works which 
prominently turn southwards before the Queen's 
Arbour. Geophysics otherwise identified no other clear 
archaeological features north of the putative 'quay'. 

Finally here one can note that resistance survey was 
carried out in selected zones (c. 0.2 hectares in total) of 
the King's Meadow north of Queen 's Arbour. Grids were 
established in both the south and north-west portions 
of the King's Meadow, but produced no features of 

Figure 3: The excavated section of chalk wall (south-east 
angle of featllre) viewed from the south-west. Note the 
good quality external wall faCing 



archaeological interest - due in part to this being part of 
the flood plain . 

(ii) Kinccroft 
As with the 2002 survey of the Bullcroft, the hope was 
that at the Kinecroft geophysical and topographical (Total 
Station) coverage would indicate poss ible medieval 
and Saxon urban activities (notably intramural lanes, 
housing, but also the ' lost' church ofSt Peter 's, probably 
sited near the Hi gh Street frontage). Full electrical 
resistance coverage (c. 1.7 hectares) was supplemented 
by central gradiometer survey (0.9 ha). Sections of the 
town rampart - less well preserved than the Bullcroft 
defences - were also surveyed. Work was hindered by 
the extremely hot and dry conditions in August and the 
parched conditions in the Kinecroft at times made the 
survey difficult due to high contact resistance problems 
with the ground; this may have had some impact on the 
final readings and associated results. The northern half 
of the Kinecroft has seen heavier modem intrusions, 
indicated on the surface by pathways, hard packed areas, 
tree planting, and by sewer pipelines. 

In the southern half of the Kinecroft, results were in 
general minimal and even reputed World War One 
test/training trenches reca lled in the south-east area 
were not identified. However, a series of faint lower 
resistance readings at the mid-point of the park would 
appear to indicate an extension into the grassed area 

of the Kinecroft road to the east with signs of house 
plots fronti ng onto th is. What may be recogn isable 
here, therefore, is a routeway to the defences, either to a 
postern-type feature or to an intramural lane. 

(Hi) Riverside Meadows 
In November, large-scale earthwork and geophysical 
surveys were carried out in the grassland plots of the 
Riverside Meadows area in Crowmarsh, on the opposite 
bank of the Thames from Wallingford (Figures 1,4). On 
the northern side of the surveyed area, the presence of 
the bridge and presumed related construction workings 
are indicated by a high resistance zone parallel to the 
piers. Away from this zone, the 'bridgehead' space, 
framed by bridge, ditch and river, lacks any apparent 
or visible features (bar beaten paths): undoubtedly this 
refl ects the fact that this lies on the floodplain of the 
Thames (flooding in early 2003 submerged much of the 
meadows) and has been subject to silting and dumping 
activities. Any archaeology here may thus be heavily 
obscured, although one might doubt any permanent 
structures having occupied this flood-prone space. 

More tangible data were, however, recovered beyond 
the 'bridgehead' to the cast and south of the main ditch 
(Figure 4). In the cast were traces of a likely river 
palaeochannel , marked a broad low resistance running 
roughly parallel to the Thames. Framed between this 
channel and the ' bridgehead' di tch, however, the south-

• 

Figure 4: Riverside Meadows. WallingfordlCrowmarsh: Earlh resiSlollce interpretative plot. Key features are the 
palaeochannel marked by A and the ditch and possible mOlle al D and H 
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eastern survey zone features a number of significant 
features. In the proximity of a hexagonal World War 11 
pillbox, a low mound is evident around which can be 
traced regular lines of ditches providing an enclosure of 
approximately 20 x 50 m Thedimensions of the enclosure 
and ditch conceivably offer a defensive role to the site 
and it is tempting - but clearly unproven without surface 
finds and without excavation - to link this to a small 
motte and thus to one of the noted siege castles erected 
by King Stephen during the Anarchy. Whilst it might 
not easily equate with what the Gesta Stephani describes 
as "a castl e rising on a very high mound in front of 
Wallingford with only the river in between" (ch. 120 for 
AD 1153), one might note how earlier on, fo r AD 1139, 
the same source records how Stephen had "hastily put 
up two castles there" (ch. 43), suggesting smaller siege 
units. The especially poor survival rate of siege castles 
in general, and the tiny amount of excavation carried 
out on such sites (cf. Creighton 2002: 55-63), highlights 
the potential importance of th is new field evidence. If 
we can, therefore, tTlrough future work, equate the site 
with a siege castle, it will provide a significant link to 
Wallingford's early historical importance; we would still 
need, however, to seek the second siege castte. 

Next Steps - 2004-5 
Whilst fruitful, the 2003 seasons have raised further 
questions regarding the layout and archaeology of 
medieval Wallingford. Are the relatively minimal results 
in the Kinecroft an indication that this part of the late 
medieval, Norman and Saxon town was always an 
open one, active for fairs, markets, animal grazing and 
corralli ng, or cultivation, but not active in terms of 
living spaces? (It is useful to note that the Kinecroft 
IOday accommodates annual fairs, the recently-instigated 
annual Wallingford 'Bunkfest', as well as the traditional 
November bonfire and firework display!). Arguably the 
Bullcroft to the north may have seen little Saxon activity, 
but here we know of the presence of Holy Trinity Priory 
which featured a precinct and associated features (namely 
fishponds, storage and productive structures); the Priory's 
dissolution at a period of urban decay will have meant 
that the Bullcroft reverted to a largely open space. 

Since the Queen's Arbour geophysics suggests that the 
town defences did not extend to the Thames, but followed 
the line pursued by the castle defences, flanking the river, 
but away from the main floodplain, a key step in 2004 will 
be to try to trace the possible line of this eastern rampart 
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to the south of the bridge. Scope exists 10 examine this 
in the open gardens of 'Castle Priory' and adjoining 
riverside properties, with their noticeable slope down to 
the river. The 'bridgehead' question remains to be further 
tackled, ideally through trenching across the ditch line. 
What would also be valuable is to sample the postulated 
' siege motte'which appears to respect and face this ditch; 
if a twelfth-century date could be confirmed this would 
provide an exciting physical correlation with the events 
of the Anarchy. 

As noted above, future objectives include a structural 
survey of the standing remains of medieval churches 
in the town, selected ' test pitting' and trial excavation 
within the enclosed areas, further geophysical survey in 
the Castle M:!adows zone, and a programme oflandscape 
archaeology in the urban environs. Through all these 
and through incorporation of data from the unpublished 
older excavations, a far fuller and more tangible image 
of medieval Wallingford should be revealed. 
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The Archaeology of Medieval Clowne, Derbyshire 
by Chris Cumberpatch, Mary Duncan, and Kirsty Nichol 

Introduction 
The village ofClowne lies on an escarpment oflimeslone, 
a few miles north of the town of Bolsovcr (centred on 
NO R SK 4492 3757). A programme of archaeological 
recording was undertaken on land in the centre of the 
village, to the west of North Road and to the north of 
Mill Street. A shallow valley mn approximately north
south, with a limestone ridge to the west and a degraded 
limestone and clay ridge to the east, the majority of the 
site was open ground and scrub. Excavation revealed that 
erosion had led to the build up of a substantial depth of 
colluvium in the base of the valley, at the expense of the 
soil horizons at the top of the hill. Work was undertaken 
by Binningham Archaeology ahead of a development, 
by Tesco, 

Archaeological and Historical Background 
A desk-based assessment indicated that there was a strong 
possibility of the survival of deposits dating from the 
Roman period onwards (Hancox 2003). Following this, 
a programme of trial trenching was undertaken which 
demonstrated the survival of medieval archaeology 
across the site. Buried ridge and furrow earthworks were 
identified across the majority of the site, with evidence 
of 13th and 14th century occupation along the Mill Street 
frontage, These findings led to open area excavation, 
which resulted in the discovery of two phases of medieval 
occupation along Mill Street. 

Summary of Results and Conclusions 
The recent excavations in Clowne have added enormously 
to the corpus of historical material regarding the early 
development of the village. However, evidence for 
the Saxon sett lement, mentioned in Domesday, has 
proved elus ive, and the excavation has raised many 
more questions about the original layout of the town. 
The excavated sequence suggests that the site on Mill 
Street marked the western extent of the 12th-13th century 
settlement, with burgage plots running off what is today 
Church Street, and medieval strip fie lds lying in the 
surrounding area. The remains of small ditches on a 
north-south alignment al most certainly relate to plot 
divisions: the burgage plot that was excavated was 
found to contain stone-l ined drains and ev idence of 
light industrial (metal working) industry. The earliest 
excavated evidence dated to the 12th century, a similar 
date to the original build of the church, which lies at 
some distance from the site outside the modem village 
centre. This suggests one of two things. Firstly, if the 
settlement did in fac t focus around the church, then, given 
the distance of the site from the church this would mean 
that the 12th-13th century settlement ofClowne was far 
more extensive than previously thought. Alternatively, 
it may be seen as further evidcnce fo r the church having 
been built deliberately at a distance from the scttlement. 
Only further excavation in thc town and its environs may 
answer this important question. 

In the 14th century the town expanded westwards, with 
a large plan unit being laid out further to the west along 
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the High Street. Mill Street was also probably laid out 
during this period, and excavation revealed small gullies 
and possible beam slots on a different alignment from 
the previous period, suggesting a tolal redevelopment 
and re-alignment of the plot. What remains unclear, 
however, is whether this should be seen as a sign of 
expansion, or whether it represents a settlement shift in 
the aftennath of plague known to have swept through 
Derbyshire in the mid-l300s. Again, further excavation 
in the vicinity of the church may clarify this. A later 
epidemic, in the 16th century is, however, documented, 
and appears to have decimated the population , Records 
show that the average monthly burial rate in 1586 was 3, 
but in June 1587 a total of 54 people were interred, and 
in the following July a further 52 people were buried 
(Buckley 1977, 25). This sudden decrease in population is 
probably responsible for the hiatus in occupation visible 
within the archaeological record, as in the late medieval 
and early post-medieval periods the site was abandoned, 
and a layer of colluvium built up on the frontage. There 
is ephemeral structural evidence for reoccupation in the 
late 17th century, however, the next major building phase 
was associated wi th an 18th century mill. Later, in the 
19th century, houses were constructed along thc eastern 
perimeter of the site. 

The Pottery 
As well as the significance of the survivi ng below
ground archaeological deposits, the pottery assemblage 
from Clowne is of interest both in its own right and 
because of lhe light that it throws on our present lack of 
understanding of medicval pottery in northeast Derbyshire. 
The constituents of the assemblage confinn the picture 
gained from excavations in Chesterfield that Brackenfield 
was only one of a number of potteries exploiting the Coal 
Measures clays. The productivity of such potteries is 
indicated by the quantity of pottery recovered from small 
scale excavations at Brackenfield and by the simi larly 
large quantities from potteries exploiting similar clays 
in the Don valley between Rotherham and Doncaster. 
Unsophi sticated though many of these products may 
appcar 10 modern eyes, their widespread distribution 
on si tes of all types is indicative of their popularity 
and perhaps of their robust functionality. It is thus 
unsurprising that other potteries existed exploiting the 
Coal Measures clays and that such a pottery would have 
supplied both villages such as Clowne and also the larger 
centre of Chesterfield. The defi nition of two new fabric 
types amongst the Shell Tempered wares also makes the 
assemblage of considerable regional significance in that 
it suggests the existence of a local Shell Tempered ware 
industry thal is, at present, poorly known and scarcely 
documented. 

The assemblage as a whole is too small 10 support 
wide ranging interpretations although it is of interest to 
note that the composition of the assemblage does nol 
confonn to the pattern seen in Yorkshire with a distinct 
split between Sandy and Gritty wares (Cumberpatch 



1997). The southern boundary of this zone appears 
to equate approximately with the Sout h Yorkshire/ 
Nottinghamshire-Derbyshire border. The implications of 
this for regionality in pottery use remain to be investigated 
at a future date. 

If further work in the area is possible, then it can only 
lead to the recovery of assemblages of medieval pottery 
which will refine and enhance the suggestions made here. 
The general conclusions to be drawn from recent reviews 
of the archaeology of north and northeast Derbyshire 
(Cumberpatch forthcoming, Cumberpatch and Thorpe 
2002) is firstly that a great deal more work is required at a 
detailed level on existing pottery assemblages. Secondly 
there is a strong need to analyse larger artefactual 
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assemblages recovered from excavations on hitherto 
uninvestigated sites. 
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Church/Manor/Settlement Relationships 
in the Yorkshire Wolds. 

By Briony McDonagh (School of Geography, University of Nottingham) 

Introduction 
This paper presents prelim inary results from a project 
which investigated the spatia! relationships between parish 
churches, manor houses and settlements in the period \400-
1600. The research used a variety of documentary and 
landscape sources to reconstruct and map the settlement 
morphology of 5 0 contiguous parishes in the southern and 
eastern Yorkshire Wolds. The premise oflhc research was 
that a close examination orlhc geographical relationships 
between houses, churches anci settlements might reveal 
much about the decisions inherent in locati ng and planning 
such features. 

This paper describes the geographical relationships 
between church, manors and sett lements in the period 
1400-1600, as well as examining what the topographical 
context of churches in the later medieval period can reveal 
about church foundation and ownership in the 11 th and 
12th centuries. The close proximity of manor houses and 
churches has typically been interpreted as signalling that 
parish churches were founded by manorial lords on sites 
convenient to themselves, so that "church and manor kept 
company from the start" (Morris, 1989, 249). However, 
case-study examples from the Yorkshire Wolds suggest 
that manor houses may have been deliberately sited next 
to pre-existing churches, rather than vice versa. 

Furthermore , the results suggest that manor houses 
and parish churches were most commonly bui lt on 
sites peripheral to, but nO[ isolated from, settlements. 
This is in contrast to earlier comments on the subject 
of house-church relations, which have tended to stress 
how manor houses and churches were typically isolated 
from settlements (Dymond, 1968; Rodwell and Rodwell, 
1977; Morris, 1989; Daniels, 1995). The paper examines 
the implications of such peripheral sites, with particular 
reference to the origins of Wolds' settlements and to the 
foundat ion and ownership of churches. 

The paper also addresses methodological issues. Given 
that manor houses were (in at least some instances) built 
or rebuilt next to churches in the 12th and 13th centuries, 
this process may be at least as important in determining 
the morphological evidence for the proximity of churches 
and manor houses, as any process of pre-Conqu1;st 
fou ndation. This in turn questions the use of post
medieval (often 19th century) maps to make arguments 
about church foundation in the pre- and immediately 
post-Conquest period. 

The distinction between bui ld ings 'integrated' within 
settlements and 'peripheral ' to them is to some extent 
subjective, but in general 'i ntegrated' refers to a church 
or manor house which is located within the nucleated 
settlement (for example, within a row oftofts or at a road 

junction withi n the village), and 'peripheral' to buildings 
which are located on the edge of a nucleated settlement 
(for example, behind the toft rows or on a road leading 
out of the village). The term ' remote' is used to refer to a 
church or manor house located at some distance beyond 
the main settlement nucleus, in a plot that is not adjacent 
to any other holding defined as part of the nucleation. 

Settlement morphology could not be mapped for all the 
parishes within the study area, and Table I illustrates the 
spatial relationships between churches and seulemellls. 
and between manors and settlements, for 17 of the Wolds 
parishes (20 manors)1 . 

The Location of Churches and Manor Houses: 
As Table I shows, 8 churches (47%) were located within 
settlements and 9 (53%) were located on sites adjacent 
to settlements. 4 manor houses (20%) were located on 
sites integrated within settlements, and a further 13 
manor houses (65%) were located on sites adjacent to 
settlements. In only 3 cases (15% of the total) were manor 
houses located on sites remote from settlements. and there 
were no isolated churches in the Yorkshire Wolds study 
area in the late medieval and early modem period. 

This is in stark contrast to the findings of other simi lar 
studies. For example, data drawn from Rodwell and 
Rodwell (1977) suggests that almost half the churches 
in the archdeaconry of Colchester (Essex) stand in 
isolated locations, and Daniels (1995) noted in his study 
of church/manor/settlement relationships in Cleveland 
that the church was remote from the settlement in 9 out 
of31 cases. 

The high number of isolated buildings recorded in these 
studies may in part be due to differences in methodology. 
For example, Rodwell and Rodwell's data is largely 
based on a survey of standing buildings. As they did 
not attempt to systematically reconstruct the medieval 
landscape, their results presumably include church/house 
groupings that became isolated only in the post-medieval 
period. Such groupings exist in the Yorkshi re Wolds (for 
example, at Sledmere), but are excluded from the results 
here. 

Given the highly nucleated pattern of settlement in the 
Yorkshi re Wolds, it should not be surprising that 100% 
of churches and 85% of manor houses were sited in 
close prox imity to a sett lement. In contrast to both Essex 
and Cleveland, the medieval Wolds was a landscape of 
villages and hamlets in which the church lay within or 
close to the nucleus of the village (Beresford, 1973). 
Isolated churches are unusual in the Wolds even today, 
and the only isolated buildings in the medieval and early 
modem period appear to have been manor houses sited 
within deer parks (for example, at Bishop Burton, South 
Dalton and Warter). 

1 Given that three parishes contained two manors but only one church each, there are more manors than churches in the study area . 
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Table J: The local ion of churches and manor houses in re/alion 10 selllemenls in Ihe Yorkshire Wolds : 

Church integrated Church peripheral to Church remote from Total 
within settlement settlement settlement 

Manor 4 0 0 4 
integrated in Flamborough 
settlement Boynton 

North Newbald 
Sledmere 

Manor 2 11 0 13 
peripheral to South Newbald Harpham 
settlement Burton Fleming BA 

Scorborough 
Londesborough 
Cheny Burton 
Etton - Anlaby 

South Cave E Hall 
Ruston Parva 

Camaby 
Etton-Langdale 
S Cave W Hall 

Manor 
remote from 
settlement 

Total number 
of cases 

Total number 
of churches! 

3 
South Dalton 
Bishop Burton 

Warter 

9 

8 

Church / Manor Relationships: 

0 

11 

9 

In the Yorkshire Wolds, parish churches and manor 
houses were commonly sited in close proximity to each 
other, often on adjacent sites. Table 2 summarises the 
location of churches in relation to both settlements and 
manor houses. In 11 out of 17 cases (64%), the church 
was located either within a manorial enclosure (2 cases), 
or adjacent or opposite a manor house (9 cases). In a 
further two cases (North Newbald and Flamborough), the 
church was located wi thin 200 metres of a manor house, 
although the exact spatial relationship is unclear. Thus 13 
out of 17 churches (76%) were located wi thin 200 metres 
of a manor house. 

A number of other writers have commented on the 
close spatial relationsh ip between parish churches and 
manorial complexes in the medieval period. Data drawn 
from Rodwell and Rodwe!l (1977) suggests that almost 
half the parish churches within the archdeaconry of 
Colchester (Essex) are located close to a hall, park or 
castle (99 out of204), and Morris (1989, p. 248) suggests 
that an extrapolation from this data would indicate that 
the number of parish churches " found next to bui ldings or 
monuments of lordly status ... [would) run to thousands". 
Morris also highlighted the high number of churches 
found in close proximity to mottes (interpreted by him 
as indicating centres of seigneurial power in the 11th and 
12th centuries), and Dymond (1968) noted that 36 of the 
52 'isolated' churches in West Suffolk were located next 
to existing halls or moated sites . 

17 

0 3 

0 20 

o 17 

The close spatial proximity of churches and manor 
houses has been interpreted by these commentators as 
signall ing Ihat such churches were founded in the pre- or 
immediately post-Conquest period as private chapels for 
the use oflhe lord and his family (Dymond, 1968; Blair, 
1988). Such churches were founded on "sites to suit [the 
lords' ] own convenience" (Morris, 1989, p. 250), hence 
churches and manor houses are closely associated in the 
landscape. 

Daniels (1995) studied churc h/manor/sett leme nt 
relationships in Cleveland and found that in 19 out of25 
cases (76%) the church was either integrated within or 
adjacent to the manorial complex, while in only 56.7% 
of the sample was the church an integral part of the 
settlement. He assumes that because more churches are 
integrated into manorial complexes than settlements, "the 
position of the church was more likely to be affected by 
the location of the manorial centre than the new planned 
village" (p. 89). That is, lords founded and sited churches 
with reference to the location of their manor houses, not 
settlements. 

While the fact that so many churches and manor houses 
were found close together (both in Cleveland and [he 
Yorkshi re Wolds) implies that their distribution is in 
some way the result of planning, one cannot necessarily 
establish from the statistics alone whether churches 
tended to be founded next to pre-existing manor houses, 
or vice versa. The position ofthe church in relation to the 



Table 2: Location of churches in relation to settlements and manor houses in the Yorkshire Wolds: 

Church integrated Church peripheral 10 Church remote from Total 
within settlement settlement settlement 

Church 0 2 0 2 
integrated Burton Agnes 
in manorial Harpham 
complex 

Church 3 6 0 9 
adjacent! Boynton Cherry Bunon 
opposite Bunon Fleming Etton - Anlaby 
manor house Sledmere Londesborough 

Ruston Parva 
Scorborough 

South Cave E Hall 

Church within 2 0 0 2 
200 m of Flamborough 
manor houseJ North Newbald 

Church 4 3 0 7 
remote from Bishop Burton Camaby 
manor house South Dalton Etton-Langdale 

South Newbald South Cave E Hall 

Total number 
of cases 

Total number 
of churches 

Warter 

9 

8 

11 

9 

manor and settlement are not independent variables (the 
church could be located both near the manor and in the 
settlement), hence the percentages do not reveal which 
feature had more influence on church location. Moreover, 
while the figures show a correlation between manor and 
church, they do not demonstrate causation. 

The data inTable I shows that while integrated churches 
were not strongly associated with anyone of the three 
poss ible manor locations, peripheral churches and 
peripheral manors were strongly associated with each 
other. Peripheral churches only occurred in parishes 
where one or more manors were also peripheral to the 
settlement. Similar ly, manors in peripheral locations 
were primarily associated with settlements in which 
the church was also peripheral to the settlement. Thus, 
100% of peripheral churches were associated with 
peripheral manor houses, while only 85% of peripheral 
manor houses were found in parishes with peripheral 
churches. 

Although these figures suggest a strong correlation 
between peripheral churches and peripheral manor 
houses, they do not imply causation. While churches 
in peripheral locations are strongly associated with 
manor houses in similar locations and vice versa, it does 
nOI follow that one fealure necessarily determines the 
location of the other. One cannot assume, like Daniels 
(1995, p. 89), that "the key to the position of the church . . . 
was the location of the manorial complex". It may be that 
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an external factor determines the location of both manor 
and church (see below). 

However, what these statistics do point to is the frequent 
occurrence of church/manor groupings in per ipheral 
locations. As is apparent from Table J, both manor houses 
and parish churches were frequently sited on peripheral 
rather than integrated sites. 9 out of 17 parish churches 
were peripheral to settlements (53%), and 13 out of 20 
manor houses (65%). Moreover, by far the most common 
location fo r churchlhouse groupings was at the periphery 
of settlements . Thus, 8 out of the I1 church/house 
groupings discussed above were in peripheral locations 
(73%). 

Comparison with the results of other similar studies 
suggests that both churches and manor houses were more 
commonly found in peripheral locations in the Yorkshire 
Wolds than in parts of the country. For example, Daniels 
(\995) found that only 5 out of the 34 churches in his 
Cleveland study area were adjacent (peripheral) to the 
settlement and he cites only one example in which the 
manor house and church were grouped together at the 
periphery of the settlement (Redmarshall). Similarly, 
Rodwel! and Rodwell (1977) record only 29 examples 
(from a total of204 settlements) of churches in peripheral 
locations, 13 of which are grouped with a manor house. 

So why are there so many manor houses and parish 
churches sited in locations peripheral to settlements 
in the Wolds? Grant and Bigmore (1974) attribute the 



'edge' location of many moats in Norfolk to the late 
manorialisation of the region, suggesting that these 
manors were late creations in the landscape and were 
therefore located outside already established vill ages. 
If lale manorialisation, and also late church foundation, 
were characteristics of the Yorkshire Wolds, this might 
produce a pattern in which both manors and churches 
were located outside sett lements. Th is scenario would 
not imply whether the manor or church were built first, 
but simply that both were secondary to the settlement. 

Beresford (1973) seems to suggest that an 'edge' location 
for a church is typically a consequence of settlement 
shrinkage. Yet, if one cons iders only those churches 
for which there is standing buildings evidence for their 
si le in the 12th century (7 cases), one sees a similar 
distribution between integrated (3 cases) and peripheral 
(4 cases) locations. This would suggest that the si ting of 
churches in peripheral locations is neither the result of 
post-Black Death settlement shrinkage nor a particu lar 
trend of the later medieval period, but rather occurred as 
early as the 12th century. 

Williamson and Bellamy ( 1987) and Lasdun (1991) 
suggest that manor houses were initially built on 
integrated sites, and were later rebuilt on sites peripheral 
to settlements. Such a move is linked (by both Williamson 
and Beltamy, and by Lasdun) to the increasing desire 
for privacy which characterised the 15th and 16th 
centuries, and was also evident in the development of 
private dining rooms and bedchambers. However, at 
least two manor houses (Harpham and Burton Agnes) 
appear to have been sited in peripheral locations by c. 
1200. Moreover, there is no evidence from the Wolds 
that manor houses moved to peripheral locations in the 
later medieval period as Williamson and Bellamy (1989) 
and Lasdun (1991 ) hypothesise; instead, manor houses 
(like churches and sett lements) generally seem to have 
maintained their sites throughout the medieval and early 
modem period. 

I.n summary, given that such a large percentage of the 
manor houses and churches of the Yorkshire Wolds 
are sited in peripheral locations, neither widespread 
settlement shift nor the late addition of such buildings 
10 pre-existing village plans seem to adequately explain 
the pallerns described above. The following section uses 
case studies to explore the possibility that manor houses 
andlor churches were deliberately sited in peripheral 
locations because these sites had significance to those 
who constructed manors and churches. 

Case Studies: Burton Agnes and Harpham 
The earliest documentary evide nce for the Wolds 
region comes from the mid-12th century and relates to 
settlements of Burton Agnes and Harpham, both in the 
north-cast Wolds and around 6 miles west of the market 
town of Bridlington. At Burton Agnes, the church of 
St. Martin seems to have stood within the manorial 
complex, within c.SO metres of the manor house. Both 
were sited on the northern periphery of the settlement. 
The earliest material in the church dates to the mid-12th 
century, although the church mentioned c. 1100-11 IS 
(when it was granted to St Mary's Abbey, York) was 
probably on the same site. The manor house is of the 
later 12th century, daled by the waterlcaf capitals in the 
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undercroft to c. 1170, and was probably built by Roger 
de Stuteville, the demesne lord of Burton Agnes in the 
later 12th century. Thus the standi ng buildings evidence 
dates the close geographical relationship between manor 
house and church to c. 1170. But what can be said 
about the period before c. 1170, and the foundation of 
the church? What does the morphological relationsh ip 
imply about the devclopment of the village, church and 
manorial complex? 

The close proximity of the church and manor house 
might be interpreted as indicating that the manorial lord 
founded the church on a si te close to his manor house. 
Furthennore, as Figure S illustrates, the shape of the 
churchyard suggests it may have been carved out of the 
manorial holding. This would imply that the lord of the 
manor had indeed founded the church on his own land, 
possibly as a private chapel. 

However, given that the precise shape of the churchyard 
is largely based on morphological evidence drawn from 
the map of the 18S0s, this alone is poor evidence for 
the origins of the church/manor relationship at Burton 
Agnes. Yet the documentary evidence is inconclusive. 
For example, before he granted it to St Mary's Abbey 
in c. I lOO-Il lS, the church at Burton Agnes seems 
to have belonged to Geoffrey Bainard. Bainard may 
have been the manorial lord, but very little is known 
about him and it has not been established whether he 
owned or resided in a manor house on the site of the 
later Nonnan hall of the de Stutevilles. Thus while the 
church and manor house have been sited together and in a 
peripheral location since at least c. 1170, it is impossible 
to delennine whether the church was founded by the 
lord of the manor (possibly Geoffrey Bainard) and that 
church was sited next to a pre-existing manor house 
owned by the lord, or whether Roger de Stuteville built 
his later 12th century manor house on an empty si te 
adjacent to the earlier church. 

At Harpham, the chapel of St John of Beverley stood 
within the moat of the SI. Quintin manor on the periphery 
of the settlement (Le Patourel, 1973). The chapel would 
thus seem to have been symbo lica ll y incorporated 
into the manorial complex , and such a morphological 
rclationship might be interpreted as evidence that the 
church was built as a private chapcl of the de Stuteville 
family who owned the manor of Harpham in the 12th 
century. 

However, there is no evidence for either the manorial 
complex or the moat before the late 13th century, and 
the church may well predate the construction of both 
features. The church was fi rst mentioned c. 1100-1115 
when it was granted with Burton Agnes to St Mary's 
Abbey, York. Surviving Nonnan masonry in both the 
nave and chancel, including a round-headed window 
in the south nave wall, indicates that the church was 
on this site by at least the mid 12th century. Yct the de 
Stuteville family were probably resident at BurtonAgnes 
in the 12th century, where they buil! their hall c. 1170 
(see above). It seems likely that the manor house and 
the moat were built only after the manor of Harpham 
became separated from Burton Agnes in the late 12th 
century. Sometime before 1199, Anselm de Stuteville 
died without issue and his estate, which included the 



Figure 5: Map of Burton Agnes (showing features that can be demonstrated to have existed c. 1400) 
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manors of Burton Agnes and Harpham, was divided 
between hi s two sisters. Alicc, widow of Roger de 
Merlay, inherited Burton Agnes, while Agnes, the wife 
of Herbert SI. Quintin, inherited Harpham. 

In both cases, it is impossible to detennine from the 
documentary evidence whether the church was founded 
by a manorial lord. Furthermore, the morphological 
relationship between manor and church which might be 
used as evidence for the pre-Conquest period, is as much 
a product of processes taking place in the 12th and 13th 
centuries, as the 10th or 11 th. At Burton Agnes, Roger 
de Stuteville built a new manor house on a conspicuous 
site next to the parish church in the later 12th century, 
probably soon after he acquired the manor. At Harpham, 
the construction of the moat seems to have allowed the 
S, Quintins to make a strong territorial claim for the 
ownership of the chapel. The moat functioned to draw 
a distinction between the manorial complex, including 
the church, and the settlement. It would seem that in 
building the house and moat, the St Quintins were trying 
to imply an ownership of what was legally a public space 
(the church). In both cases, new lords of the manor seem 
to have tried to consolidate their position and status by 
emphasising the visual and symbolic links between their 
manor houses and the parish church. 

Thus the relationship between manor houses and 
churches was obviously of great importance throughout 
the medieval period. Just as the 12th century lords of 
Burton Agnes and Harpham seem to have been keen 
to build on sites next to the churches, later medieval 
lords of the manor also sought to emphasise the spat ial 
relationship between the manor house and church. For 
example. a new bell tower and chantry chapel was built 
by the lord of Harpham manor and his wife in the 14th 
century, while at Burton Agnes, a similar chantry chapel 
was founded and the fenestration and aspect of the manor 
house adapted so as to emphasise the visual relationship 
between lord and church. 

Furt her Resea rch: 
In conclusion, one must consider how representative 
the results gained from such a small area are of wider 
patterns and processes in the Wolds. As indicated in 
the introduction. it was not possible to reconstruct the 
relationship between house, church and settlement for 
a1150 parishes and townships within the study area. This 
was due to the paucity of the surviving documentary 
record and the lack of extant landscape evidence in these 
parishes. 

However, it is important to recognise that there may 
be hidden biases that have influenced the survival of 
evidence. If documentary survival is due to non-random 
factors , then these factors may also have affected the 
relationshi p between house, ehurch and settlement in 
those parishes. As such, these parishes might display 
very different patterns of landscape organisation and 
change, but would be under-represented within the 
study. For example. documentary records are often 
particularly poor where estates were broken up and 
dispersed between many landowners or where the 
settlement was deserted, yet onc cannot assume that the 
factors that led to the early disintegration of estates or the 
abandonment of villages did not also produce unusual 
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patterns of landscape organ isation. There is no way to 
verify this hypothesis, but it is important to be aware 
that the parishes for which reconstruction was possible 
may not be representative of the whole study area, had 
complete reconstruction been possible. 

Further research will extend the historical geographical 
approach outlined in this article across a wider area 
of the Yorkshire Wolds (an additional 35 parishes and 
townships in the north and west of the Wolds), in the 
hope of discovering a larger number of settlements fo r 
which church/house/settlement relationships can be 
assessed. 

Another strand of the project will seek to assess the 
continuity of landscape organisation in the Wolds in 
the 15th and 16th century, focusing in particular on the 
rebuilding of manor hOllses. Research will also focus on 
the meanings attached to the close proximity of manor 
houses and churches, and to peripheral si les, and the 
various mediums through which identity, status and 
power could be constituted in the late medieval and early 
modem period will be exam ined. 

Co nclusion: 
Comparison between my results and those gained from 
similar studies suggests that there are major differences 
in house/church relationships in different parts of the 
country. Unlike in East Anglia and Cleveland where 
isolated churc hes and church/house groupings were 
common, there were no isolated churches and few isolated 
manor houses in the Yorkshire Wolds. Such differences 
are perhaps not surprising, given that in the medieval 
period the East Riding of Yorkshire was characterised 
by a nucleated settlement pattern, while Essex, Suffolk 
and Cleveland all exhibited more dispersed fonns of 
settlement. 

This paper has demonstrated that in the Yorkshire Wolds, 
manor houses and churches were commonly located in 
close proximity to each other, often at the periphery of 
settlements. Such a spatial relationship would seem to 
emphasise not only the close relationship between lord, 
manor and church, but also their separateness from 
the rest of the settlement. More research is needed in 
order to assess whether peripheral sites are a particular 
characteristic of nucleated settlement zones, or whether 
such trends in church and house location are unique to 
the Yorkshire Wolds. 

Given the lack of documentary evidence for the period 
before the 12th cen tury, it remains unclear whether 
lords did indeed found churches as private chapels on 
sites conveni ent to themselves in the Yorkshire Wolds. 
However, it is clear that the geographical relationship 
between church and manor house continu ed to be 
important throughout the later medieval and even early 
modem periods. Lords constructed their manor houses 
on sites adjacent to or opposite parish churches in the 
12th century, probably because it conferred status or 
power on them. Thus the close proximity of church and 
manor may result as much from 12th century, as pre
Conquest processes. In the case of Harp ham and Burton 
Agnes, morphological relationships that might be relied 
upon in order to imply that the church was founded by 
the lord of the manor, clearly originate in the 12th and 



13th centuries rather than in the pre-Conquest period. 
As such, one should be wary using what is essentially 
later medieval evidence to make arguments about the 
foundation of churches in the period before c. 1100. 

Igx bam2@noltingham.ac.uk 
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The Discovery Programme's Medieval 
Rural Settlement project, 2002-2008 

by Niall Brady - with contributions by Anne Connon, Rory McNeary, Margaret Murphy, 
Michael Potterton, and Brian Shanahan 

The Discovery Programme is Ireland's archaeological research institute, and it is currently engaged in a Medieval 

Rural Settlement project, to run 2002-2008. The project 
sets out to build on a baseline study carried out by 
Kieran O'Conor, completed in 1998. The present project 
has identified three research modules in three discrete 
locations (Figure 6). The timeframe of interest is the 
later medieval period, c. 1100-1650 AD. Systematic 
landscape study is being carri ed out in each area. The 
work includes intensive documentary research and 
detai led field survey where necessary, which also 
serves to identify sites suitable for further analysis and 
archaeological excavation. The development ofa project 
database combined with GIS analysis and mapping are 
central elements of this approach. The main results of 
the project will be presented in a series of Discovery 
Programme publications, and it is intended that each 
study will be framed within the context of relevant 
international discussions on the development of the later 
medieval countryside. 

The study of the Dublin region will be the first module 
to be completed, and it is scheduled for 2005. To 
date, scholarship has focused on studies of individual 
manors and places. The present initiative has adopted 
a regional approach, and seeks to reveal some of the 
wider contexts and processes within which individual 
sites and settlements developed (Figure 7). It is based on 
historical documentation and the archived and published 
material relating to the archaeology of the region. The 
primary aim of the module is to characterise the land 
use within a 30 km radius of the country's medieval 
capital city. It seeks to identify the distinctive featu res in 
terms of settlement patterns, infrastructure, agricultural 
practices, land value and land ownership, manufacturing, 
provisioning and exchange. This module will suggest 
the basis for comparative research into the interactions 
between town and country in later medieval Ireland. 

Ifthere is one significant area of oversight in later medieval 
settlement studies in Ireland, it is an understanding 
of the material expression of Gaelic lordship. While 
establishing the imprint of Gae lic society is a goal 
of all three modules, it is the primary focus of the 
second module, which is tracing the development of the 
O'Conor Roe/O'Conor Donn lordships in north county 
Roscommon (Figure 8). This region lay outside the direct 
control of the Dublin government but was not marginal 
land. It is considered to represent a typical Gaelic area. 
The study area is bounded on the east by the River 
Shannon, and principal locations include the ancient 
ritual landscape of Rathcroghan to the west, and the 
Episcopal residence of Elphin in the north. Issues such 
as the occupation of ringforts and crannogs in this later 

period are being addressed, as is the gradual incursion of 
English settlers during the sixteenth century. The project 
seeks to provide a tangible insight into land division in 
an area that is rich in relict field boundaries. This module 
will focus the project 's resources for excavation, and 
two sites have been identified in this regard: the ringfort 
in Tulsk, thought to represent a pre-fourteenth-century 
stronghold of the O'Conor Roe, and the moated site of 
Cloonfree, attested stronghold of Aodh O'Conor at the 
start of the fourteenth century (Figure 9). 

The third research module investigates discrete manor 
centres in southeast Ireland, with a view to studying in 
detail the development of manorial sett lement within 
the colony. Topics being investigated include the nature 
and extent of both nucleated and dispersed settlement 
forms, the internal organization of individual manors, 
field systems and agrarian technology. Two manor 
centres have been identified al this stage - Annamuit, 
Co. Kilkenny. (Figure 10) and Forth, Co. Carlow. 
The grange of Annamult served as an outfarm to the 
Cistercian Abbey ofDuiske. It is located beside the River 
Nore and retains a series of standing buildings, including 
what appears to be the remains of the only standing barn 
in the country. The manor of Forth, located to the north 
beside the River Slaney, was held for a time during 
the thirteenth century by the Bigod Earls of Norfolk. 
In addition to a fine motte-and-bailey earthwork castle 
which survives close to a small graveyard, much of the 
manorial area is still constantly under the plough and 
this presents the opportunity to field-walk large areas of 
the landscape (Figure 11). There is also a series of nine 
manorial accounts and seven borough accounts between 
1279 and 1289, which provide the basis for a close 
examination of the manor's economy during the period 
of high fann ing. Such a combination of archaeological 
and historical sources is rare in Ireland, and the fact that 
this represents a non-ecclesiaSlical and non-royal manor 
is an added bonus. 

A series of five monographs is planned to present the 
main results of the project 's research. The first few 
should be published during the course of the project's 
lifetime, with the remaining volumes submitted by 2008, 
for publication shortly Ihereafter. Most of the volumes 
will be module-specific. and it is intended to include 
relevant documentary sources that have not previously 
been published. The final book will be a study of agrarian 
technology and the rural economy in medieval Ireland. 
A statement on progress during 2003 wi ll be published 
in 2004/5 as Discovery Programme Reports 7. The 
following papers are included, and set out the building 

I O'Conor, K .• D., The Archaeology of Medieval Rural Selllement in Ireland Discovery Programme Monograph 3 (Royal Irish Academy, 1998). 
' Brady, N., uploring Irish Medieval Landscapf!S The Discovery Programme ~ Medieval Rural Selllemenl project. 1001-1008 (Discovery Programme, 
2003). 
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Figure 6: Loca/ion map of the three research modules 

blocks for the Dublin and Roscommon modules: Rory 
McNeary and Brian Shanahan, 'Medieval settlement, 
society and land use in the Roscommon area'; Annc 
Connon, 'Vernacular Gaelic Sources for Rural Settlement 
in medieval Roscommon 1100-1650 A.D: a preliminary 
survey'; Niall Brady and Paul Gibson, 'Geophysical 
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Survey at Tulsk Ringfort, Co. Roscommon ' ; Margaret 
Murphy, 'Medieval Settlement, society and land use in 
the Dublin region - the documentary sources; Michael 
Poucrton, 'Medieval Settlement, society and land use in 
the Dublin region - the archaeological sources ' . 
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Figure 7: Detail showing the location of the Dublin 
research module 
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Figure 8: Details showing the location of the Roscommon 
research module 

Figure 9: Terrain model ale/oonfree mooted site, Co. Roscommon, attested stronghold of Aodh O 'Conor 
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Figure 10: Towerhouse/hall house at Annamult, Co. Kilkenny 

Figure I J: Fieldwalking beside the motte at Castlemore, Co. Carlow. the site of the Bigod manor of Forth 
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Medieval Settlements and Landscapes in the 
Whittlewood Area: Interim Report 2002-3 

by Mark Page and Richard JODes (University of Leicester) 

Summer 2002 witnessed the end of the two-year pilot and 
the beginning of phase two of the Whittlewood Project. 
A further three years' funding was granted to Christopher 
Dyer by the Arts and Humanities Research Board, 
enabling the archaeological fieldwork and documentary 
research to continue until July 2005. The MSRG also 
generously provided a contribution towards the expenses 
of the fieldwork undertaken in July and August 2002, 
and additional grants were received from the Society 
for Medieval Archaeology, the Aurelius Trust, the Royal 
Archaeo]ogicallnstitute, and the Society of Antiquaries. 
Further lest-pits were dug in the villages of Akeley 
and Whittlebury, continuing work begun in 2001 and 
discussed in a previous report (Jones and Page 200!). 
Test-pits were also dug in the village of Leckhampstead, 
and earthwork surveys were carried out on sites in 
the same parish and in the neighbouring village of 
Li llingstone Lovell. 

Earthworks in both parishes were surveyed above 
and below ground using traditional survey methods, 
geophysical survey, and, in one case, Global Positioning 
System analysis. The work was undertaken as part of 
the project's ongoing programme of fieldwork and 
involved undergraduates, postgraduates and staff from 
the universities of Leicester, Sheffield and Belfast. In this 
paper Richard Jones reports on the results of this work 
and provides an assessment of the fonn and function 
of the earth works in the Middle Ages. This is followed 
by an examination of the documentary evidence for 
Leckhampstead and Lillingstone Lovell by Mark Page, 
with particular reference to the earthworks identified on 
the ground (Figure 12). This account of work in 2002 
is included in this volume of MSRG Annual Report 
following its omission from MSRG 17 (2002). 

The Whilllewood area is rich in surviving earthworks, 
despite destruclion revealed by aerial photographs since 
the I 940s. In particular, much ridge and furrow has been 
levelled through modern deep ploughing, although enough 
survives to partially reconstruct some field systems, for 
instance around Akeley, Ledillampstead and Passenham. 
Likewise, village infilling, expansion and the extension 
of plough land have obliterated some late medieval 
settlement remains, exemplified most dramatically by the 
total destruction of the village of Lillingstone Dayrell. 
Again, however, there are important surviva ls: house 
platfonns and toft and croft boundaries at Dadford and 
Whittlebury; mutilated earthworks at the deserted sites of 
Furtho and Lamport, which allow the main elements of 
the settlements to be reconstructed; and house plots and 
a moated site at Passenham. Moated sites are preserved 
too in the parishes of Lillingstone Dayrell, Potterspury, 
Whittlebury and Wicken, while in the northern half of 
the study area the fragmentary remains of coppice banks 
and ditches allow the partial reconstruction of medieval 
woodland management schemes (Page and Jones 2000, 
16-17). 
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Earthworks at Leckhampstead 
In Leckhampstead, earth works of probable medieval date 
are preserved at Church End, M iddle End, Barretts End, 
and around the outlying Weatherhead Fann to the south
east of the principal modern centres of population. Of 
these, the remains at Barretts End and Weatherhead Fann 
have been subject to systematic survey. Before filming to 
these, however, some preliminary remarks may be made 
about the evidence in the other two locations. 

At Church End the most prominent earthwork feature 
is a rectangular platfonn located on the summit of the 
hill south of Manor Fann (Figure 13: I). Over lOOm in 
length along its western flank, the bank and ditch return 
along the northern side for a distance of some 60m and to 
the south for some 20m. The eastern side and the south
eastern corner do not seem ever to have been embanked. 
Originally thought to be the remains of a prehistoric 
enclosure, the feature is now interpreted as a Civil War 
gun platfonn and should not be viewed as an element 
of the medieval settlement. Aerial photographs appear 
to show that the ditch cuts through, and thus postdates, 
medieval ridge and furrow. 

To the east of this earthwork, located at the bottom of 
a small valley south of the river Leck, are two stepped 
and irregularly shaped fishpo nds (Figure 13:2). These 
almost certainly fonned part of one of Leckhampstead 's 
manorial complexes, an idea reinforced by their proximity 
to the church and Manor Fann. A prominent bank runs 
along the scarp crest to the south of the ponds, arcing 
from the lane running between Church End and Middle 
End and tenninating on the headland of a surv iving 
medieval furlong, some 300m west of its origin (Figure 
13:3). This may be some sort of outwork from the gun 
platfonn. However, it may also preserve the extent of the 
manorial curia since il effectively encloses both Manor 
Fann and the fish ponds to the north. Finally, 30001 west 
of Church End, a large rectangular bay survives on the 
river Leck which may have functioned as a mill pond 
(Figure 13:4). 

The earthworks at Middle End lie to the north of the 
modem road. To the east of White Cottage, the absence of 
ridge and furrow within a rectangular plot must defi ne an 
area of medieval settlement (Figure 13:5). Fieldwalking 
has revealed further occupation sites on the other side of 
the road (Figure 13:6). Further disturbed ground is visible 
opposite Chequers House which has the appearance of 
building platfonns and abuts the possible curia bank. 
Ploughed-out ridge and furrow seems 10 defi ne the 
western limits of this settlement zone (Figure 13:7). 

Moving south into Barretts End, aerial photographs 
taken as recent ly as 1978 show the survival of house 
platfonns and linear croft boundaries located on the 
northern side of the road to Weatherhead Fann wesl 
of Barretts End Cottages. These are coincident with 



Figure 12: Parishes of Leckhamstead and Lillingstone 
Lovel! showing sites mentioned in the text (woodland 
areas shaded in dark adn meadow in light) 

dense medieval pottery scatters recovered through 
fieldwalking (Figure 14:1). The back of these crofts is 
sharply defined by the tennination of ridge and furrow 
about lOOm from the road. Likewise opposite Lower 
Farm, another area of disturbance respected by the 
ridge and furrow points to settlement location. Th is 
area contains a large circular platform at least 30m in 
diameter and a sizeable rectangular depression (Figure 
14:2). Pits to the south of the road attest to eighteenth
and nineteenth-century quarrying of stone which might 
account for these fea tures. However, their location 
outside the medieval cultivated zone perhaps suggests 
earlier origins. The platform, for instance, might be the 
remains ofa windmill mound or an animal pound, while 
the suggestion of a ditch running into the north-western 
corner of the depression might have funct ioned as a leat 
feeding a valley-side fishpond. 

To the south of the road, further earthworks appear under 
pasture west of Lower Farm (Figure 14:7). Although 
far from coherent, the complex contains a number of 
regular platforms and sinuous gullies within an area 
which appears to be delimited to the west by a marked 
holloway. West of this holloway, two further platforms 
abut the modem road leading south from the village. 
Again, all these earthworks appear to be respected by 
the medieval furlongs to the south suggesting a medieval 
origin. While the westernmost of the earthworks may 
represent domestic buildings, those in the eastern half 
have a closer affinity with agricultural or industrial use 
with associated yards. 

The final set of earthworks to be considered are those 
that surround Weatherhcad Farm, the interpretation of 
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which has been assisted by associated field walking and 
geophysical survey. The most prominent feature is a 
large rectangular single-bayed fishpond located on the 
valley floor west of the farm (Figure 14:3). This was 
fed from the north by a leat diverting water from the 
natural river course which drained southwards via a 
number of channels back to the river. The earthworks 
are extremely sharp and may at some time have been 
reworked. Certainly there is evidence to suggest that 
formerly the bay was shorter, wider and more shallow 
than is now the case. Abutting the south-eastern side of 
the bay is a distinct bank which curves round the current 
farm, forming a promontory on which the farm is raised 
from the flood plain (Figure 14:4). Ceramic evidence 
dating from the early-middle Saxon period recovered 
from close to the farm might suggesl that this is the site 
of an early settlement and possible manorial complex , 
the bank serving the same purpose as that proposed for 
the similar feature identified in Church End. 

To the south of the farm further earthworks are visible 
on the ground (Figure 14:5). Their interpretation is 
problematic since the ground has been naturally disturbed 
by land slippage. Nevertheless, close inspection of the 
earthworks indicate that these natural terraces have been 
reworked and have been used as building platforms. 
They appear to fronl onlO a holloway which turns 
eastward before the farm to follow the modem hedgeline 
to the county boundary. Geophysical survey shows 
regular anomalies of high resistance coincident with 
these terraces which might represent the buildings 
themselves. Fieldwalking has shown Ihat the northern 
side of the trackway beyond its bend was occupied to a 
distance of some 200m from the modem farm buildings 
(Figure 14:6). Further earthworks, including a large 
rectangular di tched enclosure with internal divisions, 
are visible south of the area of house platforms, while 
gullies extend to the river south of the isolated barn. 
Once again there is a clear relationship between the 
extent of arable cultivation and settlement. Ridge and 
furrow, for instance, runs downslope to the back of the 
house plalforms before ferminating. 

The eanhworks at Leckhampstead thus preserve a variety 
of settlement features. These include fishponds and 
possible curia boundaries relating to two of the manorial 
sites. These appear to have formed parts of larger 
settlement areas containing both domestic, agricultural 
and possibly industrial bui ldings. The earthwork evidence 
radically alters the modem perception of a village made 
up of small nucleated hamlets. Both al Middle End and 
Barretts EndIWeatherhead Farm, settlement can be seen 
to extend in linear form, in the case of the latter over a 
distance of some 700 m, along the arterial routeways, 
evidence fo r which has also been found in Church End 
through test-pitting. While the three main settlement 
areas can thus be shown to have been considerably larger 
in the late Middle Ages than is the case presently, there 
is no evidence to suggest that these foci were at any time 
conjoined to form a single conurbation. Rather, each 
settlement appears to have grown independently of the 
others, later to contract to form the dispersed pattern of 
'Ends' seen today. Pottery dating to the period AD 400-
800 has been found both in Church End and Barrens 
End suggesting that the origins of these two areas might 



Figure 13: Church End, Leckhampstead (areas of ridge andfurrow shaded) 
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Figllre 14: Barretls End and Weatherhead Farm, Leckhampstead(areas of ridge and fllrrow shaded) 
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be discovered at this early date. Both the absence of 
pottery of this date and the name ' Middle' - which must 
be named in relationship to at least two other sett lement 
foci - in Middle End strongly argue for the fact Ihat this 
was a secondary development made at some later date. It 
is interesting to note also the lack of high-status evidence 
from Middle End in comrast with che other two ' Ends '. 

Documentary Evidence: Leckhampstead 
The present-day parish of Leckhampstead is marked by 
the most dispersed pattern of settlement found within the 
Whittlewood Project area. Although there is no evidence 
to suggest medieval usage of the modem 'End' place
names, it is clear that conditions in che MiddleAges were 
such as to encourage the development of a number of 
settlements scattered across the landscape. In part icular, 
Leckhampstead was a parish of high population, divided 
lordship and a large number of free tenants. 

There were three manors at Leckhampstead in 1086. 
The largest was held by Gilbert Maminot of the bishop 
of Bayeux. It was assessed at 18 hides, had 7 ploughs 
in operation (out of a possible 12), and possessed a 
recorded population of26 (18 villeins, 6 bordars and 2 
slaves). There was sufficient woodland to support 400 
pigs and enough meadow for 12 ploughs. The value 
of the manor had fallen from £8 before the Conquest, 
when it was held by Earl Leofwin, to £6 in 1086 (VCH 
Bucks, 1,238). 

The two remaining manors at Leckhampstead may have 
formed a single estate before 1066. Both were held by 
Swarting, a man of Asgar the Constable. In 1086 Hugh 
held 2 hides ofWalterGiffard. There was a single plough 
in operation, a recorded population of 4 (I villein, 2 
bordars and I slave), a mill valued at 20 d., meadow 
for I plough, and woodland for 50 pigs. The remaining 
3 hides of Swarti ng's pre-Conquesl estate were held 
by Osbert of GeoffTey de Mandeville in 1086. There 
were 2112 ploughs in operation (out ofa possible 3), an 
unrecorded number of villeins, and enough woodland 
(0 support 150 pigs. Both manors were valued at 30 s. 
(VCH Bucks, I, 250, 259). 

Gilbert Maminot's manor, which soon became known 
as Great Leckhampstead, was subinfeudated to the 
Chastilun family in the twelfth century. In 1279 Hugh 
de Chastilun held 4 hides in demesne, together with 
28 acres of assart, 9 acres of wood, and the advowson 
of the church. In addition, 161h virgates were held of 
Hugh by 19 tenants in villeinage. Another 7 tenants held 
cottages. A further 131h virgates, 4 messuages, a cottage 
and a mill , were held of Hugh by 19 free tenants, and the 
parson of Leckhampstead church held I hide. 

A separate estate, of 4 hides 2 virgates, was held of Hugh 
by Adam le Vavasour. Adam held 7 virgates in demesne 
and I virgate in villeinage, divided between 2 tenants. A 
third tenant held a cottage. A further 91/4 virgates were 
held of Adam by 1I free tenants. At least two of these 
leased land to their own sub-tenants (parvi tenentes). 
Four of Adam 's free tenants also held land of Hugh de 
Chastilun. One of Adam 's free tenants, John Pollard, also 
held land from him in villei nage (Rot.Hund ., 11, 338-9). 

In the thirteenth century the pre-Conquesc estate of 
Swarting, which had been divided between Hugh and 
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Osbert in 1086, was once again in the hands of a 
si ngle tenant. This manor became known as Little 
Leckhampslead and later as Lymes End, after Wil1iam de 
Leaume who held the manor in the late thirteenth century 
(VCH Bucks, IV, 183-4). In 1279 William held 2 hides 
112 vi rgate in demesne, together with 171 /~ acres of assart 
and 7 acres of wood. A further 7 virgates were held in 
villeinage by 13 tenants, and 6 tenants held cottages. 
Five free tenants held 41/ 2 virgates, a cottage and a 
watermill. One ofWilliam's free tenants leased land to 
his own sub-tenants, and three of them also held land in 
Great Leckhampstead (RoLHund., 11 , 339). 

In total, 55 tenantsof Hughde Chastilun were listed by the 
Hundred Rolls commissioners in Great Leckhampstead 
in 1279, and a furt her 21 tenants held land in Little 
Leckhampstead. This figure of 76 tenants needs to be 
multiplied by as much as 10 to take account of the sub
tenants, servants, landless labourers, wives and children 
who were also resident on the two manors at this time. 
Certainly a combined population in excess of500 seems 
likely. In 1801 the parish of Leckhampstead had a 
recorded population of 346 (VCH Bucks, 11 , 97). 

The complex tenurial pattern at Leckhampstead revealed 
in the survey of 1279 provides a plausible context fo r the 
growth ofa number of separate sett lements and manorial 
sites. Elsewhere in the region, rival property interests in 
a single parish encouraged the development of several 
settlement foc i, each associated with the manor house 
of a different lord (Lewis, Mitchell-Fox and Dyer 2001, 
172). The earthwork survey conducted in 2002 found 
evidence ofa large fishpond at Weatherhead Fann (Figure 
14:3). Fishponds were a mark of high social status in the 
Middle Ages. They were expensive to construct and 
maintain, and freshwa ter fish played an important part 
in aristocratic diet (Dyer 1994). The pond surveyed 
at Weatherhead Farm proclaimed che elevated social 
standing of its owners, or perhaps an aspiration to such 
a position in the face of local seigneurial competition. 
To whom, therefore. did the fishpond belong? 

There is little to suggest that the fishpond at Weatherhead 
Farm belonged to the Chastilun family. Fishponds 
recorded in two Chastilun dower agreements of 1206 
and 1280 were probably located in Church End, to the 
south-east of Manor Fann, close to the presumed site 
of the manor house of Great Leckhampstead (Hughes 
1940. 28-9; Travers 1989, no.271; Chadburn 1984, 27, 
30; Figure 13:2). Instead, the Weatherhead pond may 
have pertained to Little Leckhampstead, the site of 
which manor apparently lay to the west of the Leek, in 
the present-day South End and Barretts End (Chadbum 
1984, 34-5). In this area, house platfomls and pottery 
scatters reveal the presence of a severely shrunken 
medieval settlement (Figure 14:1,7). 

The Leaume family may have sought to enhance their 
position in the parish by constructing a fishpond to 
fival those maintained by their Chastilun neighbours. 
Ev idence from the fou rteenth century suggests that 
considerable hostility existed between the two families . 
In 1333, fo r example, Alan de Leaume and his sons, John 
and Thomas, were accused of stealing goods belonging 
10 Malcolm de Chastilun. On the other hand, in 1345, 
Richard de Chastilun and his sons, Hugh, Richard, 



John and WiIJiam, were charged with maiming and 
imprisoning John de Leaume at Little Leckhampstead, 
10 the point that his life was in peril, and with mowing 
and carrying away his crops (Cal. Pat. R. 1330-4,498-9, 
502; 1343-5,503-4; VCH Bucks, IV, 184). 

Little Leckhampstead was held by the Leaume family 
until the early fifteenth century. Their departure may 
have been a factor in the retreat of settlement from 
Barretts End, although the chronology of desertion 
cannot accurately be traced from documentary sources. 
In 1492, however, it was claimed that Richard Empson, 
who held Little Leckhampstead until 1512, enclosed 
20 acres of arable which he converted to pasture. Other 
landholders in the parish followed suit, leading to the 
unemployment of 12 workers according to the inquiry 
of 1517-18 (Leadam 1897, I, 204; 11 , 576-7; VC H 
Bucks, I V, 185). A later holder of Little Leckhampstead, 
George Tyrell, possessed 7 messuages, 40 acres of arable 
and 200 acres of meadow and pasture on his death in 
1570 (Chadburn 1984,5 1). The conversion of tillage 
to pasture may well have hastened the depopulation of 
Little Leckhampstead in the sixteenth century. 

Surviving traces of medieval ridge and furrow suggest 
that arable cultivation was concentrated in the centre 
of the parish in the Middle Ages, close to the areas of 
settlement, with extensive areas of woodland to the north 
and meadow to the south. However, only one reference 
to the organization of the fields has been found for the 
medieval period. In 1280 Hugh de Chastilun granted his 
widowed (?step)mother, Rose, land in the three fields of 
Morsladefeld (called the east field in 1440), Longeneham 
Sladefeld, and Northfeld (Travers 1989, no.271; Cal. 
Close 1435-4 1,377). Three-field systems appear to have 
been characteristic of the Whittlewood area in the later 
Middle Ages (e.g. Jones and Page 2001, 18-20). 

In the late thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries, both 
lords and peasants in Leckhampstead appear to have 
grown mostly wheat and oats, with smaller quantities 
of barley and dredge (Elvey 1968-75, 11 , no. 341A; 
Chibnalll966, 39-41). The same documents also reveal 
that both horses and oxen were used for draught, that 
herds of cows, pigs and goats were kept, and that there 
were relatively few sheep. Sheepfarming probably 
became of greater significance, however, following the 
enclosures of the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries (Reed 
1979,151-3). 

There can be li ttle doubt that Leckhampstead experienced 
a decline in population and the abandonment of 
settlement at the end of the Middle Ages. Periods 
of contraction, however, were not solely a medieval 
phenomenon. Nineteenth-century census returns show 
that Leckhampstead lost a quarter of its inhabitants 
between 1871 and 1881 and a th ird of the remai nder 
between 1881 and 1901, at which time the populat ion 
of the parish stood at just 241, less than half of its likely 
tOlal at the time of the Hundred Rolls inquiry in 1279 
(Reed 1979,228; VCH Bucks, 11, 97). 

Earthworks at Lillingstone Lovell 
Like Leckhampstead, Lillingstone Lovel! exhibits signs 
of post-medieval shrinkage. Surveys of the earthworks 
have revealed settlement remains and evidence for one 
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of the medieval manorial complexes. Lying just to the 
south-east of the church and west of the stream which 
runs through the village is perhaps the most coherent set 
of earthworks to be found within the project area. These 
were surveyed using traditional methods to produce a 
hachure plan. This interpretive plan was tested against 
an objective micro-contour survey of the field survey 
undertaken with a Global Positioning System. Against 
these two records of the above-ground archaeology, an 
extensive resistivity survey was undertaken on the same 
grid to establish any relationship between buried features 
and the upstanding earthworks. 

The survey identified a sequence offive stepped fishpond 
bays, each feeding the next until the valley floor was 
reached (Figure 15: I). The first pond in the system is 
located close to the church and is fed from a spring 
whieh drains via a small gully into the northern part of 
this bay. A second culvert and outflow from the first bay 
leads 10 a second bay and thence to a third, much larger 
and more regular in shape. Water appears to escape via a 
break in the northern dam of this pond to drain, possibly 
over a weir or via a watennill (Figure 15:2), into two 
large rectangular ponds, the fourth and fifth bays in the 
series. The regularity of the third, fourth and fifth bays 
may suggest that they were added later to the system, 
although, just as at Weatherhead Fann, the remnants of 
an earlier bay can be found within the third pond. These 
fishponds define the western and southern bounds of a 
central platfonn. whose eastern limit is defined by a bank 
and shallow ditch. This ditch or depression returns at both 
the northern and southern ends of the platfonn to fonn a 
trapezoidal enclosure (Figure 15:3). To the north of this 
platfonn there are a series of well-defined platfonns and 
terraces (Figure 15:5). To the east of the main enclosure 
and bound by the stream there are further earthworks, 
again probably marking the location of other buildings 
(FigureI5:7). The geophysical survey shows structures 
of some kind standing on these raised surfaces. On the 
main enclosure the below-ground survey identified a 
major building, some 70 feet long (Figure 15:4). At its 
south-eastern corner the founda tions of a stone wall 
could be identified on the ground surface. 

This complex of earthworks must be imerpreted as a 
manorial complex. The stone building, placed on the 
central platform might be the manor house itself. 11 would 
appear that this enclosure was partially surrounded on 
three sides by water-filled di tches. To the north, between 
the main enclosure and the church, the size and shape of 
the platfonns suggest that this was the site of the demesne 
fann containing a number of barn-like structures and 
a circular platfonn which may be a dovecote base 
(Figure 15:6). Beside the stream, the earth works may 
represent the remains ofa miJI (Figure 15:7). The overall 
arrangement of the earthworks appears to suggest that 
the whole complex was planned in a single episode and 
while it remains entirely feasible that certain elements 
were added to the original plan, the site does not appear 
to have undergone any major replanning before its 
abandonment. 

Geophysical evidence has also added to our understanding 
of the detailed arrangement of the elements wh ich make 
up the site. It shows for instance an underly ing road 



Figure 15: Church Close Lillingslone Lovell (areas of known medieval arable shaded) 

system which appears to have dictated the location of 
a number of features (Figure 16). There is evidence for 
the continuat ion of Church Lane - which now terminates 
at the T-junction with the main street - southwards and 
across the broad dam between fishponds three and four. 
The road which enters the village from the west call 
also be shown to have originally continued on its course 
rather than taking the sharp turn of the modem road 
system, running between fishponds one and two. Th is 
road then bifurcates, the northernmost section. probably 
the road to Potterspury fonning the northern edge of the 
central enclosure. the southernmost likewise formi ng the 
southern edge of this platfonn before heading towards 
Leckhampstead. The well-defi ned platform edges may 
well have thus begun life as holloways fonned where 
these tracks descended onto the flood plain. It is unlikely, 
however, that these roads would have remained in use 
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once the manor house complex had been constructed, 
and it may have been at this point that the road was 
diverted around the manorial curia to follow its current 
sinuous route through the village. 

Beyond the manor court, there are other sett lement 
earth works surviving. To the north ill-defined croft 
boundaries can be identified, although it is uncertain 
whether they face onto the stream or onto Church End. 
That the stream fonned an important settlement ax is 
is clear from evidence 10 be found south of the main 
earthworks. At least four crofts can be seen both on the 
ground and from aerial photographs on both sides of 
the stream. These are most clear to the east where the 
termination of ridge and furrow 50m from the stream 
defines the settlement zone. Finally, south of Hall Farm, 
there is a second complex of earth works. These appear 
to include a rectangular moated site and a number of 



Earthworks 

Figure 16: Church Close, Ullingstone Lovell, showing earlier road network identified by geophysics (areas o/known 
medieval arable shaded) 

irregular fi shponds, with fur ther earth works within 
the large ditched enclosure perhaps representing more 
mundane buildings. 

The identification of two moated si tes accords well 
with the historical evidence for divided lordship in the 
later Middle Ages. Between these two centres, peasant 
holdings appear to have run continuously and indeed 
seem to continue north beyond the northernmost of the 
two. These smallholdings almost certainly fronted onto 
the main north-south road running lOOm east of, and 
parallel to, the steam. At Lillingstone Lovell, therefore, 
evidence from geophysical survey and the earthwork 
surveys allow a near complete reconstruction of the 
late medieval village. Both in terms of size, location 
and morphology, it would appear that the modern 
arrangement of the village bears little relation to its 
medieval predecessor. 
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Documentary Evidence: Lillingstone Lovell 
Like Leckhampstead, Lillingstone Lovell was a parish 
of divided lordship in the Middle Ages, with potentially 
a number of medieval manorial si tes in existence. In 
1086 there were two manors, each of2 1h hides. One was 
held by Benzelinus of the king, and the other by Richard 
Engaine, also ofthe king (VCH Oxon. , I, 421-2). In 1279 
the Benzelinus holding was in the possession ofPayn de 
Chaceporc, whose tenant there was Margaret Dansey. 
Margaret's estate consisted of 13 half-virgate tenements, 
10 of them held in villeinage, and 9 cot lands, 5 held 
freely and 4 in villeinage. A mill and 3 acres were also 
held of Margaret Dansey for a rent of30 s. (Rot.Hund. , 
JI , 835). During the fourteenth century Margaret 's estate 
was divided into two separate manors, Overend and 
Netherend, each with its own court and manorial officials 



(VCH Bucks, IV, 193; PRO, SC2 / 155119; Bodleian 
Li brary, MS Charters Bucks 714). 

The Domesday holding of Richard Engaine became 
divided towards the end of the twelfth century (VCH 
Bucks, IV, 194). In 1279 one half was held by James 
Barber of the king, and consisted of 2 half-virgate 
tenements, held freely, and 6 cotlands. The other half 
was held by John de Olney ofWilliam de Stapleton, and 
consisted of 6 half-virgate tenements, one holding of 12 
acres, and two holdings of 10 acres. A messuage was 
held by Richard de Chastilunjointly of Margaret, lames 
and lohn (Rot. Hund., 11 , 835). The various medieval 
manors of Lillingstone Lovell eventually coalesced, so 
that in the mid-sixteenth century the Domesday holdings 
of Benzelinus and Richard Engaine were united in the 
possession of Nicholas Wentworth (VCH Bucks, IV, 
193,195). 

The earth works surveyed in Church Close (named on 
the tithe map of 1839) are not easily attributed to one 
particular estate (F·igure 15). The Domesday manor of 
Benzelinus was held by Hugh de St Martin in c. 1220-5, 
at which time he granted to Luffield Priory the chapel 
of St John the Baptist which lay within his court of 
Lill ingstone (que sita est in curia mea de Lillingestan) 
(Elvey 1968-75, 11, no. 376; Cur. Reg. R., XVI, no. 567). 
The location of the chapel has not been identified but 
is unlikely to have been situated so close to the parish 
church. Later evidence suggests that the principal manor 
house in the parish, complete with moat and fishponds, 
lay to the south of the village, on the site of the present
day Lillingstone Hall (VCH Bucks, IV, 192; Figure I). 

No references to medieval fishponds in Li Jl ingstone 
Lovell have been found. The frustration of matching 
historical with archaeological evidence of fresh Wilier 
fishi ng has been observed before (Dyer 1994, 101). 
Yet in the case of Lillingstone Lovell the problems 
are compounded by the number of potential manors to 
which the ponds in Church Close might have belonged 
in the later Middle Ages and by the current lack of 
dating evidence. The earthwork survey also apparently 
identified the location of a waterm ill by the stream 
(Figure 15:7). This may have been the mi ll held by 
Richard the Miller of Margaret Dansey in 1279. The 
site of the mill belonging to Nicholas Wentworth in 
1613, which was described as lyinz in Home Close near 
the clay pits (BRO, 096/2118), may be a successor to 
th is earlier mill, relocated on the opposite side of the 
brook. Home Close is named on the tithe map while 
old marl pits are marked on modem Ordnance Survey 
maps. The watermill was also said to lie near a close 
of pasture, measuri ng 9)/. acres, newly taken out of 
Home Field, the exact size of Church Close in 1839. 
In the seventeenth century, therefore, the fishponds and 
manorial buildings identified in Church Close were 
probably al ready earthworks. Their abandonment may 
perhaps be linked with the amalgamation of the various 
late medieval manors of Lillingstone Lovell in the two 
centuries following the Black Death. The manors of 
Overend and Netherend were reunited before the end 
of the fou rteenth century (VCH Bucks, IV, 193). If the 
development of a manorial complex in Church Close was 
associated with their creation in the years after 1300, then 

35 

it may have outlived its usefulness with in two or three 
generations. This might explain why the earthworks all 
appear to be of a single phase. If, on the other hand, it 
belonged to one of the successors of Richard Engaine, 
the ponds and buildings may have been maintained until 
their acquisition by Nicholas Wentworth in 1545. 

Unfortunately, the surviving records of these manors 
make no mention of either fishponds or a watermill. 
Instead, they reveal the presence of two windmills in the 
parish in the later fourteenth century. One was held by 
Thomas de Lill ingstone, the successor of John de Olney, 
on his death in 1361 (Ca\. Inq. P. M., Xl, no. 113). The 
other belonged to James Barber's fonner manor, and 
required some repair work in 1378 (Ca\. Inq. Misc., IV, 
no. 12). One of these windmills probably lay in Windmil l 
Field (named on the 1839 ti the map), situated to the west 
of the village. The location of the other has not been 
found, but appears not to have been si ted in Church 
Close, where a circular platform has been interpreted 
not as the base of a windmill but as the remains of a 
dovecote (Figure 15:6). 

Lillingstone Lovell fo rmed a detached portion of 
Oxfordshire in 1086, probably as the resu1tofadependency 
upon the important royal manor of Kirtlington (VCH 
Oxon. , V I, 3). Kirtlington lies about 8\h miles north 
of Oxford and approximately 20 miles south-west of 
Li llingstone Lovell ; it was the hundredat manor of 
Ploughley Hundred and the centre of a large 'multiple 
estate' before the Norman Conquest (B lair 1994,79, 108-
9). Lillingstone Lovell may have been retained by the 
king at Kirtlington during the widespread fragmentation 
of multiple estates in the late Saxon period because of its 
proximity to areas of woodland and hunting. However, 
evidence of an association between Lillingstone Lovell 
and Kirtlington, beyond thei r common attachment to 
Ploughley Hundred, is hard to find. Thus, there was 
no enduring ecclesiastical connection, as there was, 
for instance , between Si lverstone and Whittlebury 
and the royal estate centre of Greens Norton (Jones 
and Page 200 I , 23). Nor, apparently, do the earl y 
modem court rolls of Kirtlington suggest the existence 
of any residual obl igations owed by the inhabitants of 
Lillingstone Lovell (Griffiths 1980). The parish was 
fi nally transferred to Buckinghamshire in 1844 (VCH 
Bucks, IV, 191-2). 

A further boundary change was required later in the 
nineteenth century to eliminate a second ancient anomaly. 
Following the contraction of Whittlewood Forest at the 
end of the thirteenth century, the only part of the forest 
to remain outside Northamptonshire lay in the far 
north-east of Li ll ingstone Lovell, as described in the 
perambulation of 1300 and depicted on maps of c. 1608 
and 1787 (Baker 1822-41 , 11 , 75-6; NRO, Map 4210; 
PRO, MRl /3l5). This portion of the parish, however, 
formed part of a larger detached territory belonging 
to Lillingstone Dayrell (Figure 12). The creation of 
this territory presumably occurred before the Norman 
Conquest, at the time of the division of the Lillingstones 
into two manors of 5 hides each (VCH Bucks, IV, 188). 
In the thirteenth century, Lill ingstone Lovell was called 
Great (Magna) Lillingstone, in distinction from Little 
(Parva) Ullingstone, suggesting that it held some sort of 



primacy over its western neighbour, although the precise 
nature of this ascendancy has not yet been determined. 

The Lovell family, from whom the parish subsequently 
took its name, acquired a pOrlion of Margaret Dansey's 
estate by marriage in the early fourteenth century. 
They appear to have been a cadet branch of the Lovells 
of Mi nsle r Love ll in Oxfordshire and Titchmarsh 
in Northamptonshire. Unlike their more illustrious 
relatives, however, they died oul in the male line during 
the fourteenth century, the memory of their lordship in 
the parish kept alive by the adoption of thei r name (VCH 
Bucks, IV, 193). 

The present-day village of Lillingstone Lovell has the 
appearance of a nucleated settlement, quite unlike its 
southern neighbour, Leckhampstead. Nevertheless, in the 
Middle Ages, both parishes were marked by considerable 
tenurial complex ity and the proliferation of potentia! 
manorial sites. Future fieldwork will attemplto identifY 
and date the various settlement foci in Lillingstone 
Lovell and 10 establish the degree of settlement dispersal 
within the parish. 
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Medieval Settlements and Landscapes in the 
Whittlewood Area:Interim Report 2003-4 

by Richard JODes and Mark Page (University of Leicester) 

Fieldwork undertaken in July and August 2003 included 
test-pitting in Leckhampslead, Lillingslone Lovell . 
Silvcrstone and Wick en, excavation in Whittiebury 
churchyard, and gee physical survey of the enclosure 
at Whittlebury. now confimlcd as an Iron Age hil1fort. 
The work was carried out by statT and students of the 
universities of Leicester, Sheffield and Southampton. 
In addition to the princ ipal funding by the Arts and 
Humanities Research Board, financial assis tance was 
also received from the Medieval Settlement Research 
Group, the Aurelius Trust, the Royal Archaeological 
Institute, and the Society of Antiquaries. Further work 
will be carried oUl·at a number of these sites prior to the 
completion of the project in July 2005 , and the results 
will be incorporated into the monograph and other 
publications. In this report we focus on test-pitting in 
the village of Silverstone. 

Silverstone is oneofthe largest villages in the Whittlewood 
Project area, lying on the important medieval road from 
Oxford to Northampton between the market towns of 
Brackley and Towcester. Like its neighbour Whittlebury, 
Silverstone was ecclesiastically dependent upon the 
royal manor of Greens Norton, about four miles to the 
north, and fonned part ofa significant ' multiple estate' 
in the early Middle Ages, before its separation and 
division into three manors at the time of Domesday Book 
(Jones and Page 2003, 67 ; DB, 603, 615-16). The name 
Silverstone has been explained a~ 'an evident corruption 
of si/va tone, or the wood town, which is strikingly 
characteristic of its situation in the midst of the forest ' 
(Baker 1822-41 , 11, 86). Modem interpretation, however, 
favours a derivation from the personal name Srewulf or 
Sigewulf(Mills 1991 , 298). 

A total of72 test-pits havc so far been excavated in and 
around Silverstone (Figure 17). Scatters of Romano
British pottery were recovered from across the village. 
Most of this pottery was found in small quantities in 
reworked deposits. At SI TP 63 ceramics of this date 
were found in a ditch, pit or gully, in association with 
one of only two find spots of Iron Age pottery. A late 
prehistoric or early Roman date can thus be proposed 
for the construction of Ihis feature, which provides 
evidence of pennanent occupation in the village area. 
This conclusion is further supported by the significant 
number of finds made in SI TPs 42 and 43 , which are 
indicative of settlement, while the recovery of roof tile 
fragments suggests a bu ilding of some status. However, 
most of the finds of Romano-British pottery probably 
derived from manure spread over arable fields. Work 
across the Whitt lewood area has demonstrated that the 
landscape was largely devoted to cereal production 
during the Roman occupation (Jones and Page 2003 , 61 , 
63). In Silverslone numerous small fannsteads of this 
period have been identified, both by test-pini ng in the 
village and during the construction of the new A43. 
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The largely open landscape of the Roman period contrasts 
with the wooded landscape of the eleventh century and 
later. According to Domesday Book, the woods of 
Silverstone measured I III leagues in length by I league 
in breadth (DB, 615). This translates into an area of 
more than 1,500 acres, about SO per cent of the modern 
parish. Whether the landscape reverted to woodland 
over a period of several centuries or whether the process 
was more rapid is still poorly understood. Without 
management and grazing, however, a worked landscape 
can degenerate into scrub, wood pasture and woodland 
within a few generations. The recovery of early medieval 
pottery within the fills of the Romano-British feature at 
SI TP 63 is thus of significance. It suggests that elements 
of the Roman landscape survived into the Middle Ages, 
to be reused or exploited for different purposes. Very 
little pottery of the period 400-\ 000 has been recovered, 
although this is consistent with other parts of the project 
area. The collapse of centralized pottery production 
in favour of local kilns, together with the loss of both 
wheel-thrown technology and firing techniques, meant 
that less pottery was made and used, and its friable 
nature means that it survives poorly once deposited. 
Nevertheless, some fi nds have been made (Figure IS). 
On the basis of th is evidence, it may be suggested that 
the early medieval settlement of Silverstone began as 
a loose federation of individual fannsteads set around 
a small oval of arable land, later known as Woodcrafts 
Field (Figure 19). The absence of early medieval finds 
made during work on the A43 supports the idea of 
limited settlement. Beyond the oval, the woodland 
recorded in Domesday Book may have regenerated. 
With a recorded population of just seven in IOS6, and 
only two ploughs apparently in operation, there certai nly 
seems to have been little arable cultivation in Silverstone 
in the early medieval period. 

In the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, however, there 
was considerable growth of population and a concomitant 
spread of settlement. In 1301, for instance, 37 households 
in Silverstone contributed to the lay subsidy (PRO, 
E1791l55/31, mm. 9-10). Settlement extended along 
the High Street before 1200 and also spread to other 
areas in the centre of the village. West End too appears 
to have developed at this time (Figure 4). Growing 
popu lation and the encroachment of house plots into 
the original arable oval - where some modem plots still 
seem to preserve the sinuous lines of the medieval strips 
- may have encouraged the laying oUl of furthe r fie lds 
to the north and east, as depicted on maps of c.160S and 
IS26 (N RO, Maps 294S, 2996, 421 0). A reconstruction 
of the medieval fie ld system of Silverstone is not 
straightforward. Thirteenth-cen tury charters usuall y 
describe two fields - for example, the east field and the 
field next to the viII - although additional arable may 
have been shared with the inhabitants of Whittle bury to 
the east and Challock (in Abthorpe parish) to the west 
(Elvey I 96S-75 , I, xv-xvii , 100, 109). With plentiful 
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Figure 19: Silvers/one c. 1608. redrawn from Northamptonshire Record Office. Map 4210. 

woodland and waste in which to expand, it may be that 
the village's field system was reorganized on a number 
of occasions in the Middle Ages. For example, newly 
assarted land in Swynhey in the north of/he parish seems 
10 have been incorporated into the arable in about 1278 
(Ca\. Inq. Mise., I, no. I I1 I). Swinney was one of five 
fields depicted on the enclosure map of 1826. 
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Of all the elements of Silverstone. the origins of Cattle 
End have been the most difficult 10 trace (Figure 20). 
A settlement may have developed there in the twelfth 
century, although a dale after 1200 is more li kely. Unlike 
West End and the southern parts of Silverstone, Cattle 
End appears to have its origins not in expansion over 
arable land but in the clearance of woodland. This was 
an assart settlement. Critical 10 this hypothesis has been 



a reconsideration of the c.1608 map (Figure 19). Two 
important aspects of the map set Cattle End apart from 
the rest of the village. First, the roads to the south of West 
End, together with the southern part of the High Street, 
are much wider than their northern extensions. Most 
noticeably, both West End and the High Street narrow 
markedly as they enter the 'oval'. The roads to the south 
are very similar to the broad woodland ridings depicted 
c1sewhere on the map. It is probable, therefore, that they 
were fonned in a wooded landscape. Assart names to the 
south also point to the presence of woodland in the later 
Middle Ages. By contrast, the northern parts of West 
End and the High Street are very narrow. Green Lane 
too is narrow and appears to bear the hallmarks ofa road 
running through interlocking arable furlongs. Thus, both 
Green Lane and West End may originally have followed 
the headlands of furlongs within an open arable field. 
Secondly, Cattle End and the area to the south of West 
End are dominated by small enclosures. These probably 
represent the piecemeal clearances from the woodland, 
often of an acre ot less, which were ditched or fenced 
and fanned in severalty, and recorded by the king 's forest 
officials in the thirteenth century (PRO, E32/249, m. 
6 d). The depiction of SilverSlone on the c.1608 map, 
therefore, seems to reflect its late medieval layout which 
had largely developed by about 1250. 

A factor of considerable importance in the village's 
development was undoubtedly the establishment of a 
royal hunting lodge, possibly by Henry I (I 100-35), but 
more probably by Henry JJ (1154-89) who spent large 
sums of money on the buildings in the years 1178-83 
(Colvin et a11963, 11 , 1002). No physical evidence for 
the location of the lodge has been found , but peculiar 
patterns in the distribution of pottery may provide some 
clues to its position. The two pottery fabrics which 
dominated the vi llage during the twelfth and thirteenth 
centuries were Potterspury Ware and Silverstone Ware. 
Silverstone Ware was produced from a kiln located in or 
adjacent to 32 West End, where several hundred sherds 
of pottery were recovered from a waster heap. The 
kiln appears to have been active in the late twelfth and 
early thirteenth centuries. At Potterspury, by contrast, 
production did not begin until about 1250. When the 
distribution of these two fabrics is compared, there is 
a marked consistency (Figures 21 and 22). With one 
exception, all areas which used Silverstone Ware in 
the years around 1200 remained occupied and received 
large amounts of Potterspury Ware after 1250. The 
exception is the area now occupied by Rookery Fann 
and 11 Church Street. Was this the location of the royal 
hunting lodge? 

Following the building works of 1178-83, the hunting 
lodge was maintained by successive kings, especially 
Henry 11 1 (1216-72), who undertook a major campaign 
of new building in the years 1247-50, including a new 
chapel, a new wardrobe fo r the queen, and a new saucery 
next to the kitchen (Cal. Lib. R. 1245-51, 136, 173, 183, 
245). Further planned alterations were cancelled in 1252 
and only routine repairs were carried out un til 1271 
when the kitchen, 'which is ruined through old age ', was 
rebuilt (Colvin el a/1963 , 11 , 1002; Cal. Lib. R. 1267-
72, no. 1393). Intermittent repairs were undertaken by 
Edward I (1272-1307), but in 1313 the buildings were 

41 

considered to be ruinous and the manor was alienated by 
the king (Colvin et 0/1963,1 1, 1002-3). The maintenance 
of the hunting lodge was thus at its peak in the period 
1178-1250, almost the exact date range for Silverstone 
Ware. In the second half of the thi rteenth century, by 
contrast, royal interest in the lodge seems to have waned, 
allowing little opportun ity fo r the later Potterspury Ware 
to accumulate. The coincidence of the known history 
of the lodge and the ceramic evidence is remarkable. 
Furthermore, the map of c.1608 reveals an enclosure 
called Hall Yard to the north-east of Rookery Fann and 
! I Church Street. Together with the location of large 
fishponds immediately to the nOrlh of Hall Yard, the 
evidence may be sufficient to conclude that this central 
zone of the village was occupied by the king's house. It 
may also be the case that the kiln at West End was set 
up with the specific intention of supplying pottery to the 
hunting lodge. Certainly, Silverstone Ware appears to 
have had only a local market, and fails to appear even 
in neighbouring Wh ittlebury. 

Like all the settlements in the project area, Silverstone 
was affected by the demographic collapse following 
the Black Death of 1348-9. Sh rinkage , however, 
was piecemeal and there seems nol to have been the 
abandonment of entire rows of housing found in other 
villages, such as Leckllampstead and Lillingstone Lovell. 
Buildings may have fallen into disuse as the survivors 
of the plague began to accumulate holdings. When 
John Hempman died in 1423, for example, he held a 
messuage and a vi rgate called Hygonnes, a toft and 
a virgale called Smartcs, and a toft and half a virgate 
called Bondes (NRO, XYZ 1390, m. 2 d). The virgate 
called Smartes was formerly held by John Smart, one of 
37 tenants listed in 1403 who owed suit to the manorial 
court at Silverstone belonging to BumhamAbbey (NRO, 
XYZ 1390, m. I). He was probably a descendant of 
William Smart who paid tax to the king in 1301 (PRO, 
E179/ 155/31, m. 10). The list of 1403 was periodically 
updated, and John Hempman was recorded as John 
Smart's successor. Thus, it is probable that John Smart's 
buildings were abandoned and his messuage reduced to 
a toft during the years 1403-23. 

The court rolls contain other evidence of buildings 
falling into decay. In 1444, for example, Richard Andrew 
paid just Is. 8d. to acquire a messuage and virgate 'and 
not more because the messuage is ruinous' (NRO, XYZ 
1390, m. 23 d). In 1437 the woodward was ordered to 
deliver timber to three tenants for the repair of their 
tenements (NRO, XYZ 1390, m. 19). A number of 
holdings fell into the lord's hands from a lack of tenants, 
including five tenements previously occupied in 1403. 
A cotland and assart fonnerly belonging to Roger Rote, 
which was in the lord's hands in 1414, was still without 
a tenant in 1425 (NRO, Misc Photostat 1682, m. I; 
XYZ 1390, m. 4). Any buildings associated with these 
holdings may well have been left 10 rot. 

Despite the loss of individual buildings, however, neither 
the archaeological nor the documentary evidence suggests 
that Silverstone underwent large-scale contraction in 
the fifteenth century. For instance, the heirs of many 
tenants seem to have remained in the village to await 
the inheritance of a holding. About 48 per cent of new 
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tenants recorded in the list of 1403 succeeded their 
relations, tojudge from the evidence of shared surnames. 
This may well indicate a significant demand for land, an 
idea supported by the continued occupation of assarts 
and other smallholdings. In 1416, for example, Nicholas 
Startup and his son John paid 1 s. 10 the lord to be 
admitted to two assarts, two crofts and two acres of 
arable in Silverstone, fonnerly of Peter Taylor, to hold 
for their lives, paying 7 s. 6 d. a year i!l rent, of which 
6 d. was an increment (NRO, Misc Photostat 1682, m. 
2). Nicholas also acqui red other land in Silverstonc 
and was frequen tly before the manorial court, making 
complaints as well as being charged with a variety of 
trespasses and nuisances. His surname perhaps reflects 
the fact that he was regarded as an upstart by members 
of the community. 

The shrinkage of settlement at Si]verstone after the 
Black Death was thus relatively limited and was 
probably similar to that experienced in nearby Akeley 
and Whittlebury (J.ones and Page 200 1, 20, 24). The 
map of c. 1 60S records some of this contraction (Figure 
19). In West End, for example, several of the empty 
plots between the seventeenth-century houses can be 
shown through test-pitting to have been occupied in 
the thirteenth century. Likewise, the houses present in 
c.160S demonstrate signs of continuous occupation from 
the MiddleAges. The map thus appears to be remarkably 
accurate in its depiction of the early modem vi llage. 
With this in mind, it is worth noting that the church 
is not marked on the map in its present location in the 
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south-east corner of Hall Yard. Was Silverstone wi thout a 
church at the beginning of the seventeenth century? The 
present church of St Michael and All Angels was built 
in 1884. This replaced 'about the most uncomely cdifice 
ever denominated by the respected name of church', 
which Bridges, writ ing in the early eighteenth century, 
described as a modern building and a chapel of ease to 
the church at Whittlebury (Lovell 200 I, 36-8; Baker 
1822-41 , 11 , 90). There is a possibility, therefore, that 
after the abandonment of the royal hunting lodge and its 
chapel in the early fourtcenth century, no formal place of 
worship existed in Silverstone in the later Middle Ages, 
and that the inhabitants of the village had to travel to 
Whittlebury in order to attend church services. 
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Test Pitting Medieval Settlements - Big Dig 2003 
by Carcnza Lewis 

In June 2004 Channel4's Time Team broadcast nine days 
of live archaeological investigations on more than 1,300 
sites across the United Kingdom. This broke a number of 
records, including the number of si les investigated and 
the number of people involved, and as such was called 
'Big Dig'. One of the guiding principles of Big Dig 
was that it should allow members of the general public 
the chance to excavate in their 'own' patch - for most 
this mean! digging in their gardens, while others had 
the chance to dig in their local park or school grounds. 
It is therefore not surprising to nOle that most of the 
sites investigated were with in settlements which were 
in existence in the Middle Ages, and many of them 
were medieval rural settlements. Publication here of 
details of the 1,300 Big Dig test pits is not possible, for 
reasons of both space and the rights to privacy of those 
involved. Details of the locations oflhe test pits in each 
county are however available on the Channel 4 Website 
(www.channeI4.com). and lists of the test pits are held 
by county archaeological officers to allow results to be 
accessed. However, a few general poims can usefully 
be made. 

The strategy adopted for Big Dig was similar to test
pini ng programmes used very successfully at Shapwick 
in Somerset and Whittlewood (see this report, pp 27-
46): participants excavated I m square lest pits and 
recorded all finds and any features discovered. There 
were however, two main differences to the test-pitting 
programmes at Shapwick and Whittlewood (apart from 
the obvious fact that Big Dig was broadcast on prime
time television): firstly, the majority of the Big Dig test 
pits were excavated by people digging their own test 
pits with little or no prior experience of archaeological 
excavation, rather than by professional archaeologist 
or experienced amateurs. Secondly, the Big Dig sites 
ranged across the whole of the UK rather than being 
restricted to one settlement (as at Shapwick) or area (as 
in Whinlewood). 

To ensure that the test pits wou ld be excavated to 
acceptable archaeological standards, a rigorous procedure 
was followed whereby applicants who wished to dig a 
test pit as part of Big Dig had to apply to the Time 
Team production company and have their proposed 
site checked with the country Sites and Monuments 
Record (SMR) to ensure that it was not part of a known 
archaeological site. Not only were locations within 
scheduled ancient monuments (SAMs) rejected, so too 
were many sites which were already registered on the 
county SMR. Once accepted, applicants were issued with 
an 'Action Pack ', which provided detai led instructions 
how to site, locate, excavate and record a test pit safely 
and competently, all drawn up by and in consul tation 
with professional archaeologists. Professional support 
and advice was made available through a network of 
professional archaeologists acting as facili tators who 
were able to conduct site visi ts on the day, through 
phone lines connected to archaeological advisors, and 

46 

via a dedicated website which allowed resuhs to be 
reported and even pennitted digital images of finds or 
pits to be e-mailed for assessment by experts. Many 
of the archaeological facilitators who visited Big Dig 
test pits commented on the high standard to which they 
were dug and documented, and there were no recorded 
instances of any damage 10 archaeological sites. One of 
the most remarkable examples of discoveries resulting 
from Big Dig and pertaining to medieval rural settlement 
was in Boxworth in Cambridgeshire. A short account of 
this test pit, sited within an area of supposed medieval 
settlement shrinkage is included in this report (pp 48), 
and demonstrates how even the very limited excavation 
allowed by a small test pit can throw a completely 
unexpected new light on an apparently straightforward 
site. 

Although Big Dig test pi ts had a wide geographical 
range within the UK, in one instance 45 Big Dig test 
pits were dug in one day in a single medieval village, 
Great Easton in Leicestershire. This was deliberately 
planned by Time Team , to allow an hour-long television 
programme broadcast prior to the main Big Dig weekend 
to demonstrate the methodologies involved in test-pitting 
to the viewing public. The results of the Great Easton 
test pit investigations, including the understanding 
derived of the development of this settlement from 
the Roman period onwards, are included in this report 
(pp 53). This reiterates the evidence from Shapwick 
and Whittlewood in showing the way in which such 
campaigns of intens ive test-pitting in one area can 
add to and refine understanding of the development 
and chronology of medieval settlements. Furthennore, 
however, the Great Easton exercise-and indeed Big Dig 
in general- also demonstrated the huge contribution that 
the general public could potent ially make 10 medieval 
settlement studies. It showed that it is possible to dig 
and record 45 test pits in one settlement in a single 
day with houseowners and landowners providing the 
labour and professional archaeologists overseeing their 
work, and it also showed that results from this sort of 
investigat ion can make a significant contribution to 
academic knowledge. In fact , more could probably be 
done without the TV cameras present, as the filming 
often held up the digging. It is thought-provoking think 
that if such an intensive exercise as Great Easton could 
take place somewhere every year, in every county in the 
UK, our understanding of the developmem of medieval 
settlement could be transfonned. 
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Figure 23: TIme Team Big Dig Action Pack 
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Roman and Iron Age finds at the Medieval Village 
of Boxworth, Cam bridgeshire. 

by lan Taylor 

The village of Box worth (Figure 24) sits on the tenninal 
moraine of the glacial ice sheet from the last ice age 
and is located between a Roman road, the Cambridge 
- Hunti ngdon road (Via Devena) in the North and 
a possible Roman road , the Cambridge - S1. Neots 
ridgeway in the South. The village is located al the OS 
grid fer. TL 348 643, 1.6 kilometre ( I mile) southwest 
of the Camb ridge- Huntingdon Road. Ahhough a 
conside rable vill age at the time of the Domesday 
Book , the modern village is now a small and scattered 
settlement (RCHM 1968, p. 28 l1\ustration I and 2). 
In the Domesday Book, Boxworth was referred to as 
Bochellllord or Bllces Enclosure and apart from the 
outly ing moats in Overhall Grove (OS grid reference 

TL 339 633) and Grange Wood (OS grid reference 
TL 348 638) ( RC HM , p. 30-31), the village was 
concentrated around a rectangular green at the western 
end of Manor Lane and at the East of the Church (Taylor 
1997, p. 23·24). 

In the north-east corner of the village is Spring Close. 
This triangu lar field lies to the south-east of the church, 
bounded on the west by 19th century High Street, on the 
north by Manor Lane and the south-east by a medieval 
hol!oway, the original route of the High Street. Within 
this field are a series of earthworks (Figure 25) which 
have long been considered to be medieval house 
sites and enclosures (El rington 1989, p. 271-278 ; 
RCHM 1968, p. 28- 31; Taylor 1997, p. 24), and are in 

Figure 24: Air photograph of Boxworth. Cambridgeshire (North approximately to the right). Spring Close is the 
triangularfield at the boUom centre of the piclUre. 
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Figure 25: Eonhworks at Boxworth, Cambridgeshire 

English Heritage 's Monument Protection Programme 
for scheduling as medieval settlement. Under recent 
investigation, however, the site within Spring Close has 
produced no datable medieval archaeology but instead 
has recently yie lded sizable quantities of Iron Age and 
Romano-British artefacts. 

In 2001 there was a surface find of two Roman coins, a 
late 2nd I early 3rd century Julia Domna silver denarii 
and a 4th century Cons tans bronze denarii in the area of 
TL3495 6443 to the north-west of View Ponds, Between 
November 2002 and June 2003 a cluster of five rabbit 
holes disgorged 947 grams of Roman and Iron Age 
POllery, 37 1 grams of building materia l, and a si ngle 
Roman bronze coin. The pottery covered the period 
from the I st to 4th century and included 81 grams that 
fonned a sizable section of a I st century Belgic carinated 
bow l with cordoned decoration (Figure 26). The range 
of pottery collected covered a spectrum of pottery types 
from quality tableware through cooking pots to storage 
vessels and included pottery of local manufacture as 
well as pottery from adjoining regions and imported 
from other provinces of the Roman Empire. 
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Figure 26: Fragments of Isl cenlury BC Carinated 
Bowl from Rabbit hole in Spring Close Field, Boxworth 
Cambridgeshire. 



In June 2003 as part of Time Team s 'Big Dig' project 
a ! 200 mm x 2000 mm test pit was excavated on the 
southern edge of what was considered to be the largest 
of the medieval housi ng platfonns (Figure 28). This test 
pit produced the following fi nds: 

Pottery - grams ... 1,832g 

Daub - grams................ . ......... 204g 

Daub with Lime wash - grams. . ... 157g 

Fi red Clay - grams ........ 306g 

Fuel Ash - grams ... .60g 

Slag - grams .............. .78g 

Burnt Stone- grams ... . ... IS72g 

Bones - fragments. . ............. 74 

Lithi cs - pieces... ..... . ..................... 4 

Interestingly there were no medieval finds: everything 
recovered dated to the period extending from the Middle 
Iron Age to the end of the Romano-British period. 

In addition to the above artefacts, a series of circular and 
liner features, possibly post holes and beam slots, were 
uncovered which from the dating evidence were also 
from the Iron Age and Romano-British period (Figures 
26 to 28). 

Figure 27: The 'Big Dig' lest pit at Spring Close, 
BO~'orlh 
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The preliminary interpretation of a recent earthwork 
survey undertaken by Cambridgeshire County Counc il 
Archaeology Field Unit as part of the Local Heritage 
Initiative funded community archaeology project has 
suggested that the major depressions and mounds in 
the northern corner of Spring Close are the result of 
clunch quarrying. Th is is supported by recent fi nds of 
small pieces of clunch in the spoi l of adjacent rabbit 
holes and found in the disturbed top soil adjacent to the 
proposed quarry. 

In addition to the earthwork survey one hectare of the 
fie ld has been the subject ofa geophysical survey using 
both Resistivity and Magnetometry Figures 27 and 28. 
The initial results indicate considerable archaeological 
activity within Spring Close with both survey techniques 
showing complimentary results (Figures 28 and 29). A 
four wee k archaeological excavat ion based on the 
geophysical results will take place from mid June 
2004 to try and ascertain further information on the 
development of th is part of Boxworth. 
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Figure 28: Resistivity survey on Spring Close. Boxworrh 
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Figure 29: Gradiometry survey on Spring Close, Boxworlh 
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Sampling a Medieval Village in a Day: 
The 'Big Dig' Investigation at Great Easton, 

Leicestershire 
by Nick Cooper and Vicki Priest, University of Leicester Archaeological Services 

On Sunday June 22nd 2003, the inhabitants of Great 
EaSlon in the Wclland Valley in southeast Leicestershire, 
together with professional archaeologists from the 
University of Leicester and Channel 4's Time Team, 
undertook a one-day field work investigation to try 
and establish the origins of their village and chart 
its subsequent dev("]opment. In conjunction with 
geophysical survey, a total of 42 (metre-square) lest 
pits and two larger (machine-excavated) trenches were 
opened up across the village, and dug to a maximum 
depth of 0.6 m or .until archaeo logy or natural was 
encountered, whichever occurred first. 

Although most of the archaeological features recorded 
were modern, with the notable exceptions of a late 
Roman or Early Anglo-Saxon cobbled surface from 
Test Pit 3 and medieval plot boundaries in Trench 40, 
the artefactual material from the investigation has added 
considerably to the ex isting body of knowledge gathered 
by the local fieldwork group over the last 20 years, and 
allows us to trace th is focus of settlement back to the 
Roman period or later Iron Age. 

Analysis of the pottery assemblage and its distribution 
has confirmed and complemented the findings of earlier 
work, which suggested the existence of a Roman period 
settlement (probably with an Iron Age antecedent), in the 
north-eastern part of the village, on higher ground around 
the church and immediately 10 the north in Lount's 
Crescent. The presence of an Iron Age settlement is 
based on previous findings of two sherds of scored ware 
and two of shell-tempered pottery of this date from the 
area of the cemetery behind Lount's Crescent. Added to 
this was the recent discovery of a beehive quem from 
the garden of 6, Church Bank as well as a single sherd 
of scored ware from the Brook on the southern edge of 
the vi llage. 

The greatest concentration of Roman period pottery 
from previous work had been from the churchyard and 
from Lount's Crescent, totalling 40 sherds including a 
second century samian ware bowl, although two other 
concentrations are worth noting. The fi rst of these was 
a group of twenty-one sherds from a plot on the corner 
of Broadgale and the High Street at the north end of 
the village about 100 m west of Lount's Crescent. The 
second comprises thirteen sherds, which were recovered 
from beside the Brook on the southern edge of the 
village, close to where Banbury Lane runs down to it, 
in the same location as the Iron Age sherd mentioned 
above. The finds by the Brook might suggest eros ion 
of middening activity rather than actual buildings in 
this low lying location, but significantly the scatter also 
contained an early Anglo-Saxon sherd, six Saxo-Norman 
and twenty medieval sherds. 
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Roman pottery was recorded from Church Bank, Cross 
Bank and in the north west of the village on Broadgate, 
as well as the Backfield. Pottery of this date had not 
previously been recovered from Church Bank or the 
Village Field. These isolated findings could represent 
the results of the manuring of infield plots surrounding 
the settlement. 

The early Anglo-Saxon pottery from Test Pit3 in Lount's 
Crescent, whilst consistent with earlier finds from that 
garden and the adjacent churchyard, needs to be put in 
the wider context of earlier, field-wa lked finds from 
the modern cemetery and fields . immediately to the 
northeast of this site, and fields to the north of the village 
(see Liddle 1994, fig.9.2). 

The association of very late Roman pottery with early 
Anglo-Saxon pottery in the same contexts in Test Pit 3 is 
suggestive of continuity of the Roman period settlement 
into the Early Anglo-Saxon period (c. AD 450-650). The 
good condition of the four Saxon sherds suggested that 
the surface being exposed was a feature oflhat date and 
that the abraded Roman material was residual. 

The subsequent development of the early Anglo-Saxon 
settlement, and its exact relationship with the eleventh 
century sett lement documented in Domesday, is difficult 
to trace. This is because we cannot identify pottery which 
is diagnostically from the period c.650-850 (the Middle 
Anglo-Saxon), and hence we cannot identify sites ofthis 
period. It may be that the region simply does not use 
pottery during this period (becomes aceramic), or that 
the pottery fab rics continue unchanged from the Early 
Anglo-Saxon period . The situation becomes clearer 
in the Late Anglo-Saxon period with the beginning 
of production at nearby Stamford, Lincs. However, 
analysis of the present assemblage by Deborah Sawday 
only identified one example of the earliest products of 
the industry, which came from Pit 28 at 5, Cross Bank 
(dated 10th-12th century). It would appear then, that 
the majority of the material belongs to the very late 
Anglo-Saxon and Norman period c. AD 1050 to 1200, 
and that there is therefore a potential gap of up to 400 
years in the village's early development that we cannot 
fill archaeologically, although documentary evidence 
suggests that the origin of the church is much earlier than 
the Nonnan and 13th century fabric suggests. 

The Saxo-Norman pottery assemblage from the test 
pits is nevertheless impressive. Previously, about forty 
Saxo-Nonnan sherds (predominantly Stamford Ware) 
had been identified from various parts ofthe village, but 
particularly to the rear of properties along the southern 
side of Cross Bank, including the Sun Inn (12 sherds), 
and along the west side of Brook Lane (10 sherds), but 
nonc along the line of High Street itself. The previously 



Figure 30: Loco/ion of 'Big Dig ' test pits in Grea/ £aston, Leicestershire 
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Figure 31: Distribution 0/ ceramic finds by period f rom 'Big Dig' and previous investigations in Great Easton, 
Leicestershire 
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known distribution of medieval sherds intensified the 
impression that most activity lay at the south end of the 
village and beside the Brook, with a further concentrati on 
continuing up around the church. However, finds from 
the lest pitting programme have demonstrated that 
Saxo-Norman and medieval activity was widespread 
throughout the village and, importantly, was indicated 
in the rear of properties along the line of High Street, 
Church Bank, Cross Bank and Broadgate. 

Thcre was a significant concentration of Saxo-Norman 
pottery from the Village Field . Most of this derived 
from the long machine Irench (Trench 40), mainly from 
contexts (3) and (4), identifi ed as possible boundary 
features or early fu rrows, and so is a reflection of volume 
of deposit removed rather than actual concentration. The 
crucial point is that rubbish was accumulating in plot 
boundaries in the eleventh century, and that land division 
within the vi llage was already well established by at least 
this time. How much earlier it was actually establi shed is 
a moot point. Detailed survey in the adjacent parishes (the 
MedbourneArea Survey, Liddle 1996,5) has established 
a pattern where Stamford ware is not present on any of 
the sites which we recognise as Early Anglo-Saxon, 
unl ess they subsequently become medieval villages. This 
would indicate that a reorganisation of the landscape 
lakes place during the Middle Anglo-Saxon period 
(the eighth and ninth centuries), which leaves many 
of those sites abandoned whil st the remainder become 
the nucleated vi llages around which field systems are 
developed. The distinct lack of settlements that we can 
recognise as Middle Anglo-Saxon is probably due to the 
fac t that they lie underneath the present day villages. 

During the post-Conquest period and the following three 
eenturies, pottery supply appears to continue to come 
largely from the south and east, particularly from the 
Stanion-Lyveden production area in Northamptonshire, 
rather than from contemporary Leicestershire producers 
such as Potters Marston to the west. 

The distribution of medieval pottery is less concentrated 
in the Village Field area and is more evenly distributed 
through the entire village. One possibility is that the 
Village Field may have gone over to permanent pasture, 
or that changes in rubbish disposal patterns saw greater 
organ isation of the manuring of the surrounding open 
fi elds, alongside limited disposal in rear garden plots. 
One notable gap in the distribution of medieval material 
is the area on {he north side of Cross Bank in the southern 
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centre of the vi llage which confirmed suspicions of 
earlier work and may suggest that th is area was within 
a larger, open centre (green) of the village which was 
reduced in size later on . 

The general medieval distribution pattern is echoed 
in the occurrence of disti nctive later medieval fabrics 
such as Midland Purple and Cistercian ware dating to 
the fifteenth and sixteenth century, none of which was 
retrieved from the Village Field. It is interesting to note 
that these wares are being supplied from areas to the 
north and west at some greater distance than in previous 
cen turies (e.g. Ticknall on the Leicestershire/Derbyshire 
border). 

During the post-medieval and modem periods rubbish 
disposal, which given the huge rise in consumption, 
must have become a problem, began to be organised 
more centrally with the establishment of speci fi c rubbish 
tips by the Victorian period as discovered to the rear of 
Church Bank. 

The Big Di g is a unique example of a one-day 
investigation of a medieval village on thi s scale and 
might be usefully compared to longer term pieces 
of fieldwork employing the same methods as at the 
Whiulewood Area of Northamptonsh ire (Jones, 2003). 
The survey throws up more questions than it answers, 
and it would clearly be advantageous to continue work 
in the village, particularly in areas around the church, 
as well as the northwestern part of the village which 
was not comprehensively sampled, but has produced 
material in the past. The study does show the potential 
for application ofthis technique in other villages and acts 
as a model for the involvement of the public in di scovery 
of their own heritage to go alongside the longer term 
benefits of 'community archaeology' programmes such 
as that already running in Leicestershire for the last 25 
years (Bowman and Liddle in press). 
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Discovery and Excavation in 2003 
ENG L.AND 

BUC KING HAMSHI RE 

Akeley, The Roses, C hapel La ne SP 7086 3777. 

A trial trench evaluation was carried out by R. J. Ivens as 
a condition of planning permission. 

The trial trench evidence suggests that the eastern part 
of the application site fonned part of the adjacent field, 
which may be of medieval origin, and that only slight 
and poorly preserved remains survive, cons isting of 
possible medieval ditches and post-medieval ditches and 
trackway. 

There is clear evidence from the more westerly trenches 
(5 and 6) that the western part oflhe site was divided into 
plots in the thirteenth or fourteenth century, in fact there 
appear to be two phases of such divisions. No structures of 
this period were identified and it is likely that their remains 
lay beneath the extant buildings bordering Main Street. 
The medieval and post-medieval strata revealed suggest 
that the application site has been used fo r agriculture or at 
least gardening from the eleventh century to the present. 

Evidence was further revealed suggesting that a substantial 
boundary ditch existed in the eleventh or twelfth century, 
possibly fonning the rear of tenement plots running off 
Main Street or the boundary to an open fie ld, or more 
probably serving both purposes. 

It is also apparent from the excavation of Trenches 5 and 
6 that the present topography is very different to that of 
the Middle Ages, with a substantial raising of the ground 
level having taken place, possibly a deliberate measure 
to reclaim what must have been a low and rather wel part 
of the villa&.e. 

R. 1. Ivens 

Lavendon, Abbey Fa rm Lodge Lavendon Grange SP 
9026053340 (NM No 19064). 

A watching brief was carried out by R. 1. Ivens during 
ground works fo r a new orangery. The site had been 
considerably disturbed by garden works, construction 
and drainage works associated with the existing house, 
and by earlier, 19-20th century, drainage schemes. No 
pre-modem deposits or artefacts were observed. 

R. J. Ivens 

Olney, 106 High Street, SP 8897 5179. 

A trial trench evaluation was carried out by R. J. Ivens as 
a condition of planning pennission. 

Substantial remainsof a post-medieval building, possibly a 
stable block, were revealed. A large stone-built but robbed 
drain was d iscovered, probably of post-medieval date, but 
possibly earlier. A scatter of medieval pottery indicates 
medieval use of the area but the only probable medieval 
feature was a possible cess pi t. A single sherd of Roman 
pottery in a stratigrapically early gully may suggest some 
utilisation of the area in the later 2nd century. 

R. 1. Ivens 
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Olncy, Cowpcr Ta nner y (SP 887 510) 

Following evaluation by Northamptonshire Archaeology. 
an archaeological recording action at the fonne r Cowper 
Tannery was commissioned by Bloor Homes Midlands in 
advance of a housing development. Prehistoric evidence 
comprised a small Neolithic flint assemblage and two 
middle/later Iron Age postholes. A small assemblage of 
Roman coinage, pottery, glass and roof tile may indicate 
the presence ofa building near the site. 

A single early-middle Saxon foundation slot and a cluster 
of late Saxon features were present, but the site was 
principally deve loped from the 11th century with a 
timber bui lding and yard within an enclosure, either 
for agricultural purposes or for cloth finishing. In the 
12th century the site was divided into quarter and half
acre sized plots alongside a droveway. Features within 
them comprised an iron smelting furnace together with 
evidence of smithing, a weil , rubbish, cess and quarry 
pits. Further enclosures re-defined existing boundaries 
during the 13 th century. one of which survived into the 
post-medieval period as a limestone wall. Within the 
enclosures were large quarry pits. A series of hearths may 
indicate a fonner structure. 

In the later medieval period the site was virtually deserted 
with only a 14th-century malting oven close to the Lime 
Street frontage. From the 16th through to the 19th century 
the site was divided into the three current land plots, which 
cOn!ained rubbish pits, postholes, we lls and cobbled 
surfaces. 

Alex Thome 

CAMBRIDG ES HIRE 

Fulbourn , C ambridges hire, Park Fi eld Training 
Excavation (TF 526 560) 

Training excavation at this cropmark site sought evidence 
fo r a possible medieval moat and associated building. The 
project was funded by South Cambridgeshire District 
Council, Cambridgeshire County Counc il, CBA Mid 
Anglia Group, Huntsman, LOC and D PeOM, as well as 
the private individuals who participated in the excavation. 
The site may equate with Col vi lies' Manor, one of more 
than fi ve manors recorded in the parish of Fulboum. 
Each of these manors was eventually acquired by the 
Townley family, 10 become part of Fu1bourn Manor 
Estate. Although there is no clear evidence fo r the location 
ofCo1villes' Manor, it was referred to as standing within a 
moat together with a manorial chapel by 1200 (referred to 
as the 'free chapel ofSt Edmund'). Its manorial fannstead 
was still kept in repai r in the 1460s and apparently 
remained in use in 1515. 

Excavation tested the theory that the rectangular building 
identified from cropmarks could be the documented 
manorial chape l. The building proved to have been 
constructed on a platfonn above nalUral peat and was 
initially a simple, single roomed structure, floored with 
compacted chalk. An internal pit may have held a post, 
cross, font or pulpit. The building was later extended 
and the insert ion of deeper foundations may imply that 
a second storey was added at this time or that additional 



consolidation was required. Stone foundations at the east 
end of the building may represent the base of an altar. The 
structure was later extended again to almost three times 
its original width. 

Further detai ls about the project can be found on the 
Cambridgeshire County Council Archaeological Field 
Unit web pages at http://edweb.camcnty.gov.uk/afu. 

Aileen Connor, Cambridgeshire County Council Archaeo
logical Field Unit 

Longstanton (TL 3931 6705 and TL 3915 3590) 

A total of 15 archaeological trial trenches were excavated 
within two areas of land in arable fields to the west of 
Longstanton , Cambridgeshire. Twelve trenches were 
excavated within an area of approximately 4.5ha prior to 
the construction of a proposed residential development. 
A further three trenches were excavated in an area of 
approximately 0.6ha, at the southern extent of a proposed 
bypass. The evaluation was undertaken by Binningham 
Archaeology and eonunissioned by Cofton Ltd. 

Archaeological investigations to the south of the site in 
1997 excavated features of Late Saxon and medieval 
dale associated with house plots and occupation, located 
approximately lOOm to the south of the site. The route of 
a haul road was also included in an aerial photographic 
assessment which indicated the presence of ridge and 
furrow. Further geophysical survey and evaluation 
recorded l.ron Age activity at the southern extent of the 
haul road, close to Hattons Road, and medieval sett lement 
activity, including rubbish pits dating from the 13 th to 
15th centuries AD, at the northern extent of the haul road, 
close to Over Road. 

The results indicated the remains of medieval settlement 
to the east of the development area, close to the heart of 
Longstanton. Saxon and medieval features encountered 
towards the middle of the proposed development area 
mainly comprised field boundaries and possible remains 
of ridge and furrow. Archaeological features relating to 
Late Saxon and early medieval settlement in the fo nn of 
boundary ditches and pits were recorded close to Over 
Road, and it may be that these features relate to the fonner 
medieval settlement at Green End. There was continuous 
occupation represented in some zones up to the first half of 
the 15th century, when the area may have become largely 
depopulated. 

Richard Culller and Mary Duncan , Birmingham 
Archaeology 

DERBYSHIRE 

C hurch Farm, Sawley (SK 4719 3140) 

A watching brief was carried out at Church Fann, Sawley 
in Derbyshire between January and August 2003 by 
Binningham Archaeology on behalf ofW. Westennan Ltd 
in advance of the conversion of a number of existing brick
built fann buildings into residences and the construction 
of four new houses. A previous evaluation had recovered 
evidence of possible Iron Age and Roman activity on, 
or close to, the site, as well as evidence of medieval and 
post-medieval occupation. This lead to the watching 
brief being undertaken during below-ground building 
works subsequent to the evaluation. A number of undated 
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features, induding pits and ditches, were observed and, 
in the southern half of the site, a series of human burials 
were uncovered. The burials may have a date range from 
the Roman through to the medieval period. Three ditches 
and a pit of possible medieval date were also found in 
this half of the site. A sandstone building of possible 12th 
century date was also identified after post-medieval render 
had been removed from its walls. 

Laurence lones, Binningham Archaeology 

ESSEX 

Boreham, Bulls Lodge Quarry (TL 7411 1149) 

A watching brief was undertaken by R. Clarke of the 
Field Archaeology Unit of Essex County Council (ECC 
FAU), ior HansonAggregates, on the latest area of topsoil 
stripping on this fonner airfield site. Previous work here 
included the excavation of a medieval windmill (Clarke 
2003). Medieval features were only encountered in the 
second phase of the watching brief, a NW.- SE. orientated 
ditch containing early-mid 13th century pottery was 
planned by GPS . Several small features (gullieS/slots/ 
postholes) were located to the north and south of the ditch; 
those to the south contained very dark fills, from which 
sherds of medieval pottery of similar date to that from the 
ditch were retrieved. 

Clarke, R. 2003 A medieval moated settlemcnt and windmill: 
excavations at Boreham Airfield, Essex 1996, £. Angfian ArchaeQI. 
Dec. Pap. 11 

R. Clarke, Essex County Council 

Clacton-on-Sea, Bishop's Park College, Jaywick Lane 
(TM1539 1507) 

An excavation carried out by A. Letch of EeC FAU, for 
ECC Learning Services, on the site of a new secondary 
school uncovered mu lti-period activity covering the 
prehistoric to medieval periods. Almost 29kg of Saxon 
pottery. together with loom weights, a knife blade and 
other domestic rubbish, was recovered from deposi ts 
dumped into the top ofa Romano-British droveway ditch. 
At least 40 vessels have been identified in the assemblage, 
including cooking vesse ls and tablewares, dating to 
the 7th - 8th century. Later medieval activity was also 
recorded, including a ditched trackway. 

A. Letch, Essex County Council 

Frating, Manheim Auctions, Colchester Road (TM 
09802400) 

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken by M. 
Peachey of ECC FAU. for Manheim Auctions, ahead 
of the construction of a new car storage area. Nineteen 
trenches were excavated; the only medieval features 
uncovered were a pit and ditch of medieval date, both 
produced single sherds of pottery. A number of undated 
ditches and gulli es were also excavated, these were 
concentrated in the western part of the site. 

M. Peachy, Essex COUnl)' Council 

GLOUCESTERSH.IRE 

Lower Harford (S PI 31224) 

A measured earthwork survey was undertaken of the 
deserted medieval village at Lower Harford in the parish 
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of Naunton, Gloucestershire between June and August 
2003 as part of a private research study. References in 
Saxon Charters to sites at Lower Harford date from AD 
743 (Grundy, G.B. Saxon Charters of Gloucestershire, 
1935; (El rington, C. A Viclorian County History of 
GlollcesterVol VI, 1965). 

Located on the river Windrush, there is substantial 
evidence of ten building platforms, routeways, a water 
management system and fie ld systems terraced into 
the hillside. The settlement site is relatively small in 
comparison to other local DMVs such as those at Hawling 
and Upton. 

The building platfomls would appear to be both domestic 
and agricultural in use and lie along two main routeways. 
The size and shape of the buildings suggest that there 
are only a couple of domestic dwellings and the rest are 
the rcmains of agricultural buildings. Immediately to the 
north of the settlement site are a series of fields cut into 
the hillside creating three distinct terraces. Many of the 
features still show evidence of stone footi ngs surviving 
beneath the surface of the ground. 

Further to the north of the sett lement, nearest to the 
present farmstead, lies a series of shallow ditches which 
have in the past been interpreted as water meadows. Aerial 
photograph analysis suggests an alternative possibility: 
that of a disused mill leat, although this has yet to be 
confirmed. These features are interpreted as later than the 
settlement due to the relationship of the earthworks. 

Figllre 33: Lower Harford. Glollceslershire 
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It is hoped that a full report on the survey will be published 
in 2004/5. 

M Hyde 

HUMUERSIDE - NORTH LINCOL.NSHIRE 

Kirton-in-L.indsey, Spa Hill (SK 93619903) 

An evaluation, supervised by J. Albone of Archaeological 
Project Services, was carried out for Trulove Property and 
Construction Ltd, in an area where previous geophysical 
survey had revealed an enclosure, though to be Iron Age 
on morphological grounds. In addition to prehistoric and 
Roman remains a small amount of Early Saxon pottery 
was recovered. 

James Albone 

L.EI CESTERSHIRE 

Barkston e-Ie-Vale, The Old Lane (S K 7805 347 1) 

Groundworks for a dwell ing in the historic core of 
Barkstone-le-Vale were monitored on behal f ofMr Livesley 
by stafT of Archaeological Project Services. However, no 
archaeological remains were revealed, though artefacts of 
18th-19th century date were recovered. 

James Snee 

Cossington L.ane, Rothley (SK 5912128 1) 

An archaeological desk-based assessment was carried out 
in advance of development proposals for the erection of 
25 dwellings on land to the east of The Red Lion Public 
House, Cossington Lane, Roth ley, Leicestershire. The 
work was cOlmn issioned by FaircJough Homes and was 
undertaken by Birmingham Archaeology. The assessment 
has highlighted the likelihood of Cos sing ton Lane having 
medieval origins, ifnot earlier, and analysis of early maps 
shows that the study area was transected by a strip fie ld 
system indicative of medieval agricultural practices. The 
undeveloped nature of the study area suggests that features 
and deposits of this date are likely to survive below 
ground. The desk-based assessment further revealed that 
the topography and geology of the study area and its 
surroundings is conducive to settlement of all periods. The 
study area is situated on a flat promontory surrounded by 
the River Soar and the Rothley Brook on the east, west 
and north sides, and possesses an underlying geology of 
sand and gravel. Activity from the Mesolithic, Neolithic, 
BronzeAge, Iron Age, Roman, Anglo-Saxon and medieval 
periods has previously been identified from within a lkm 
radius of the study area. 

Eleanor Ramsey, Birmingham Archaeology 

Great Easton, Stockerston Lane (SP 8466 9331) 

Development on the northern edge of the historic core of 
Great Easton, and near to a Saxon SClllemcntlindustrial 
area, was monitored by F. Walker of Archaeological 
Project Services fo r Mendwest Traditional Homes Ltd. 
No archaeological remains were revealed, though the 
investigation retrieved limited amounts of medieval and 
post-medieval pottery that probably constituted manuring 
scatter, suggesting the area was agricultural land in these 
periods. 

Steve Thomson 



Mountsorrel, Kingfisher Road (SK 58501490) 

On behalf of MDA Group Ltd, R. Hall of Archaeological 
Project Services supervised an evaluation on land east 
of the castle at Mountsorrel. A previous desk-based 
assessment indicated the potential for prehistoric to post
medieval remains at the site and identified a rectangular 
cropmark in the area. Geophysical Survey of the site by 
Engineering Archaeological Services recorded magnetic 
anomalies of possible pits and ditches. However, the 
trial trenching revealed few remains. A pit and a pair of 
furrows, all post-medieval, were revealed, together with a 
recent posthole that contained modem brick. An undated 
ditch and a possibly natural gully were also recorded. A 
small quantity of post-medieval artefacts, together with 
a medieval pottery sherd and a prehistoric flin t, were 
recovered from the site. The furrows and limited amount 
of medieval and post-medieval artefacts suggest the area 
was long-established agricultural land. 

Rachael Hall 

Sileby, Former Fountain Inn, Brook Street (SK 6035 
1510) 

Deve lopment in the historic heart of Sileby was the 
subject of a watching brief, undertaken on behalf of 
Fountain Developments (Si le by) Ltd by F. Walker of 
Archaeological Project Services. Post-medieval walls and 
surfaces of brick were recorded, together with a brick
lined well or cistern. this latter fearure probably associated 
with the fonner inn at the site. However, no earlier remains 
were revealed and no artefacts recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Stockerston, Uppingham Road (SP 837 975) 

Staff of Archaeological Project Services carried out a 
watching brief for Mr P. Bromwich, during development 
close to earthworks of the shrunken medieval village. 
A fonner land surface, buried beneath dumped deposits 
derived from the creation of an adjacent pond, were 
revealed. These were undated but thought to be recent. No 
earlier remains. or artefacts, were identified. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

The Paddock, BUTton Hall, Hall Drive, Burton on the 
Wolds (SK 5908 2097) 

A watching brief was carried out during the excavation of 
foundat ion trenches for four housing plots at the Paddock 
site to the west of Burton Hall, Hall Drive, Burton on the 
Wolds, Leicestershire. The work was commissioned by 
Simon Woodward, on behalf of Living byd'zign Limited, 
and was undertaken by Binningham Archaeology. Prior to 
this a desk-based assessment had identified the potential 
for medieval and post-medieval remains within the site 
boundaries. This was due mainly to the proximity of 
Burton Manor (dated 1790), to the west of the site and 
the location of the site in the centre of medieval Burton 
on the Wolds. 

Although small amounts of animal bone and medieval 
pottery sherds were found within the topsoil, the machine 
excavation of the trenches revealed no archaeological 
deposits. The absence of archaeological remains may 
be explained by the depth of topsoil, which measures up 
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to 0.85m deep and hence is indicative of the site having 
had an agricultural use that may extend back as far as the 
medieval period. 

LlNCOLNSHIRE 

Ancaster, Wilsford Lane (SK 984 438) 

Watching briefs, carried out by stafT of Archaeological 
Project Services for Idrang Ltd, just north of the Roman 
town and medieval village of Ancaster, revealed medieval 
and post-medieval dumped deposits and a possible floor 
layer. Fragments of Romano-British, medieval and later 
pottery and tile were recovered. 

James Snee 

Bicker, MoTley Lane (TF 2265 3750) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by B. 
Martin of Archaeological Project Services on behalf of 
Mr C. Hawes, as the site lay in an area of known Romano
British and medieval activity. Probable Romano British 
alluvial silts, silt layers of probable salt production origin, 
dumped deposits possibly related to a medieval seabank 
and 15th-18th century refuse pits related to occupation 
were identified. 9th-18th cenrury pottery, ceramic building 
material, animal bone and an iron artefact were retrieved 
from the site. 

Steve Thomson 

Braceborough, Church Lane (TF 0811 1324) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by F. 
Walker from Archaeological Project Services on behalf of 
Mr R Geddes during the construclion of a new dwelling 
in the core of the medieval village, close to the church of 
St Margaret. Two medieval or post-medieval ditches that 
were possibly contemporary and interconnected were 
encountered, and a recent limestone well was identified. A 
single fragment of 9th to 12th century Stamford ware and a 
small quantity of 18th century pottery were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Burgh-le-Marsh, The Paddock (TF 500 648) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by 
staff of Archaeological Project Services, on behalf of 
Mr G. Hutson, in an area where remains dating from 
the prehistoric to the post-medieval period have been 
identified. A track, which was in use until recently, was 
identified and 12th-1 3th cenrury and a post-medieval strap 
loop were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Burgh-le-Marsh, West End (TF 4971 6511) 

Development in an area of archaeological remains 
dating from prehistory to the post-medieval period was 
subject of a watching brief, undertaken by B. Martin 
of Archaeological Proj ect Services. No archaeological 
features were identified but medieval and post-medieval 
pottery was retrieved, together with a prehistoric Rint. 

Paul Cope- Faulkner 

Corby Glen, Maltings Lane (SK 9988 2504) 

A watching brief was carried out by F. Walker of 
Archaeological Project Services, on behalf of Love 



Construction, during residential development in close 
proximity to the medieval village core. No archaeological 
features were identified and only post-medieval artefacts 
were recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Cowbil, Curlcw Drivc (TF 2654 1770) 

On behalf of Allison Home s Ltd, S. Malone of 
Archaeological Project Services supervised an evaluation 
in an area of Roman and medieval remains. Post-medieval 
ditches were identified and pottery dating to the Roman, 
medieval and post-medieval periods was recovercd. 

Steve Malone 

Cowbit, St. Mary's Primary School (TF 2602 1800) 

Although in the vi llage centre adjacent to the medieval 
parish church, a watching brief, undertaken by staff of 
Archaeological Project Services for D. B. Lawrence and 
Associates, did not reveal any archaeological remains, 
though post-medieval artefacts were recovered. 

Steve Thomson 

Folkingham, Slca ford Road (TF 0728 3378) 

A watching brief was undertaken by staff from 
Archaeological Project Services on behalf ofMr J. Kime 
during ground works associated with the construction 
of a swimming pool. The site lies close to the medieval 
core of the village. An undated, though probably early, 
pi' was identified, and animal bone and unstratified 
pottery of 11 th-12th century and post-medieval date was 
recovered. 

Steve Thomson 

Fulbcck Hcath, Hurlingham Business Park (S K 9835 
5010) 

On behalf of Molsom and Partners, R. Hall of 
Archaeological Project Services supervised an evaluation 
in the vicinity of a medieval grange of Sempringham 
Priory. Cropmarks of sub-rectangular enclosures that 
may relate to the grange have previously been identified. 
Geophysical Survey by Geophysical Surveys of Bradford 
revealed rectilinear enclosures and pit type featu res and 
these were examined by trial trenching. Remains of a 
stone medieval building were revealed and numerous 
horseshoe nails recovered from its vicinity, suggesting the 
building may have been a stable, or associated with one. 
A probable quarry pit of medieval date was also revealed, 
and other quarries, ditches and gullies were identified but 
were undated. Roman and prehistoric remains were also 
identified. 

Rachael Hall 

Greatford, Main Street (TF 0891 1192) 

On behalf of Becket Homes a watching brief was 
undertaken in the core of the medieval village by F. 
Walker of Archaeological Project Services. Several large 
gravel extraction pits were identified. They are undated 
but are typical of medieval and post-medieval examples. 
Medieval and post-medieval pottery was recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 
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Haconby, West Road (TF 1031 2535) 

Development close to the medieval village core was 
monitored by staff from Archaeological Project Services. 
Dumped layers associated with nearby buildings and a 
post-medieval wall, possibly a boundary with the adjacent 
property, were identified but no artefacts were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Helpringham, Orchard Close (TF 13804055) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by 
staff from Archaeological Project Services on behalf 
of the Robert Doughty Consultancy for Allison Homes 
as the site lies on the fringe of the historic village core. 
The remains of ridge and furrow agriculture, a series of 
medieval and early post-medieval ditches, post-medieval 
clearance cuts, a gravel quarry and a post-medieval pond 
were identified. Pottery dating to the later medieval and 
post-medieval period and animal bone was recovered, 
together with a sherd of 8th-9th century Saxon pottery. 

Steve Thomson 

Hough·on.the-H ill, Brandon, Hall Lane (SK 9027 
4827) 

An archaeological watching brief was carried out by 
staff from Archaeological Project Services on behalf of 
Mr M. Amold as the site lies in a medieval hamlet and 
close to extensive Romano-British remains. Evidence for 
medieval ridge and furrow was revealed but no artefacts 
were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Huttoft, Church Road (TF 511 764) 

Construction of a road near to known Late Saxon remains 
and near the historic core of Huttoft was the subject of a 
watching brief, carried out by F. Walker of Archaeological 
Project Services for Whitegate Homes. Ditches and pits, 
undated but possibly medieval were revealed, together 
with modem ditches and a posthole. A colluvial subsoil 
deposit contained medieval pottery. Other pottery, of Early 
Saxon and medicval date, was recovered as redepositcd 
artefacts but were large, fresh pieces that are unlikely to 
moved far from their original place of deposition. 

Tobin Rayner 

)(jrton.in-Holland, Boston Road (TF 3059 3883) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by staff 
of Archaeological Project Services on behalf of Status 
Design as the site is within the historic core of Kirton 
and close to the parish church of SS. Peter and Pau\. An 
undated ditch and a modem dyke cut were identified 
alongside alluvial deposits. A single sherd of 15th - 16th 
century pottery was recovered. 

Steve Thomson 

)(jrton·in.Holland, Station Road (TF 3092 3851) 

A scheme of archaeological investigation was supervised 
by R. Hall of Archaeological Project Services on behalf 
of Chestnut Homes as earlier evaluation of the site had 
revealed a number of features of Late Saxon date (see 
MSRG 17 (2002), 52). Several posthole alignments, a 
large curvilinear ditch, other ditches and large rectangular 



pits, all dating to between the late 9th and mid 10th 
centu ry were identIfied. Late Saxon pOllery, a large 
amount of an imal bone, including a worked example, 
were recovered. 

Rachael Hall 

Kirton-in-Holland, Willington Road , (TF 3042 3880) 

An archaeological evaluation, supervised by P. Cope
Faulkner of Archaeological Project Services, was 
undertaken on behalf of KMB Lld as medieval remains 
are known to exist in the vicinity. An early post-medieval 
pond, refuse pits and a brick drain were identified. Later 
post-medieval pits and stakeholes were also recorded. 
Environmental remains indicated an agricultural function 
during the post-medieval period. Medieval and post
medieval potlery and other artifacts were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Little Hale, C hapel Lane (TF 146416) 

An evaluation in an atea of apparent medieval settlement 
earthworks in the historic centre of the village was 
supervised by F. WalkerofArchaeological Project Services 
for Mr P. Ireland. Saxon and later remains have also been 
found in the proximity previously. Sma\! amounts of 
Romano- British pottery and tile and Early Saxon ceramics 
were recovered, suggesting occupation of these periods 
nearby. Perhaps significantly, the materials from the two 
separate periods were mutually exclusive in distribution, 
the Roman artefacts found in the north and eastern parts of 
the site and the Early Saxon retrieved from the southwest. 
Saxo-Norman remains and artefacts were much more 
extensive, but concentrated in the southwestern part of 
the site. Ditches, probably defining croft or paddock 
boundaries were identified, together with several pits, one 
containing domestic refuse. The site appears to have been 
virtually abandoned in the later medieval period, the 12th-
15th centuries, but was reoccupied in the 16th century. 
Ditches and pits of post-medieval date were identified 
throughout the area and large quantities of 16th-18th 
century artefacts, probably representing domestic refuse 
dumping, were retrieved. No actual habitation remains 
were exposed however. Occupation of the site seems to 
have terminated in the 18th or 19th century and the land 
reverted 10 agricul tural use. 

Fiona Walker 

LOllg Sutton, The Chase (TF 432 228) 

Construction of an eXlensionto an existing store was the 
subject of a watching brief, carried out by F. Walker of 
Archaeological Project Services on behalf ofSherramore 
Lld and Lincoln Co-operative Society Ltd. The site is in 
the historic core of the village, close to the Market Place 
and church. Undated pits were revealed and post-medieval 
remains, including further pits, walls and other features, 
were recorded. Artefacts of 17th century and later date 
were abundant, with some Gennan and Dutch imported 
pottery types. A moderatc quantity of clay pipe was also 
collccted and included a rare 18th century example from 
Gouda (Holland). 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 
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Lutton, Lowgate (TF 435 257) 

R. Hall of Archaeological Project Services monitored 
development in the medieval core of the hamlet. Probable 
rodden deposi ts were revealed but no archaeological 
remains were identified. 

James Snee 

Lutton, Ma rriolt 's Gate (TF 433 255) 

Staff of Archaeological Project Services carried out a 
watching brief during development in the historic core of 
Lutton. Deposits representing the silt levee of a fOnner 
rodden were revealed and a layer of fired clay, perhaps 
evidence of nearby salt making, was observed. Several 
ditches or channels, undated but possibly medieval, were 
identified, together with a post-medieval ditch. Medieval 
and post-medieval pottery was recovered. 

James Snee 

Mablethorpe, Church Lane (TF 4950 8460) 

Watch ing briefs were undertaken by staff atArchaeological 
Project Services during residential development in the 
medieval settlement core. Medieval ditches and pits were 
identified and pottery of the period, commencing in the 
11 th century, was moderately abundant. Post-medieval 
refuse pits were also identified and several bricks of this 
date were recovered and suggest the presence of structures 
of this period. 

Steve Thomson 

Maltby-Ie-Marsh, Main Road (TF 4678 8172) 

A watching brief in an area of medieval occupation and 
field systems, including earthworks, was undertaken by 
J. Snee of Archaeological Project Services. Although 
earthworks of banks, ditches and platforms (the latter 
thought potentially to represent fo rmer house sites) were 
identified during the investigation, no buried archaeological 
remains or artefacts were recorded. Consequently, it seems 
likely that the earthworks are agricultural in function. 

Steve Thomson 

Maltby-Ie-Marsh, Main Road, adj. Post Office (TF 
46748196) 

Development in an area of medieval remains was the 
subject of a watchi ng brief, carried out by S. Thomson 
of Archacological Project Services. A probable boundary 
ditch and a refuse pit, both medieval in date, were revealed. 
These features were sealed by a subsoil that contained 
medieval pottery, this deposit perhaps originating as an 
agricultural layer of the period. 

Steve ThomSOI1 

Market Deeping, Whitely Way (TF 1413 1140) 

On behalf of South Kesteven District Council, staff of 
Archaeological Project Services carried out a watching 
bricf during construction works in an area of prehistoric 
and Roman remains. Several ditches, a pit and posthole 
were revealed and although undated were all sealed by 
a post-medieval agricultural subsoil. Furrows, part of 
the medieval field system, were identificd as was a post
medieval pit. Aprehistoric Rint scraper and a collection of 
early post-medieval pottery fragmen ts were recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 



No rth Cockerington, C hapel Lane (TF 3720 9080) 

Development in the core of the medieval village was 
monitored by F. Walker of Archaeological Project Services. 
However, no archaeological features were identified and 
only post-medieval artefacts were recovered. 

Steve Thomson 

Old Leake C ommonside, Stat ion Road (TF 3960 
5260) 

An archaeological watching brief was carried out by S. 
Thomson of Archaeological Project Services, on behalf 
of Mr & Mrs Willetts during the construction in close 
proxi mity to medieval salt production sites. However, 
archaeological remains were restricted to a recent ditch 
and no artefacts were retrieved. 

Sieve Thomson 

Partney, Lincolnshire, Partney Bypass Schem e (TF 
4077 6835) 

Excavation adjacent to Partney vi ll age, funded by 
Li ncolnshi re County Council with BABTIE acting as 
consultants, revealed the remains of a stone chapel and 
its graveyard consisting of more than forty burials (Plate 
1). The chapel may have fonned part of the medieval 
hospital of St Mary Magdalene which was founded in 
c.1087 and served as a cell of Bardney Abbey until the 
mid 15th century. Less than five hundred such hospitals 
were constructed in Britain and few have yet been 
excavated. The investigations at Partney, potentially 
representing a minor rural hospital, are the first of their 
type in Lincolnshire. 

The majority of the burials were adult males placed 
in shrouds or clothed in their vestments: at least three 
individuals were priests buried with their pewter chalices. 
A number of graves were anthropomorphic in plan at 
the base, with an upper she lf supporting capping planks 
(Plate 2). 

Assessment of the evidence is now underway and it 
is intended that subsequent analysis will include an 
extensive DNA study fonning part of a larger research 
project on population change in relation to the Black 
Death. An interim summary of the results can be found on 
the Cambridgeshi re County Council Archaeological Field 
Uni t web pages at http: //edweb.camcnty.gov.uklafu. 

Rob Atkins and Elizabeth Shepherd Popescu 

Pinchbeck, 76 Milestone Lane (TF 2415 2664) 

B. Martin of Archaeological Project Services monitored 
development in a probable medieval subsidiary hamlet of 
Pinchbeck. No medieval remains were revealed, though 
dumped and refuse deposits of post-medieval and recent 
date were extensive. A single piece of 14th-15th century 
pottery was retrieved, the remainder of the finds are later, 
the majority dating to the 19th century. 

Paul Cope- Faulkner 

Pointon a nd Sempringham, Millthorpe, Millthorpe 
Drove (TF 1145 3090) 

Although no archaeological remains were exposed during 
a watch ing brief, by staff of Archaeological Project 
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Services in the medieval hamlet of Mi llthorpe, medieval 
pottery and prehistoric Rint artefacts were recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Scredington, Main Street (TF 0953 4066) 

Although in the core of the medieval village adjacent to 
two moated enclosures, no archaeological remains were 
revealed during a watching briefby staff of Archaeological 
Project Services. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Spalding-Eye, Road re.alignment (TF 2531 2230) 

A watching brief was undertaken by staff from 
Archaeological Project Services, on behalf of BABTIE, 
during the excavation of a series of geotechnical test pits 
along the proposed route of the A! 073 road realignment. 
The route traverses four major zones offenland landscape. 
A buried soil and two ditches of possible prehistoric date 
were identified close to Eye Green. A small collection of 
ceramic building material, some of late medieval to early 
post-medieval date, was recovered during the works. 

Dale Trimble 

Thorpe St Peter, Station Road (TF 4833 6077) 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken by B. 
Martin of Archaeological Project Services on behalf of 
Graham Coup land Lld as the site lies within the core of 
the shrunken medieval village. A medieval subsoi l that 
was cut by a later ditch and a pet burial was identified. 
Medieval and post medieval pottery and other artefacts 
were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

Toynton All Saints, Hillcrest, Mainroad (TF 3915 
6392) 

An archaeological watchi ng brief was undertaken by 
F. Walker of Archaeological Project Services on behalf 
of Mr C. Wright during groundworks associated with 
a residential development. Two ditches of probable 
medieval date were identified. Locally produced pottery 
of 13th - 15th century date and 17th century earthenware 
were recovered from subsoil deposits. 

Steve Thomson 

Toynton All Saints, Mainroad, Plot 5 (TF 3945 6330) 

J. Albone of Archaeological Proj ect Services carried oUl 
a watching brief on behalf of Mr P. Walsh as medieval 
and post-medieval pottery kilns have been found in the 
vicinity. No archaeological featu res were identified on 
the site. Locally produced 13th-15th century pottery 
was recovered, probably derived from manuring scatter, 
suggesti ng an agricultural func tion fro m the medieval 
period. 

Steve Thomson 

Trusthorpe, SI, Peter' s Church (TF 514 836) 

Excavation of a cable trench was monitored by G. Taylor 
of Archaeological Project Services on behalf of East 
Midlands Electricity Distribution plc as the site lay within 
the churchyard o f the parish church of SI. Peter 's which 
dates in part from the 14th century. A graveyard soi l, 



undated but probably in fonnation since the medieval 
period was revealed. Medieval and post-medieval pottery 
and other artefacts were retrieved. 

Paul Cope-Faulkner 

WeUon-le-Marsh, Bec k Cottage (TF 4760 6875) 

Medieval pottery was recovered but no archaeological 
features were encountered during a watching brief by F. 
Walker of Archaeological Project Services. 

Steve Thomson 

Winthorpe, Church (TF 5597 6584) 

Development in the historic core ofWinthorpe and near to 
saltems of Iron Age date was monitored by C. Moulis of 
Archaeological Project Services. A single pit of uncertain 
function was identified and although this was undated it 
was sealed by a subsoil of probable medieval date, from 
which pottery of the period was recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faulkncr . 

Wrangle, Plot I, Church End (TF 423 508) 

S. Thomson of Archaeological Project Services carried 
out a watching brief on the west side of Wrangle village 
and near to previous discoveries of medieval remains. A 
large pond-like feature , about 11 m wide and over 15m 
long, was observed. This feature appears to have been 
open from perhaps the medieval period to early modem 
times and contained artefacts dating from the 13th to late 
19th century. 

Steve Thomson 

NORFOLK 

Leziate, Wicken, Holt House Farm (TF 681 181) 

On behalfofWBB Minerals, a programmeoffieldwalking 
and metal detecting, superv ised by M. Dymond of 
Archaeological Project Services, was undertaken in an 
area adjacent to previous discoveries of Romano-British 
iron smelting. A slight scatter of prehistoric and Roman 
artefacts were noted. Post-medieval material was also 
fairly thinly distributed across the area. Medieval artefacts 
were much more abundant but were mostly evenly spread 
across the area. However, one significant concentration of 
medieval material was identified covering an area about 
20m x 7m. In addition to the pottery, animal bone. iron 
smithing slag and a lead spindle whorl were recovered 
from this artefact concentration and the nature of the 
assemblage suggests a small domestic establishment. 

Paul Cope-Faulluler 

Mileham, The Street (TF 9199 1961) 

A programme of trial trench evaluation was supervised by 
V. Melior of Archaeological Project Services for Mr C. 
Greenslade. The investigation site is in the historic core 
of the village, bctween the church and castle. Artefacts of 
Roman and Middle and Late Saxon date have also been 
found nearby. However, al though a few prehistoric flint 
tools were recovered as redeposited artefacts there was 
no evidence fo r Roman, Saxon or medieval activity. Post
medieval and later artefacts were retrieved and several 
linear gullies and a ditch were identified and are thought 
to be all post-medieval agricultural featu res. 

Victoria Melior 

65 

Outwell, Church Terrace (TF 514 037) 

A proposed development si te adjacent 101he 13th century 
church of St Clement and alongside the Well Creek, an 
artificial channel cut before the 13th century, was the 
subject of a trial trench evaluation, sllpervised by R. Hall 
fo r Mr D. Cuckow. An earlier course of the Well Creek 
was identified and this contained Early Saxon pottery 
and a fragment of a bone comb of the same period. 
Environmental examination of the Early Saxon deposit 
identified domestic hearth waste including charred cereals, 
eggshell, fish bone and crustacean fragments. The area 
appears subsequently to have bcen abandoned and not re
occupied until the post-medieval period. However, pottery 
from the site indicated there was vi rtually conti nuollS 
occupation in the vicinity from the Late Saxon periods 
onwards. Extensive dumping occurred on the sile in the 
post-medieval period and pits of the period were also 
identified. Remai ns of a post-medieval brick structure 
were also revealed. 

Rachael Hall 

Tittleshall: Godwick (HER 1104) (TF 903 220) 

The fieldwalking survey by Alan Davison has been 
concluded. Finds of pottery were mOSI numerous on 
lighter land in the north; the heavier land in the south 
being apparently neglected. The deserted village is 
grass-covered but an aura of medieval finds occurred on 
neighbouring arable land and included two EarlylMiddle 
Saxon sherds and three Ipswich Ware sherds, as well as 
some Thetford-type ware. This suggests that Godwick was 
founded earlier rather than later in the Saxon period. 

There is a close correlation between the distribution of 
pottery and land use shown on a map of 1596; on this 
the soulh was woods and pasture, the north was in arable 
strips. 

Bibliography 
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West Lynn, C1enchwarton Road (TF 6074 1960) 

An evaluation by trial trenching was supervised by V. 
Mellor ofArchaeological Project Services for Persimmon 
Homes. The investigation site lies outside the medieval 
seabank in an area of former saltmarsh reclaimed in 
the medieval period and later. Mounds of debris from 
salt-making are located close by, with onc extending 
into the investigation area. The evaluation revealed a 
mound of dumped silts and, cut into them, a rectangular 
pit thought to be a filter bed, a type of feature identified 
in other excavated examples of medieval salt extraction 
sites elsewhere around The Wash. Further dumped silts 
overlay this feature and deposits above these yielded a 
fragment of 13th-15th century pottery, suggesting that 
the salt making is earlier than this. Several gullies located 
nearby were undated but thought to be possibly related to 
the salt production, perhaps functioning as water channels. 
Other than this medieval salt-making evidence, the area 
appears to have been agricultural land since at least the 
post-medieval period. Pits of post-medieval and recent 
date were also recorded. 

Victoria Melior 



NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

Higham Ferrers, College Street (SP 9596 6880) 

Following extensive trial trenching by Northamptonshire 
Archaeology a small excavation was undertaken ahead 
of residential development on land west of College 
Street, Higham Ferrers. A number of shallow ditches 
and pits indicate that the area was occupied through 
the 12th century, and tenement plots had probably been 
established at this lime. By the later 13th century several 
stone buildings had been constructed. The presence of a 
circular oven base and Slone-lined drains suggests that 
these were ancillary buildings perhaps pertaining to a 
domestic residence fronling onto College Street, although 
no evidence for this was located. To the west a ditched 
and later walled boundary, found in the trial trenching, 
appears to divide the frontage from back plots, which 
contained only quarry pits and scattered pits and ditches. 
The buildings appear to have fallen out of use by the end 
of the 15th century when the town is known 10 have been 
in decline. The hisloric map evidence indicates that the 
southern part of the area was still undeveloped al the end 
of 16th century, and remained an orchard until well into 
the 19th century, despite extensive development to the 
immediate north from the 18th century onward. 

Chris Jones 

Yardley Gobion, Northa nls. Tower Bungalow, Moorend 
Road. NGR: SP 75965 44916. 

A watching brief was carried out by R. J. ivens during 
the construction of a new house. The only archaeological 
feature discovered consisted of a late seventeenth-century 
ditch, which can probably be correlated with a field 
boundary mapped in c. I725 and which survived until the 
later twentieth century. The site appears, therefore, 10 lie 
outside of the bounds of the medieval village. 

NORTH UMBERLAND 

Bedlinglon, 34-38 Front Street East (NZ 2626 8172). 

A watching brief by Alan Williams Archaeology, of five 
foundation trenches on land to the rear of the property, 
encountered a later medieval di tch. It appears to run on 
the same alignment as Front Street across much of the 
site, before turning and continuing to the N. Part of a dry
stone wall and a pit were also recorded, but an absence 
of finds from these features makes them hard to date. 
Environmental samples from the ditch fill contained coal, 
cinder and charcoal and suggest domestic fuel waste. 

Bedlington, 72-74 Front Street East (NZ 2619 8181) 

Trial trenching by Headland Archaeology Ltd, on land 
at the rear of the property, encountered archaeological 
remains of medieval and later date. Three trenches were 
opened, each 12.5 m long, and evidence of two shallow 
intersecting gullies of probable medieval date and two 
larger ditches of a later date was found in one of them. 
These features ran parallel to the line of Front Street, 
which is thought to have been the main street of the 
medieval village and may represent drainage ditches 
andlor croft boundaries. Environmental samples from the 
fill of the gullies contained slag, coal and cinders which 
suggests that industrial activity, possibly the smelting of 
iron, was taking place here in the medieval period. 
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Berwick-upon-Tweed, Berwick Railway Station Car 
Park (NT 9947 5342). 

BelWick Railway Station was built on the site ofBelWick 
Castle in the mid 19th century and the station car park 
lies partly within the area that is protected as a Scheduled 
Monument. Old maps of the area appear to show a wall 
linking the NE. tower of the castle, Gunner 's Tower, with 
SI. Mary's Gate on the medieval town wall, across a former 
ravine known as Gillies Brae. Twelve evaluation trenches, 
excavated by Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd on behalf 
of Northumberland County Council, revealed medieval 
and post-medieval remains. Two trenches uncovered 
remains of a sandstone wall, previously located by limited 
trenching and a radar survey, and thought to be the curtain 
wall that once linked the castle to the town walls. The wall 
ran on a SW.-NE. al ignment and was a massive structure, 
about 5.7 m wide. It is thought that where it crosses Gillies 
Brae it may survive buried to a considerable height. 
Borehole evidence suggests that archaeological deposits 
could survive in the ravine to a depth of about 8 m. Other 
medieval remains were fou nd in the NE. corner of the car 
park where four phases of building activity were revealed, 
as well as on Railway Street in an area likely to have 
been at the top edge of Gi llies Brae. Here, a slone wall 
may represent another bui lding which, based on ponery 
in its construction trench, was probably built in the 14th 
or 15th century. Further trenches exposed post-medieval 
remains associated with the construction of the railway 
station in the mid 19th century and made-ground thought 
to be connected with the infilling ofGillies Brae ahead of 
railway construction. 

Holy Island, SI Cuthberl's Square (NU 12684193). 

A trial trench, 2 m by 2 m, excavated by Archaeological 
Services University of Durham, for Thomas Stewart, 
located a medieval cobbled surface and midden deposits. 
These were exposed O.4m below ground level and 
continued beyond the maximum depth of excavation (0.75 
m). The midden deposit contains significant quantities of 
animal and fish bone, macrofossils, shells and pottery. It 
was partially sealed by a layer of cobbles which fonned a 
path that continued beyond the area of excavation. 

Ponteland, Peel House (NZ 16477289). 

Two trial trenches were excavated by Tyne and Wear 
Museums, for Bellway Homes, in the vicinity of the 
medieval Vicar's Pele tower. One trench revealed two 
inter-cutting medieval gullies Ihat probably represent 
medieval agricultural drainage or field boundaries. 

NORT H YORKSH1RE 

Wharram Perey 'and Wharram le Street (SE 8583 
6519) 

As part of the preparatory work for the publication of the 
Wharram Pond and Dam excavations, field investigations 
were carried out during 2002 and 2003 along the course 
of the stream running from the south end of Wharram 
Percy village site to the north end of Wharram le Street 
township. The aim was to determine whether any trace 
remained of the various watennill sites documented in 
the two townships in the Middle Ages. On the basis of 
the Meaux Abbey registers and chronicles and WhaITam 
Percy manorial documents, it was anticipated that there 



might have been as many as five corn mills on this 
stretch of watercourse. The work was undertaken by the 
Wharram Research Project and by English Heritage's 
Archaeologicallnvestigalions team based at York. 

The most extensive remains (at the GR), on the east side 
of the watercourse just below the location of the fanner 
railway station, were identified as the pond of Meaux 
Abbey 's Wharram grange mill, documented duri ng a 
series of disputes in the late 12th and 13th centuries. In 
addition, adjacent stretches of the grange precinct wall 
were located. Just upstream from this site was a length 
of earthwork dam that probably marked mi lls held by 
the Montfort and Percy families, again in the late 12th 
and 13th centuries. Some 500m north of the grange 
mill, a further earthwork dam is tentatively identified 
as marking the Wharram le Street manorial mills; and 
500m to the south of the grange mill may be the remains 
of the Wharram Percy north mill dam. All these, along 
with the excavated Wharram Percy south mill dam, will 
be published in the tenth volume in the Wharram series, 
in early 2005. 

Stuart Wrathmell 

O XFO RDSHI RE 

North Newington, School Lane (SP 422 399) 

Observation of foundation trenches for a new house and 
garage, by C. Coutts and P. Thompson of the Warwickshire 
Museum on behalf of Henry Jervis and Partners in 
February-March 2003, on a site within the medieval 
village, revealed some evidence of medieval activity. 
A rubbish pit with 12th- to 14th-century pottery and 
the remains of a possible stone wall foundation were 
recorded at the front of the site close to School Lane. A 
few 14th/15th-century sherds came from the rear. The 
remainder of the site had been terraced and as a result the 
original slope and possibly other archaeological deposits 
had been truncated. 

R UT LAND 

Belton-in-Rutland, Main Street (SK 8157 0116) 

F. Walker of Archaeological Project Services carried out 
a watching brief, during development close to the historic 
core of the village. A medieval subsoil was identified and 
a pit of 16th-17th century date, perhaps associated with 
agricultural activity, was revealed. Four other pits, all of 
18th century date were recorded. 

Michael Bamforth 

G reat Casterton, SS. Peter and Paul's C hurch (TF 
00 1 088) 

V. Melior of Archaeological Project Services carried oul a 
watching brief, on behalf of Great Caslerton PCC, during 
the dismantling of the west wall of the graveyard. Located 
at the southern end of the Roman town, the church dates 
from the 13th century. Precursors to the ex isting wall 
were revealed, some of them thought to relate to pOSI
medieval fann buildings that previously butted up against 
the graveyard. However, the older walls wcre undated. An 
undated but probably medieval graveyard soil was also 
recorded. No artefacts were recovered. 

Paul Cope-Faullmer 
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Lyddin gton, G retton Road (SP 8763 9667) 

Development in an area of Iron Age and Roman and on 
the southern edge of the medieval core ofLyddington was 
the subject of a watching brief, carried out by F. Walker 
of Archaeological Project SelVices for Priory Homes 
(Rutland) Ltd. However, no archaeological remains 
were revealed and only modem pottery was retrieved. 
Earthworks of ridge and furrow were noted in adjacent 
fields and it is possible the investigation site had an 
agricultural function in the medieval period and later. 

James Albone 

Uppingham, 50 High Street East (SP 8685 9965) 

On behalf of Clive Breakspear, a watching brief was 
carried out by staff of Archaeological Project Services 
during development close to previous discoveries of 
medieval and Roman remains in the historic core of 
Uppingham. Postholes, perhaps part ofa fonner boundary, 
were revealed. These were undated but were sealed by 
subsoil and are probably early. Several post-medieval 
walls and recent pits were dug into the subsoil. Above 
the walls was a demolition deposi t that yielded 18th-19th 
century artefacts. 

Steve Thomson 

STAFFORDSHIRE 

Himley Hall, Rimley (SO 8883 9 156, SMR 09209) 

A watching brief was carried out at Himley Hall, Himley, 
Staffordshire on behalf of Chamock and Slater Limited 
for Dudley MBC during groundworks for the replacement 
of a sewage pumping station, the laying of cabling for 
lighting and the installation of an IT network. The site 
was considered 10 have high archaeological potential due 
to Himley Hall's location on the site of a former medieval 
moated manor house. The Hal l itself is also of historical 
significance, as are the gardens, which were laid out by 
Capability Brown. It was therefore considered likely that 
phases of demolition and buildings associated with the 
hall and phases of landscaping associated with the park, 
might be encountered during the groundworks. 

Trenches excavated in front of the east facing elevation of 
the Hall revealed the ex.istence of three sandstone walls 
and a cobbled surface which may have been associated 
with the original medieval manor house. Two brick 
walls, also located in the trench in front of the east faci ng 
elevation oflhe southern wing of the hall, may have been 
contemporary with the first phase of building of the hall in 
the 18th century. An interconnected system of drains and 
culverts were probably part of the 19th century redesign 
of the hall. Trenches to the south and east of the hall 
revealed evidence of hard landscaping for the layout of 
the surrounding parkland. 

Helen Martin, Binningham Archaeology 

Stafford College, Broadeye (SJ 919 233) 

An archaeological excavation was undertaken for 
Donaldsons on behalf of Stafford College in advance of 
the construction of a gym, on an area fonnerly used as 
hard standing, fron ting onto Broad Street. Five phases of 
activity were recorded. Phase I (late Anglo-Saxonlearly 
medieval) was characterised by a sequence of large 



ditches aligned northeast-southwest, possibly defensive 
in origin. In Phase 2 (later medieval) the large ditches 
were cut by a wide, shallow ditch on a similar alignment. 
This ditch was later back-filled and cut by pits associated 
with nearby buildings. A substantial, rectilinear pit in the 
northeastern corner of the site may also date to the later 
medieval period. During Phase 3 (15th to 18th century) 
activity was characterised by pining, a drainage channel 
and a collapsed brick and tile structure, possibly a kiln. 
In Phase 4 (18th and 19th centuries) buildings were 
constructed along the line of Cheny Street, which was 
once aligned north-south across the middle of the site. A 
horse-burial, located in the southwestern corner of the site 
was sealed by post-medieval layers, however, it produced 
no dating evidence. 

Helen Martin, Binningham Archaeology 

Land Adj acent to 39 Co rnmill La ne, Tutbury (SK 
21382895) 

In January2003 Binningham University FieldArchaeology 
Unit carried out a desk-based assessment of land adjacent 
to 39 Cornmil! Lane, Tutbury, Staffordshire. The work 
was commissioned by Peter Oiffey and Associates 
in advance of a small residential development. The 
assessment suggested that there was a possibility of the 
Study Area having been created from parts of the High 
Street medieval property backplots. TIle Study Area seems 
to have remained undeveloped until the early 19th century 
when buildings were erected on the southeast boundary. 

Malcolm Hislop, Binningham Archaeology 

SU FFO LK 

Benacre, land adjacent to Bcnacre Wood (TM/4984; 
BNC 047). 

An evaluation by Suffolk County Counci l Archaeological 
Service (S.CC.A.S.) on the site of a proposed agricultural 
irrigation reservoir revealed ev idence of medieval 
occupation along the frontage of Wood Lane at the 
northern limit of the site. This was followed by targeted 
excavation ofa small area around the most archaeologically 
productive evaluation trenches. 

The principal findings were medieval in date, with only 
ephemeral evidence oflate prehistoric and Saxon activity. 
The earliest medieval featu res were a series of small field 
and boundary ditches and a single pit. These may have 
been established in the I I th or 12th century and continued 
in use perhaps as late as the 14th century. Sometime in 
the 13th or 14th century a moated site was constructed. 
Although this was on ly partially revealed, three aons of 
its ditch could be examined showi ng that it appeared to 
have been relatively small (the area enclosed appears to 
have been just 240 sq. m) and short-lived, being abandoned 
before the onset of the 15th century. Limited evidence 
of structures and domestic occupation on the moated 
platfonn was recorded. Contemporary in date to the moat 
was a pond immediately adjacent to the western moat 
ditch and two superimposed sub-rectangular enclosures 
some lOOm to the east. 

Rhodri Gardner, S.CC.A.S. 
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Coddenh am, Vicarage Farm (TM 1254; COD 022). 

Metal detecting on this site over a number of years 
has located an unusually rich assemblage of Anglo
Saxon coins and other metalwork. In order 10 better 
understand the assemblage and establish a context for 
it, archaeological fieldwork was commissioned by the 
BBC for the series 'Hidden Treasures'. This fieldwork 
comprised two elements. Firstly, a geophysical survey 
was undertaken by aSB Prospection; secondly, twelve 
evaluati on trenches were opened in locations chosen 
to both sample the whole study area and to investigate 
anomalies identified by the geophysical survey. 

Archaeology in the southern part of the site was restricted 
to a smal l area of post-medieval occupation and occasional 
isolated features, including one pit of probable Iron Age 
date. An extensive spread of charcoal-rich material, sealed 
by subsoil but disturbed by root and agricultural action, 
was identified in the northern part of the site. This was 
rich in animal bone and assumed to be an occupation 
layer, despite the fact that it contained virtually no pottery. 
Features were present beneath this layer but only one small 
pit, probably associated with metal-working, was visible 
with in, or cutting the layer. The most notable structure 
identified during the evaluation was a 'hall ' building of 
post-in-trench construction, measuring I lm x 7m, and 
probably 7th-century in date. Two possible sunkeu
featured buildings were also identified. The associated 
pottery assemblage was sparse but was all handmade, with 
a variety indicative of7th-century settlement. 

Linzi Everett, S.C.CA.S. 

E ri swel1 , Tempor a ry Lod g in g Fac ilit y, R A F 
Lakcnheath, (TL7380; ERL 127). 

Monitoring of the g roundwo rk s revealed c lear 
'mouldboard' plough marks in section. These were a 
si ngle set of marks, cutting into undisturbed Breckland 
heath and sealed by later soi l deposits and may represent 
rare evidence for the expansion of agriculture across the 
Breckland. A sample of the ploughmarks has becn taken 
fo r Optically Stimulated Luminescence (OS L) dating 
and for soil micromorphological analysis which will be 
undertaken if the OSL gives a medieval or earlier date. 

Jo Caruth, S.CCA.S. 

Ipswich, Hand rord Road (TM 1544; lPS 280). 

An excavation was carried out prior to a residential 
development on the fonne r Finni n Works site in an area 
outside the medieval town. The excavati on covered 
approximately a half of the Iha development area. Trial
trenching in 1997 had identified significant archaeological 
deposits of Roman date close to the road frontage , 
particularly towards theN.E. comerofthe site. In addition, 
a single sherd of Early Saxon pottery and a possible sherd 
of Middle Saxon Ipswich Ware were recovered. 

Excavation in 2003 revealed a complex series of ditches, 
the majority of which were of Roman date. As the Early 
Saxon period had on ly been represented by a single sherd 
of handmade pottery in the evaluation, it was a great 
surprise when it became clear that there was a significant 
phase of activity on the si te relating 10 the 6th century. Four 
definite sunken-featured buildings were identified, with 
two other possibles, along with at least three rectangular 



post-hole buildings of the type described as 'halls' on sites 
such as West Stow. Other features positively dated to this 
period included a number of circular pits. Finds included 
ceramics, animal bone, bone objects, spindle whorls, 
iron knives, a glass bead, a wrist clasp and miscellaneous 
ironwork. 

Stuart Boulter, S.C.CA.S. 

Nay la nd with \vi ssin gt on , \Visto n Hall (TL9533; 
NYW007). 

The desilting of the moated complex at the Hall was 
monitored. Little was recorded during the actual desilting 
but medieval pottery and tile was recovered from the 
eroding edge of the moat in one area. A fragment of an 
Anglo-Saxon loomweight was also recovered possibly 
indicating earlier occupation than was previously known 
for this site. 

Mark Sommers, S.C.CA.S. 

Preston St. Mary, Priory Farm (TM9350; PSM 002). 

A small excavation was undertaken with funding provided 
by the Local Heritage Initiative. This followed on from a 
previous investigation in t 998 of a rectangular earthwork 
fonning part of a complex in a meadow. A trench excavated 
across the earthwork revealed a circular structure that was 
the main target of the 2003 excavation. A circular pit, 
4.5m in diameter, with a central post-hole was interpreted 
as the base of a sunken-post mill. A shallow depression 
concentric to the pit was thought to represent a track 
around which the tail-pole would be walked to turn the 
mill into the wind. Shallow post-holes around the edge of 
the central pit were interpreted as the settings fo r revetting 
at the base of the mound. Artefactual evidence, principally 
ceramics, suggested that the mill dated to the late 12th or 
13th century. 

Stuart Boulter, S.C.C.A.S. 

Redgrave, Old Garage, The Street. (TMl0478, RGV 
043). 

An area of 160sq.m was opened up for excavation. Ten 
clay-filled postholes and two hearth-type features were 
recorded suggesting the site of a timber building close 
to the street frontage . Pottery from the site indicated a 
medieval date for the building. Later rubbish pits and 
a boundary ditch were also fou nd. The monitoring of 
the roadway demonstrated that extensive damage had 
occurred to the central part of the site when the petrol 
tanks were installed and no further archaeological deposits 
were recorded in this area. 

David Gill, S.C.C.A.S. 

Thorpe Morieux, Bull Inn (TL9454; TMX 017). 

Monitoring offooting trench excavations at land adjacent 
to the inn produced evidence for a large ditch or pond 
running close to the present road frontage. Pottery evidence 
suggested that this had been gradually filled in fro m the 
medieval period onwards, and a relatively large quantity 
of late medieval pottery in both the upper levels of the 
ditch and a nearby layer may indicate mid to high status 
occupation on the site in the early post-medieval period. 

Sue Anderson, S.c.c.A.S. 
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Walberswick, Lilliput, Lodge Road (TM4874; WLB 
061). 

Monitoring of work here revealed a thick deposit of 'dark 
earth' up to 1.3m in thickness, along the eastern edge 
of the house. Finds from this deposit indicate a 12th to 
15th century or later date. While digging the footings, 
contractors came upon a near-complete vessel (initially 
thought by them to be a human skuIH). Subsequent 
excavation showed that this was one of a cache of four 
vessels dating to the 15 th century. These vessels include 
a Dutch redware cauldron, a jug from S.W. France, a 
German stoneware bottle and a whiteware jug from 
Surrey. To find such near-complete vessels sometimes 
indicates tavern clearances, but the imported nature of 
the fi nds assemblage might suggest a high status origin, 
possibly belonging to a merchant with international 
connections. 

Jezz Meredith, S.C.CAS. 

Willingham St . Mary, land nor th of Sotterley Park 
(TM4585; WSM 005). The evaluation of the area of 
a proposed irrigation reservoi r revealed a number 
of probable pits and ditches, many of which yielded 
medieval pottery, indicating an area of extensive medieval 
occupation. There was also artefactual evidence for an 
early, high-status, brick building. 

Mark Sommers, S.C.CA.S. 

SUSSEX, \VEST 

Madehurst (SU 9810) 

Research for VCH Sussex highlights the potential of 
medieval surnames (sometimes!) to illuminate medieval 
settlement in a parish which has seen no archaeological 
research and has few medieval documental)' sources. 

Madehurst is a thinly populated place of scattered fanns 
and cottages entirely on the Chalk of the South Downs 
west of the river Arun, the land rising to almost 200 m. 
(650 ft) at the north cnd. In the Middle Ages there was a 
relatively small area of open-field arable occupying the 
lower-lying parts, surrounded on three sides bydownland 
commons and woodland. 

The church stands fairly centrally in the parish of765 ha. 
(1 ,891a.) but seems never to have had more than a handful 
of houses around it. During the period 1778- 1810 the 
landed property was consolidated in a single estate with 
a new mansion (Dale Park House) built in an isolated 
position on the Downs. Thereafter there were only three 
fanns and most of the earlier farm names and field names 
were lost. Before the creation of the Dale Park estate, 
however, the land was in divided ownership, and there 
was no manor of Madehurst unti l the late 14th century. 

The name Madehurst (Old English 'assembly place on the 
wooded hill') may have originally applied to the summit 
of the Downs beyond the later parish boundary. The only 
other known Old English place-name is Heberden, at the 
lowest-lying corner of Madehurst: it means Hygeburg's 
denn ('outlying pasture for swine'), and hints at Anglo
Saxon use of the Downs for pasture attached to estates 
elsewhere. Throughout the Middle Ages (and especially 
before the emergence of the manor under the earls of 
Arundel) much of the parish was still attached to other 
manors or in the hands of distant religious houses. 



The best clue to the medieval settlement pattern comes 
from studying the tax assessment lists for the period 
1296- 1334 and a small collection of late 13th- and 
early 14th-century charters preserved at the West Sussex 
Record Office. Together they show that many of the 
establislled peasant families of Madehurst had surnames 
of a type common in Sussex, in which a common noun 
for some feature of the local landscape was prefaced by 
the word atte ('at the'), sometimes rendered 'in the' or 'de 
la', or converted into an adjectival word ending -er. The 
surnames in question were alle Linch or Lyncher (a terrace 
or ledge), in the Lane, de la Berne (a barn), atte Wale (a 
spring, ifidentical with the slightly later local surname ane 
Welle), alfe Done or alte Doune (a down), alle Hale or in 
le Hale (a hollow or nook), atle Dale, and alte Lychgate 
or Lydegater (or several other spellings). 

The last can be located precisely on the ground, since it 
refers to the lychgate of the churchyard (and incidentally 
antedates the earliest recorded usage of' lychgate' in the 
OED by almost two centuries). The ledge, lane, barn, 
spring, down, hollow, and dale from which the others were 
named cannot be identified without further research, and 
in most cases probably not al all. But they must surely 
have been spread out across the landscape, and the men 
who took their surnames from them must surely each have 
lived 'at' that particular feature. 

In other words, the settlement pattern in Madehurst 
parish around 1300 is likely to have been a belt of 
scattered peasant farms, each fairly near the open fields. 
It is significant that none of the farm sites (apart from 
Heberden) had a pre-Conquest name, and that some of 
the farms were (probably) attached to manors located 
elsewhere. This is a landscape of piecemeal colonization 
for pasture, s tabilizing over a period of centuries into one 
of dispersed farms, acquiring parochial status at some 
point in the process but being manorialized only very late 
(and incompletely). 

Madehurst can thus be p laced (more cautiously and with 
subtler nuances than is possible in a short note) in a 
typology of medieval settlement patterns, based purely 
on restricted documentary evidence, but squeezing the 
meanings of local personal names and place-names to 
the utmost. 

C. P. Lewis, Victoria History of Sussex, Institute of 
Historical Research, University of London 

WARWIC KSHIRE 

Eathorpe, Main Street (SP 3910 6901) 

Observation of ground reduction and founda tion trenches 
during construction of a new village hall was carried 
out by P. Thompson of the Warwickshire Museum in 
May 2003. A small pit and post hole contained medieval 
pottery. Several other undated post holes or pits were 
revealed. Three large, undated pits were observed in 
foundation trenches at the north-western end of site. 

P. Thompson, Warwickshire Museum 

G randborou g h, Th e Old Royal George (SP 4913 
6699) 

Observation of foundat ion trenches by 8. Gethin of the 
Warwickshire Museum on a site within the medieval 
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settlement in September 2003 on behalfofCatesby Homes 
Lld revealed a pit containing a single 13 th-century sherd, 
a sherd of 13th/14th-century pottery and a whetstone. 

B. Gethin, Warwickshire Museum 

Lea mington Ha slings, I The Row, Broadwell (SP 455 
658) 

Observation of groundworks for a new garage in January 
2003 by B. Gethin of the Warwickshire Museum on a site 
within the medieval village revealed a probable medieval 
stone wall foundation and a rubble surface containing 
12th- to 15th-cenrury pottery and animal bone. 

B. Gethin, Warwickshire Museum. 

Long Lawford, west of Ca Idee ott Arms, Chapel Street 
(5P 47167595) 

An cvaluation involving three trial trenches in the centre 
of the medieval settlement by C. Jones and P. Thompson 
of the Warwickshire Museum in December 2003 on 
behalfoflG Land and Planning Ltd revealed evidence for 
Romano-British and medieval activity. Several ditches, a 
wall probably representing medieval property boundaries 
and a possible rubbish or quarry pit were revealed. Two 
ditches containing Romano-British pottery may also 
have been field boundaries or may relate to a settlement 
enclosure. A number ofundatcd pits and gullies are most 
likely to be associated with either medieval or Romano
British activity. 

C. Jones and P. Thompson, Warwickshire Museum. 

Morton Bagot, Netherstead Farm (SP 1063 6373) 

A series of four trial trenches excavated through the 
presumed medieval moat in July-August 2003 by 
S. Palmer of the Warwickshire Museum on behalf of Mr 
P. Harvey suggested that much of the present form of the 
moat was 18th/19th-century. T he base of the moat ditch 
was lined with domestic rubbish of this date and only two 
residual medieval pottery sherds were recovered from 
the site. A further trench machined through the internal 
platfonn, adjacent to the house, revealed a sequence of 
make-up layers of post-medieval or later date. 

During subsequcnt restoration work the original medieval 
moat was revealed at the front of the platform under an 
infil1ed causeway created in the 18th century which had 
not been available for trenching during the evaluation. 
The remains of a timber bridge were found preserved in 
anerobic conditions in the base of the moat, standing to 
c.1m high. 

Two timber longitudinal sole plates crossed the base of 
the ditch and two furt her timber transverse plates were 
half lapped over them to form a solid rectangular ground 
frame, with out-riggers (cfRigold 1978, Type !lIe). At the 
intersections upright posts were set in transverse mortices, 
those on the inner side also with teazle tenons into the 
longitudinal plates as in inverted tie beam lap joints. The 
northern transverse plate had a further four rransverse 
mortices, two as outef braces and two inner vertical studs. 
The southern transverse plate had a morticed brace at each 
end. An anomalous stud found in situ along this plate 
had been inserted with its tenon lapped over the edge of 
the centre of the transverse plate presumably as a later 
repair. It exactly matched a mortice in the inner plate from 



where it presumably originated but was reused here for 
strengthening at a later date. 

The inner posts, which had not survived, were also braced 
from opposed sides of the longitudinal sole plates. The 
braces from the outer (southern) side were unusually low 
angled but heavy and with angled mortices whilst those 
from the toes on the inner side were equivalent to those on 
the transverse sole plates: all four of these braces survived 
in situ. The two outer posts survived in situ, although the 
eastern example had slumped northward under the weight 
of sediment. Four thick planks, the width of the bridge, 
survived on the outer side of these posts and seem likely 
to have been revetting for the moat ditch wedged down the 
back of the posts. A wooden stake had also been driven in 
to the base of the moat in front of these planks. A number 
ofloose timbers were found in the moat of which the most 
significant was a jowled post bearer, lying adjacent to the 
north western post mortice to which it likely belonged. 

Evidence for later repair was apparent in the form of an 
ashlar wall built along the inner transverse sole plate 
which necessitated the removal of both posts and all the 
in-line studs and braces. Beneath the causeway the clay
cut moat was flat bottomed with a vert ical southern edge, 
and a cA5° sloping northern edge. It was filled with dark 
grey (waterlogged) silty clay with timber and organic 
material, occasional tile and rubble and pOllery dating no 
earlier than the 17th century. The waterlogged material 
was overlaid by a dump of red clay mixed with tile, stone 
and occasional cobbles forming the bulk of the causeway 
which was directly overlaid by an 18th-century barn. 

On the north west side of the moat there was a drain 
containing a wooden sluice box, made from I in thick 
planks, 0.35m wide x 0. 18m deep, protruding into a linear 
pond. At the opposite end, within the moat, a brick culvert 
had been constructed in the 18th/19th century. 

Reference 
Rigold, S E, 1978 Structures within Medieval Mooted Sites, in AbeTg, F 

A. ed, Medieval mooted sites, CBA Res Rep 17.29-35 

S. Palmer, Warwickshire Museum. 

Trcdington, Tredin gton House (SP 258 434) 

Observation by C. Courts and B. Gethin of the Warwickshire 
Museum offoundation trenches for a extension to a house 
incorporating part of a late 15th-century rectory, on behalf 
of Mr R Miles in July-November 2003, revealed a large 
ditch sealed by a medieval ground surface containing 
12th/13th-century pottery. Cutting this was an undated 
stone wall which may have belonged to a late medieval or 
post-medieval building on the site, perhaps the rectory. 

C. Coutts and 8. Gethin, Warwickshire Museum. 

Willoughby, Va le Hou se, Lower Street (S P 518 675) 

Observation by B. Gethin of the Warwickshire Museum 
of an extension to the rear of Grade " Listed Vale House, 
a 17th-century or earlier, timber framed house with a 
19th-century wing, in February 2003, revealed a possible 
pi t containing 12th-century pottery and a fragment of 
stone wall, perhaps relating to a previous extension to 
the house. 

B. Gethin, Wanvickshire Museum. 
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Wolfhampcote, Lynmouth Cottage (SP 515 636) 

Observation by B. Gethin of the Warwickshire Museum 
of earthmoving for an extension to a 19th-century cottage 
within the medieval village in September 2003 revealed 
a pit containing 15th/ 16th-century pottery and a rubble 
spread containing 12th- to 17th-century pottery, and 
possibly incorporating a medieval wall foundation and a 
floor or yard surface. 

WEST MJDLANDS 

Hillfield Hall, Solihull (SP 41 5 1404278080) 

An archaeological excavation on land at Hillfield Hall, 
Solihull (SMR 3 134) was commissioned by Fairclough 
Homes. The work was undertaken by Birmingham 
Archaeology, prior to proposed development of the site. 
Two areas were excavated targeting areas where the moat 
had been identified in a previous evaluation of the site. 
The archaeological excavation has helped to understand 
the timescale of the renovations and re-landscaping of the 
moated site from the early post-medieval period onwards. 
Further analysis and recording of the standing building 
will complement the below-ground archaeological results, 
and add important information concerning its history and 
original layout. 

Eleanor Ramsay, Birmingham Archaeology 

Solihull, 5-1 9 High Street (SP 152796) 

Excavations to the rear of properties fronting the main 
street of the medieval town in June-July 2003, on a site 
evaluated in 2002, by S. Palmer and C. Jones of the 
Warwickshire Museum on behalf ofAXA-REIM Lld 
revealed limited evidence for 12th to 13th-century activity 
associated with the earliest phase of the town in the fonn 
ofa boundary gully and pits. These features were sealed by 
a layer of cultivation soil. Further boundary construction 
in the 15th/16th century appears to have taken place on 
the eastern plot, and there was further pit digging in the 
area at this time. The boundary gully was recut in the 
17th/early 18th century but there was no activity within 
the excavated area until the 19th century. 

S. Palmer and C. Jones, Warwickshire Museum. 

WILTSHIRE 

Alton Ba rn es, Shaw Fa rm (SU 135653) 

An analytical survey of earthwork remains close to 
Shaw Farm, Alton Barnes (centred SU 135653) has been 
completed as part of the Wansdyke Project (director 
Andrew Reynolds, VCL). A holloway first visible at the 
northern edge of arable land, previously a shared common 
belonging to Shaw and Huish, stretches up the scarp of 
the Marlborough Downs disappearing in the vicinity of 
Old Shaw. Earthworks on either side of the holloway 
may represent building platforms and small enclosures. 
To the east is an enclosure within which a small medieval 
chapel has been partially excavated (Brentnall, 1932). 
Platfonns at Old Shaw, dug into and partially ablating 
the Wansdyke, are probably those of the late 17th century 
house. Underlying the presumed medieval remains are the 
remnants ofa 'Ce1 tic'field system. Documentary research 
suggests that the main earthworks represent the remains 
of the medieval settlement ofShaw which originated prior 
to 1086 and was deserted, apart from Old Shaw, in the 
early 15th century. 



The survey was carried by OUl by kind permission oflhe 
landowner, Mr C Cutforth. A full report will be submitted 
10 Willshire Archaeological Magazine. 

Brentnall, HC (1932). The churchofShaw-in-AlIon. Wills 
Arch Mag45, 156 - 165. 

Judie Engl ish and Graham Brown 

Preshute. Wick Down Farm (SUI 38734) 

As part of a study into the Cistercian monastery at Stanley 
(nearChippenham, Wiltshire)and its estates, an earthwork 
survey of a trapezoidal enclosure near Wick Down Farm 
was undertaken (Brown forthcoming). The enclosure 
probably formed pari of Stanley Abbey's grange at 
Langdon Wick. It lies on the Marlborough Downs c.5km 
north-west of Marlborough. 

The resu lt ing plan (Figure 34) shows a number of earthwork 
building platforms with yards and closes enclosed within 
a boundary bank, all of which overlie an earlier 'Celtic' 
field system. A larger, outer enclosure, covering an area 
of c. 15ha and incorporating the present farmstead (Wick 
Down Farm), was identified from aerial photographs and 
also probably formed part of the grange. 

The earthworks 
The earthworks of the surveyed enclosure cover an area 
of c l ha and lie on a north-east facing slope at 230m OD. 
Internally it is divided into four main components. In the 
north-west there is a grouping of four compounds. The 
largest compound (a) measures c.20m x 15m overall and 
comprises an L-shaped building platform set above a 
rectangular yard. This yard has entrances on the northern 
and eastern sides. To the east of this compound, and 
separated from it by a narrow entrance gap, is another 
building platform wi th a slight cross division (b). Again, 
a yard occupies a lower level to Ihe east. The third 
compound (c) comprises a building platfonn with an 
internal cross division, which is sel along the northern 
perimeter bank. A yard, occupies the area to the south. The 
fourth compound (d) lies to the north of (a); it comprises 
a small building platform in the west contained within a 
walled enclosure. These compounds may represent the 
homesteads of the hired labour. 

To the east of the four compounds is a large rectangular 
yard (e), with a scarp cutti ng diagonally across it in 
a south-westlnorth-east direction. The ground on the 
northern side of the scarp is lower than that to the south. 
A gap (t) along the western bank provides access to the 
compounds. 

t 
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Figure 34: Earthwork survey o/the enclosure near Wick Down Farm on the Mar/borough Downs. 
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To the east of the yard (e) is a platfornl (g), It measures 
25m x 15m and is defined in the south by an L-shaped 
bank and by a shallow scarp on thc other two sides. 

To the south of (g) is another embanked enclosure (h) 
with an entrance on the northern side. Internally there 
are two slight L-shaped scarps, which probably represent 
property divisions, each with a small building platfonn. 
This compound, together with the platfonn (g), is set 
apart from the others and may represent the area of the 
principal fannstead. 

The south-western quaner of the grange contains a series 
of slight linear scarps, at least one of which is the remains 
ofa 'Celtic'field lynchet, while others may represent small 
stock enclosures. A circular depression (j) is probably the 
site of a fonner well. 

Extending in a northerly di rection from the entrance 
gap along the nonhern side of the enclosure is a double
lynchet trackway (k). On the eastern side of the enclosure 
is a spread, slightly curving bank (1) overlying two 'Celtic' 
field lynchets. An 18th century estate map shows two 
tracks (now no longer visible) tenninating on the edge 
of the outer enclosure and coincident with (k) and (I), 
which were undoubtedly routeways to the inner grange 
enclosure. 

Bibliography 
Brown, G forthcoming 'Langdon Wick - a grange estate of Stanlcy 

Abbey' Wilts Arch and Nat Hist Mag 
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Trelech (SO 499 054) 

In the 13th century, Trelech, now a small agricultural 
village, was an important urban centre, possibLy the 
largest town in Wales. Continuing research excavations 
by University of Wales Newport are informing our 
understanding of the development of the town. Two large 
medieval buildings in Church Field West (SO 499 054), 
the field west of SI. Nicholas's church, were the main 
focus for excavation in 2003; investigations began in 
1999 with a geophysical survey which indicated bui ldings 
on a scale not previously seen in Trelech, Subsequent 
excavation with small trenches and test pits dug in 2000 
and 200 I continned the footings of three in a range 
of buildings aligned on a main road through the town. 
Two of these, Bl and B2, were particularly interesting 
because of the scale and apparent state of preservation 
of their foundations. Consequently, in 2003 scheduled 
site consent was obtained for a 25m x 20m excavation 
allowing investigation of the whole of B2, a portion of 
B I, an apparent alley between the two and roads running 
east and south of B2. Work began in May and continued 
for six weeks, 

There was considerable stone tumble over much of the 
site; it was subsequently confinned that this resulted from 
the collapse of B2. Interpretation of the space between 
BL and B2 as an alley proved correct; excavation here 
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Figure 35: Map of site 

produced a large medieval assemblage induding pottery, 
bronze buckles and small knife blades. The tumble 
induded numerous holed stone roof tiles and green glazed 
medieval ceramic ridge tiles. In the c.l.Im wide alley, a 
stone platfonn with a central 20 cm wide drainage channel 
abutted onto both buildings suggesting that they were 
contemporary; anefacts in the lowest horizon suggested a 
construction date of c.1250, The platfonn was built across 
the alley at an entry point to 82 where excavation revealed 
an arch of stone indicating a small collapsed doorway 
overlaying an internal passage. Finds in the alley included 
two large keys; two other keys were found in B2. 

The alley joined what had been the main road east ofB I1 
B2. The medieval road, re-surfaced in the post medieval 
period, ran straight on the line of the modern road 
from Monmoulh. The later road surface, c.32 cm below 
present ground level, was defined by metalling of small 
stones; parallel to the road was an eanhlcLay bank. This 
surface was deeply rutted with cart tracks and pot holes. 
The earlier, medieval, road was made with small stone 
cobbling on iron slag hard core overlaying natural clay 
and bedrock at a depth of c. 70 cm. Parallel to the medieval 
road were double ditches separated by an earthen bank. 
The buildings almost certainly represent doubled burgage 
plots aligned along this road. 
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External elevation of North facing wall, 82 

TIj~ 
62 

East 

West 

o masonry 
• puttog hotes 

abutting drain masonry (unexcavated) 

III compacted red clay/slag 

I _ edge of e)(cavation 

Figure 37: Elevation o/the north wall 0/B2 

The south wall of Building I was fully revealed; the 
east and west walls extended beyond the edge of the 
excavation. The walls consisted mainly of Old Red 
Sandstone and conglomerate in part bedded onto very 
large conglomerate blocks. The floor was intact with 
relatively undisturbed large stone flags. 

Removal of tumble in 82 revealed a O.72m wide interior 
passage defined on the east by an interior wall running 
north/south and, for 2.08m on its west side, by a virtually 
square platform constructed of large conglomerate blocks. 
The platform butted onto but was not bonded into the 
north wall; it probably formed the base for stairs. Putlog 
holes in the exterior wall add support to the interpretation 
of B2 as a two-storey structure. The internal wall defining 
the passage on its east was a 65cm wide stone built 
feature extending over 2m before ending in a disturbed 
and apparently robbed residue of stone. A well-defined 
robber trench directly in line with the wall in the southern 
interior suggests that the central internal wall ran through, 
effectively dividing 82. 

Thewall construction of82 was more uniform than that of 
8 I with consistent Old Red Sandstone coursing. The walls 
were intacl for the circuit of the bui lding although there 
was disturbance from 17th century stone robbing in the 
southwest corner and a gap indicating the main entrance in 
the east wall. Grey-red silt on the northwest exterior may 
indicate a foundation trench: finds included 13th century 
green glazed jug sherds and large concentrations of 
black-ware cooking pots, in at least two cases apparently 
representing single vessels. A large number of stone 
knapped pot lids of various sizes was also recovered from 
in and near 82. Variation in the depth of hard core was 
a response 10 natural undulations, the builders having 
infilled to provide a level base for 82. The floor had been 
removed bUI broken flagstones, much like those in 81 , 
were found during removal of tumble; it seems likely that 
a floor similar to that in B1 was once also in 82. 

Northwest of 82 and west of 81 , O.64m wide wall ran 
north/south for 1.13m, continuing under the trench edge. 
An east/west wall of similar dimension met this wall 
in a rounded corner defining a th ird building, 83. A 
stone- lined drainage channel ran between 83 and B 1. 
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Excavation to the base of the east wall of83 revealed two 
drains passing through the lowest wall courses and a large 
stone flag bedded in silty clay formed a floor; this flag was 
lifted to confirm an earlier flag stone floor. Four coarse 
black-ware medieval sherds were scaled near the exterior 
footings. The footings of 83 were less well finished 
than 81 or 82; this and the drains noted may suggest an 
anci llary func tion. Phosphate tests are being assessed; 
interpretation as a stables block is possible. 

Slightly south of the southeast corner of the building a 
posthole flanked a surface of closely packed stone cobbles. 
Two meters to the south a possible posthole may suggest a 
gate giving access to a side street/road south of 82. 

Initial investigation south of B2 concentrated on the 
disturbed southwest corner where stone robbing was 
associated with early 17th century material. Further work 
south of 82 revealed a well-made cobbled surface with 
a central slone drain; it is not clear whether this surface 
was part ofa road or yard. Roof "slip" of stone tiles with 
peg holes was cleared from south of82 revealing a loose 
granular flat surface of slag and red soil with 13th century 
sherds embedded. This surface extended to a well-defined 
edge running east/west; a heavily compacted surface 
abutted onto the cobbled surface. The resulting combined 
surface formed a straight line running directly to the stone 
surface and possible gate near the main road. The best 
interpretation is that a side street significantly wider than 
the alley to the north of82 ran to the south of the bui lding, 
joining with the main road. 

A linear deposit of slone in the southwest of the excavation 
formed an approximate right angle, running north northeast 
and then south southwest. The interior of the angle was 
generally uniform with a scatter of small stones. The 
artefact assemblage associated was largely 17th century 
in date. To the west a well-built stone wall, approx imately 
0.55 m in width, extended from the trench edge for 
approximately 4.5m. This wall was roughly parallel 
to the nearest side of the stone deposit and is probably 
contemporary. The size and shape of the stone spread 
and a clearly defined platform beyond the excavation 
suggests structure but sectioning indicates that it was 
not structural in a conventional sense. It is, however, 
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Fig/lre 38: the ampulla, a pilgrim s flask (Drawing by 
Anne Leaver) 

similar to other excavated sites in Trelech where stone 
hardcorc provided a base for the foatings of timber-frame 
structures. As dating evidence points to 17th century 
conslluction, this may indicate survival of a vernacular 
building tradition; the other stone based timber frame 
buildings were medievaL 

Conc lu sio ns 
This excavatio n improves our understanding of the 
medievallown. B I and 82 were 13th century constructions 
facing the main road, probably on doubled burgage plots. 
The excavation confirnls conclusively that there is a very 
significant archaeological resource in the central core of 
Trelech. The substantial artefact assemblage associated 
includes jug sherds of mainly local fab rics with little 
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material having origins further afield than Bristol. A third 
building, B3, probably provided an ancillary function 
such as stabling. The road was a key element in the 
medieval town as is attested by its continuing use in the 
post medieval period. An alley ran between B ! and B2 and 
a wider side street passed to the south of 82. Domestic 
occupation in 8 I seems likely. The nature of construction, 
the stair base and putlog holes demonstrate that 8 2 was a 
two-storey structure; the substantial artefact assemblage 
not only indicates mid-13th century construction but 
may also suggest a use for the building. The assemblage, 
including numerous ceramic sherds from g\azedjugs and 
coarse local black-ware ;'cooking POIS", suggests status 
but not opulcnce. Many shcrds werc rclatively unabraded 
and sevcrallargely complete ·, cssels were found. A large 
number of knapped stone por lids was found throughout 
82 and its environs. These discs, presumably coverings 
for ceram ic vessels, were notable for their quantity and 
size range. Metal small finds included smal! knife blades, 
similar in size and design, and four large keys. Thi s 
assemblage might easily be associated wi th an inn or 
tavem; location on a main road into the town makes this an 
attractive interpretation. It may also be important that early 
maps show Trelech as a pilgrim's route and associated 
finds include a 13th century ampulla, a pilgrim's flask. 
Trclech could have been a convenient stopping point for 
pilgrims bound for other shrines and the wells ofTrelech, 
particularly SI. Anne's or the Virtuous Well, may have 
made Trelech itself o f interest to pilgrims. B2 is not 
only situated on a main road into the town but also near 
the church and a pilgrim's hospice is another possible 
interpretation of the evidence; there are attested close 
similarities in foml and function between commercial 
inns and pilgrim's hospices during the medieval period. 
Indeed, a building could be both. Certainly, the role of inn 
and hospice was not mutually ex.clusive and "a possible 
thirteenth century inn/pilgrim's hospice" seems an apt 
description of 8 2. 

Ray Howell, University of Wales Newport 



Book Reviews 

Cus hion, B. and Daviso n, A. (2003) 'Ea rthworks of 
Norfolk' East Anglian ArchaeQlogy Report no. 104 

This volume is essentially an inventory of many of the 
best-preserved medieval and later earthworks in Norfolk. 
It represents the fruition of a six-year fieldwork project 
undertaken, in the main, by BriaD Cushion, with Alan 
Davison joining in the later years. Although the project 
started in 1994, the volume includes plans from surveys 
dating back to the mid-1960s, as well as some from other 
sources. The raison d' etre for the project, which in fact 
was part of a wider monument conservation initiative, was 
to identifY, and as far as possible protect, the county's most 
significant surviving earthworks. The results arc impressive 
- nearly 150 sites have been surveyed - with plans, brief 
descriptions and historical backgrounds provided; these 
si tes range from the imposing and extensive castle and 
monastic earthworks, to small areas of ridge-and-furrow 
and the less well-known (and nationally little recorded) 
bedwork floated water meadows. A furthe r sixty-three 
sites were recorded but were deemed to be less significant 
and therefore not included in the publication. They arc, 
however, avai lable in the county SMR. 

The volume's title is a litt le misleading since it implies 
that it includes earthworks of all types and from different 
periods, where in fact there arc only two Romano-British 
sites while the remainder have been interpreted as being 
of medieval or later in date. However, as Peter Wade
Martins readily acknowledges in his Editorial, many of the 
county's prehistoric earthworks are published elsewhere. 
Moated si tes, unless they were found to have additional 
features , were also deliberately omitted from the project 
since many have al ready been recorded by the Moaled 
Sites Research Group during the I 970s. 

The initial selection of sites to be surveyed was undertaken 
as a desk-based analysis using the SMR and aeri al 
photographs. This was followed by a detailed field 
investigation and the best-preserved sites selected for 
further work. Brian Cushion canied out the majority of the 
surveys, although there are a couple of notable plans from 
the RCHME, amongst other contributors. The surveys 
were then compared with earlier maps and documentary 
sources. Although the scale shown on the majority of plans 
is 1:2,500, this is their reduced scale and not the scale at 
which they were surveyed. This is an important point since 
the scale clearly determines the degree of recording. The 
RCHME plans, for example, were certainly surveyed at 
I: 1000 but shown as 1:2000 . 

The volume is divided by site-type with sections covering 
settlemem remains; what are termed 'manorial and 
isolated si tes' ; monastic s ites; castles; fishponds , water 
meadows and oyster pits; ridge-and-furrow; and finally 
parks and gardens. Each section follows the same pattern 
beginning with an introduction, which is followed by an 
inventory of the sites listed in alphabetical order. For each 
site there is a one- or two-sentence summary and then a 
brief earthwork description and historical background to 
put the earthworks in context. In addition to a plan, some 
of which are large enough to warrant foldouts, there is 
the occasional aerial photograph. The nature and number 
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of sites illustrated in the book precludes a more detailed 
analysis; however, this surely opens the door for others to 
research particular sites or themes. 

One small quibble as far as this reviewer is concerned is 
the absence of a fieldwork methodology; however, this is 
a relatively small point and should not detract from the 
true value of the book. The volume's inception was as a 
management tool, and the authors should be congratulated 
on the scope and scale of this except ional programme of 
fieldwork. The volume will also be invaluable to others 
who are interested in the medieval and later landscape of 
Norfolk and will undoubtedly be used as a springboard 
for further research. 

Graham Brown 

Clarke, R. (2003) ' A Medieval Moated Site and Wind
mill : Excavations at Boreham Airfield, Essex 1996' 
East Anglian Archaeology Occas ional Paper No. 11, 
ISBN I 85281 223 0, 85 pp., 33 Figs., 8 b/w photographs, 
£10.00 

Shelley,A_ (2003) ' A Moated Rectory at Wimbotsham, 
Norrolk ' East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Paper 
No. 12, ISBN 0 905594 37 I, 46 pp., 27 Figs., 3 b/w 
photographs, £9.00 

Each of these Occasional Papers vividly describes the 
landscape of a small medieval moated settlement: one, at 
Wimbotsham in Norfolk, was a high-status rectory; the 
other was the site of an entrepreneurial windmilling ven
ture at Boreham Wood on the high Essex clays, perhaps 
undertaken by a freeman tenant of Wait ham Abbey. Their 
sum, however, is greater than that of their parts, since 
they enable a reconstruction of the range of medieval 
settlements occupied by men of the middling to better 
sort within the context of their wider landscapes, in the 
generations on either side of 1200AD (and, in the case of 
Wimbotsham, unti l the 15th century). 

These sites share some characteristics. The date of their 
initial construction confirms the 12th-century shift of set
tlement towards greens and commons noted in Norfolk 
by Peter Wade-Martins and R. 1. Silvester. The rectory at 
Wimbotsham lay facing the manorial centre from which 
it was derived across a large green, while the settlement at 
Boreham lay towards the periphery of the parish, at some 
d istance from the main settlement. 

That they were both moated suggests that each man was 
interested in the conspicuous display of status. At Wim
botsham, this may even have affected the choice of si te, 
since the rectory has an apparently planned geographical 
relationship with the de Warenne manor across the green, 
which owned the rectorial advowson. At Boreham, status 
was compromised by pragmatism, since the site itself 
may have been chosen for the high ground which suited 
windmi lling. 

The layout of each settlement on its moated platfonn also 
shared common values. Each platfonn was subdivided by 
shallow ditches, possibly hedged, which appear to have 
divided gardens and paddocks fro m the house as well as 
from areas of outbuildings (and, in the case of Boreham, 



the mill and granary), and which may have helped to drain 
the platforms in wet weather. 

As one might expect, differences in the status of the two 
owners are clearly expressed in both the domestic bui ld
ings and the finds . The 12th-century rectory at Wimbot
sham may have been stone built, like its contemporaries 
at Stretham and Chesterton, both in Cambridgeshire (al
though its later medieval successors were timber-framed). 
The house at Boreham was a post-in-trench construction 
with daubed wal ls and, at 15 m x 7 m, at the very bottom 
end of the range for high-status buildings of its period in 
Essex. These impressions were borne out by the quality 
of finds - there were few high-status finds at Boreham 
compared with (for example) the copper alloy dog 's 
head ewer spout found at Wimbotsham, where swan and 
woodcock were sometimes eaten. 

Of the two sites, Boreham is the more significant, for two 
reasons. It was abandoned in the 13th century after only 
two or three generations' occupation, and therefore pro
vides a unaltered snapshot of a rural settlement circa 1200. 
Furthermore, its early 13th-century post-windmill and 
associated granary offer almost uniquely rich archaeologi
cal evidence for grain processing on a specialist site and 
for the farming regimes in the surrounding countryside 
in this period. 

If you have to select just one of these Papers, then the 
choice must be Boreham, whose evidence is admirably 
contextualised within national and regional scholarship, 
in a way that the Wimbotsham report does not have the 
space to undertake. Both arc well-written and illustrated, 
but the structure, clarity, figures and breadth of the Bore
ham report are exceptional. Nevertheless, the two Papers 
complement each other to offer a wider overview of the 
rural settlements, daily life and landscape of the high 
middle ages in a way which each on its own cannot, and 
a moment's weakness in buying both will provide much 
satisfaction in the reading. 

Susan Oosthuizen 

Markets in Early Medieval Europe. Trading and 
' Productive' Sites, 650-850. Tim Pestell and Katharina 
Ulmschneider (Eds), xvi + 304 pp, 91 ill. and 4 tables. 
Windgather Press, Macclesfield 2003, [SBN 0 9538630 
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Medieval Towns, Second Edition John Schofield and 
Alan Vince, xii + 335 pp, 129 ill. £80.00 (Hardback), 
£25.00 (Softback). Continuum, London 2003, ISBN 0 
8264 6002 X (Hardback), 0 8264 6 130 I (Softback). 

There has been a filmy of new books recently on medieval 
towns and urban life. For the rural settlement specialist 
these may at fi rst appear to be of only tangential interest, 
but as historians, archaeologists and geographers are now 
increasingly beginning to appreciate, urban and rural 
settlements were not parallel universes but were instead 
interconnected, indeed interdependent. To look at towns 
without thinking of their rural hinterland, and to look at 
villages and hamlets without thinki ng of their place in 
an urban supply-chain, is to simply get half the story of 
medieval settlement. Markets in Early Medieval El/rope 
and Medieval Towns (2nd Edition), provide further 
reinforcement of this important message. 
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Markets in Early Medieval Europe is a collection of 
papers which derive mostly from a conference on the 
theme of ' productive sites', a phrase used to describe those 
sites that yield high quantities of coinage and metalwork, 
and which may indicate places where traders gathered at 
long-vanished markets and fairs. The book deals with the 
early middle ages, 650-850, and while the majority of its 
papers look at England there is a section on continental 
sites, mainl y of the north-west littoral. Intellectually the 
papers relate to the ' dark age economics' debate fuelled by 
Richard Hodges'work in the late 19805. The 'productive 
sites' discussed by the various authors are of interest 
because they remind us of the rural place of trading in 
early medieval Europe, and of course raise the perennially 
thorny issue of how to define what makes a settlement 
urban/rural. For those concerned with medieval settlement 
evolution, particularly in lowland England, there are 
rich pickings to be had. Three particular papers examine 
' productive ' Anglo-Saxon sett lements in East Anglia. 
For example, Tim Pestell's paper considers the ' afterlife' 
of 'productive sites' in Norfolk and Suffolk, and draws 
a link between them and later minster settlement sites. 
Taken individually the papers are worthy and interesting 
discussions, butlhe introductory essay by the two editors 
might have been lengthened a little to try to draw eighteen 
papers together more successfully - the broader issues 
seem to get a little lost in the detail. For the reader who 
is prepared to work hard reading through these learned 
and sometimes densely-written papers, comparisons 
across Britain and the near continent are possible. The 
book does not make this an easy exercise, however. 
Perhaps the overriding message that comes through is 
that here in this book is the kernel of a growing field of 
study, based upon fruitfu l excavation and collaboration 
between archaeologists and metal detectorists, but which 
requires yet further synthesis and discussion to bring out 
the broader significance of the specific findings . 

If Markets in Early Medieval El/rope represents the 
beginnings of a new area of medieval settlement research 
in need of some synthesis, then Medieval Towns represents 
the opposite end of the process, a culmination of nearly 
half a century of urban excavation and fieldwork. Schofield 
and Vince's book was first published in 1994. The revised 
second edition has no new chapters but is substantially 
longer and has a new subtitle: ' the archaeology of British 
towns in their European setting'. This European dimension 
is mainly in evidence in the longer introductory chapter 
and also in chapter two on 'topographical factors in the 
growth of towns' , where some European examples are 
chosen. As one would expect (and hope), the revised 
edition draws upon an expanded literature published 
over the last decade, although many of the cases cited, 
and also the illustrations used, remain largely unaltered 
fro m the first edition. While town-country relationships 
are not explicitly explored, there is plenty of material 
here to begin to look for some similarities and differences 
between them. This is particularly so for the discussion 
on ' the environment of medieval towns '. In discussing 
the evidence that exists for diet, for example, the authors 
conclude that 'townspeople generally probably had a better 
diet than their neighbours in the countryside' (though it 
is not clear whether 'better' means a greater variety of 
food stuffs was available to those living in towns or that 
the quality was better). Other aspects that might repay 



comparison with rural seUlement work is their very good 
discussion of medieval urban houses and propenies which 
deals with types of building and construction methods, as 
well as the internal disposition of urban propenies. The 
authors themselves do show that they are well aware of 
the potential for such comparative rural-urban work, but 
do so by raising a series of questions, such as 'what were 
the ecological consequences on the rural landscape of the 
increasing domination of fanning by a town's needs?', 
questions perhaps that readers of this journal may be 
interested in. So for the person who is looking fo r a 
comprehensive synthesis of recent British medieval urhan 
archaeology this is an excellent book, well-illustrated and 
researched. The 'extent to which towns in general were 
different from their countrysides' is however a question 
that is left for others to address. 

Overall , these two books are to be recommended, through 
for different reasons. Markets in Early Medieval Europe 
is for the specialist who wishes to find detailed examples 
of case studies, perhaps to compare with sett lements 
of their own area or region. Medieval Towns is more 
fo r the newcomer, a text presumably aimed more at 
undergraduate and postgraduate markets, with enough 
detail but also plenty of discussion and generalisation. The 
two books are in fact complementary. Both try to bring in 
a European dimension. With Markets in Early Medieval 
Europe the chronological focus is on the early middle ages 
as urban networks in post-Roman Britain were beginning 
to take shape through sites where trade and commerce 
were carried out. With Medieval Towns the focus is on the 
later medieval period, the great ft oweringofurban life that 
took place from the ninth century onwards. Where rural 
settlement fits into all th is is a question that both books 
acknowledge, but deal with albeit indirectly. 

Keith LiUey 

J. KJapzte (ed.), The Rural House front the Migration 
Period to the Oldest Still Standing Buildings (Ruralia 
4; Pamatky archeologicke, Supplement \5). 362 pp., 334 
ills, maps and tables. Prague, 2002. ISBN 80-86124-36-3, 
paperback. 

This very substantial volume contains some three dozen 
papers presented at the fourth Ruralia conference, held 
over six days in Bad Bederkesa, Lower Saxony, in 
200 1. The geographical range of houses discussed is 
considerable, extending from Scandinavia round the 
North Sea to the Mediterranean and up into central 
Europe. The main weight of contributions lies in a zone 
comprising the Netherlands through the Gennan-speaking 
areas to Hungary; the only two Mediterranean cultures 
treated are those of AI-Andalus and Sardinia, each in a 
single papcr. The chronological horizons of the collection 
are similarly widely drawn, extending from the 5th to the 
L 6th centuries. The result of these emphases is that the 
largest body of material relates to various kinds of ' hall
house' and sunken-feature buildi ngs. 

The principal thematic focus of the majority of papers is 
typological, with particular emphasis on the related topics 
of plan-type and construction. One of the slrongestthreads 
within this theme concerns the different dates at which 
earth fast posts were abandoned in different places. Stuart 
Wrathmell and Piers Dixon, for example, respectively 
link the beginnings of this to the introduction of crucks 
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in late Anglo-Saxon England and 12th-century Lowland 
Scotland. In parts of continental Europe, by contrast, 
earthfast construction continued well into the later middle 
ages, which was also the period when sunken-feature 
buildings ceased to be bui lt in Pannonia. Buildings of the 
latter kind fonn a second significant thematic strand, with 
discussion of varying suggestions for the reconstruction 
of sunken-feature buildings, and particularly of whether 
the sunken area represents the entire area of the structure 
or only part of it. 

Although the emphasis in most papers is on taxonomy, 
the reasons for changes in building traditions are also 
treated by several authors, dealing with places as far apart 
as Ireland and Hungary. Some authors cite a familiar 
mix of economic reasons (changes in agrarian practice), 
and tenurial and social ones (risi ng population), while 
others, particularly some of those for central Europe, 
debate the influence of changing political and ethnic 
circumstances: this last, which has fallen fro m general 
fashion in English scholarship, is perhaps a reflection 
of the emergence of increasing national identi ties in 
countries of the fonner Soviet block, and is reflected in 
other aspects of contemporary historiography. 

There are notable absences in the thematic content of 
the volume as a whole. For readers of this Report there 
is relatively liule on the relationshi p of buildings to 
settlement patterns or to the form and evo lution of 
individual settlements. There is even less on the context of 
the wider historic and natural landscape, though Tilmann 
Marstal1er's chapter on the environmental evidence 
provided by building materials in $wabia fonns a notable 
exception. Discussions of the use of space are empirical 
and relatively unrefined in comparison with much recent 
literature on late- and post-medieval buildings in Britain: 
there is very little in the way of theoretical discussion, and 
there are no access diagrams. Also missing from many of 
the contributions is an overt awareness of the nature and 
limitations of the evidence. 

Such lacunae are mentioned not in a spirit of criticism 
but, rather, as a reminder that the disciplines associated 
with medieval archaeology and buildings history are even 
newer in many of the areas covered by the volume than 
they are in this country. The greatest strength of the book 
is that it brings together such a large body of material 
in a way that allows comparison of the evidence, of 
methodology, of the conclusions drawn and of the state 
of the subject across a wide European zone, something 
which has not been possible until very recently. The one 
criticism which could be made is that some of the English 
and French is very far from idiomatic; it is a pity both that 
a native speaker was not asked to cast an eye over the 
texts and that the approach to abstracts and summaries is 
inconsistent. It would, however, be churlish to make too 
much of this, fo r li nguistic restriction to English, French 
and German renders avai lable for the first time much 
material usually inaccessible to most western European 
readers. 

P. S. Barnwell 
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Membership Changes 2003 

Recent changes are set out below. Members are asked to send any changes ofaddrcss, corrections, information etc. to 
Dr. R.E. Glasscock (Treasurer, M.S.R.O.) at SI. John 's College, Cambridge GBl ITP. 

Dr. P. S. BARN WELL, 
113 York Road, Strensall, 
York yon 5ZG 

C. F. BElAM 
The Slrole, West Buckfastleigh, 
Devon TQII OJH 

J. BEST 
2 Grcenslade Cottages, Oakford. 
Nr. Tiverton, Devon. EX16 9ER 
Dr. C. CALLOW 

New Members 2003 

M. HILTON 
1 Great Barn Conages, Gaylon Thorpe, 
King's Lyon, Norfolk PE32 I PN 

P. HAUGHTON 
I I Oefoc Close, Brake Fann, 
Plymouth. Devon PLL 3LL 

M. JOHNSON 
9 Howgil[ Houses. Burneside, 
Kendal, Cumbria LA9 6QH 

K. LONG 
InsliMe of Archaeology, University of Birmingham, 
Edgbaston, Birmingham B 15 2TT 

The Old Curiosity Shop. High Street, 
Stalbridge, SlUnninster Newton, Dorset OTIO 2LH 

B. A, McDONAGH A. G. Col/ings 
25 Victor Slreel, Hcavilree, 
Exeter EX 1 3BU 

K. C.CooPER 
61 Golf Road, Ballatcr, 
Aberdeenshire AB3S SRV 

P. COPE-FAULKNER 
16 WeSloanks, Sleaford, 
Lincs. NG34 7QB 

R. D. CRAMP 
25 Bum Street. Bowbum, 
Durham DH6 SAN 

R. DOWNES 
Krazistcps, Church Street. 
Minehead, Somerset TA24 51U 

C.J. DUNN 
Manor Cotlage, Finghall , 
leybum, N. Yorks DL8 5ND 

Mrs. C. GIBBONS 
52 Hurst Park Avenue, 
Cambridge CB4 2AE 

Mrs. C. GRIEVE 
Langamo. Harray 
Orkney 

Dr. A. E. HAM U N (Belfast) 

F. J . JOIINSON (Stoke on Trent) 

P. ARTHUR (Theydon Bois. Essex) 

J. M. BEEDON (Garstang) 

O. F. BRYANT (Barton on Humber) 

K. D. BURTON (KingswinfOTd) 

1. CAMPBELL (Oxford) 

R. B. DELDERFIELD (BenHeet) 

O. J. ROSS ELLlS (Worksop) 

C. D. BRITrEN (West Midlands) 

N. J. CASLEY (Plymouth) 

D. A. G. GADO (Braintree) 

G. JONES (Aberystwyth) 

I. PICKERING (was in Glasgow) 

P. N. SMITH (was in Harpenden) 

II Main Street, Caiverton, 
Nons. NGI4 6FJ 

K. L. NICHOL 
Binningham Arehaeology. Binningharn University. 
Edgbaston B15 2TT 

L. J. PIIXiEON 
42 Osborne Street. 
Swindon. WihsSN2 IDA 

M. POTrERON 
34 FitzwitJiam Place, 
Dublin 2, Ireland 

B.RICH 
I I Adams Grove, 
Leek. Staffs. STJ3 SNX 

Dr. K. ROBERTS 
CADW, Crown Build ing, 
Cathays Park, CardiffCF10 3NQ 

J. V. TlDOER 
114 Glebe Road, 
Norwich NR2 3JQ 

J. WINTERBURN 
South Fann Conage, Ypres Road, 
Chiseldon. Wills SN4 OJF 

Deceased 

Mrs. W. E. ROBERTS (Liverpool) 

Resignations 

c. M. FRASER (Tyncmouth) 

F. GALBRAITH (Grindleford) 

N. G. M. HAWKINS (Woking) 

D. M. HAYNS (Malpas) 

W. L. POTTER (Cambridge) 

H. C. PRINCE (London) 

E. PROUDFOQT (SI. Andrews) 

Lapsed (and thereFore reluctantly struck oft) 

A. LOWERRE (Gennany) 

P. E. PRESFORD (Clwyd) 

A. SHOTLlFF (Beds.) 

M. D. WILSON (Coventry) 

InFormation wanted (addresses not now known) 

Mrs. J. SYMONDS (was in Salisbury) 
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Obj ectives 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE TRUSTEES 
MEDIEVAL SETT LEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

Registered Charity No 801634 

The objective of the Group is the advancement of public education through the promotion of interdisciplinary involvement 
in the collection, analysis and dissemination of data relating to the history, geography and archaeology of medieval rural 
settlement. 

Trustees 

Mr P.L. Everson (President) 
Mr S. Coleman (Secretary) 
Or R.E. Glasscock (Treasurer) 
Ms C. Lewis (Editor) 

Review of act ivity during the year 

Address 
clo Dr R. E. Glasscock 
SI John 's College 
University of Cambridge 
Cambridge CB2 ITP 

The Group's activities (policy making, conferences and publication) have continued as before. The range of interests 
and issues is reflected in the contcnt oflhe accompanying Report 18 covering the year 2003-2004. 

Result for th e year 
The excess of expenditure over receipts amounted to £1247 (2003 £525 surplus). 

Rese rves policy 
The trustees ' policy is to maintain reserves at a level to enable the long tenn and other research projects to be sustained 
in the forseeable future. 

Grant making policy 
The charity makes grants towards research projects and other bodies involved in similar areas of education and research 
in respect of medieval settlement. 

Investmcnts policy 
The charity 's fu nds are invested in National Savings deposits that are regarded as a safe liquid investment with an 
adequatc return, and suitable for a small charity. 

Risk policy 
The trustees have reviewed the major risks facing the charity and presently concludc that no specific action is required. 

R.E. Glasscock, Treasurer 

INDEPENDENT EXAMI NER'S REPORT TO 
THE TRUSTEES OF MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 

I report on the accounts for the year ended 31 January 2004 which are set OUI on the followi ng page. 

Respective responsibilities of Trustees and Examiner 
The charity'S trustees are responsible for the preparation of the account. The charity'S trustees consider that an audit is 
not required for th is year under Section 43(2) of the Charities Act 1993 (the Act) and that an independent examination 
is needed. 

It is my responsibility to: 
Examine the accounts under section 43(3)(a) of the Act; 
Follow the procedures laid down in the General Directions given by the Charity Commissioners under Section 
43(7)(b) of the Act; 
Slate whether particular matters have come to my attention. 

Basis of independent examin er 's report 
My examination was carried out in accordance with the General Directions given by the Charity Commissioners. An 
examination includes a review of the accounting records kept by the charity and comparison of the accounts presented 
with those records. It also indudes consideration of any unusual items or disclosures in the accounts, and seeking 
explanations from Ihe trustees concerning any such mallers. The procedures undertaken do not provide all the evidence 
that would be required in an audit, and consequently I do not express an audit opi nion on the accounts. 

Independent examiner' s statement 
In connection with my examination, no matter has come 10 my attention: 
(I) which gives me reasonable cause to believe that in any material respect the requirements 

• to keep accounting records in accordance with section 41 of the Act; and 
• to prepare accounts which accord with the accounting records and to comply with accounting requirements of 
the Act 
have not been met; or 

(2) to which, in my opinion, attention should be drawn in order to enable a proper understanding o f the accounts 10 be 
reached. 

S. Gcrrish BA FCA 
Chartered Accountanl 
5 Potton Drive 
Wickford, Essex SSI2 9GD 

5 May 2004 
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MEDIEVAL SETTLEMENT RESEARCH GROUP 
Registered Charity No 80 1634 

GENERAL FUNDS - RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNT 

2003-4 

RECEIPTS £ 

D2natiQn~. 1~2a!;i~5 aDd 
Qther similar sources 

Donations 

Income tax recovered 
through gift aid 555.00 

Q[!!.:ratinE a!;:tivjti!i:5 
t2 fyrth!:[ thl: !,;harity'5 
!!ltl<ill 
Subscriptions 4,395.00 

Publication Sales 31 4 .00 

Conference Receipts 3 10.00 

Inv!:5tm!:nt Inlt!!:!!I!: 
Receipts 

Current account interest 2.00 

Deposit account interest 1,285.00 

6,861.00 

Balance of receipts 
over payments (1,247.00) 

Balance brought forward 38,201.00 

Balance carried forward 36,954.00 

Note I Accounting policies 

Historical Cost convention 

Financial Yea r ended 31 January 2003 

2002-3 2003-4 

£ PAYMENTS £ 

Charital!:li: Pa~mi:nt~ 

Grants paid 
17.00 

Grants 400.00 

503.00 
Ruralia V 1,000.00 

Charitable Activity 

Annual report printing 
and postage 3,569.00 

4,349.00 Conference expenses 295.00 

225.00 Whittlewood project 1,500.00 

792.00 
Management and administration 

Secretarial and Committee 
expenses 201.00 

1.00 
AGM room expenses 177.00 

1,730.00 
CBA Affiliation fees 79 

Postage and stationery 887.00 

7,617.00 8, 108.00 

Statement of Assets and Liabilities 

525.00 

37,676.00 

38,201.00 

Bank current account 298.00 

National Savings 
deposit account 36,656.00 

Balance carried forward 36,954 .00 

2002-3 

£ 

950.00 

3,269.00 

769.00 

1,200.00 

235.00 

70.00 

79 

520.00 

7,092.00 

762.00 

37,439.00 

38,201.00 

The Receipts and Payments account and Statement of Assets and Liabilities are prepared under the historical cost 
convention. 

Stocks of Publications 
Stocks of publications arc not valued or included in the Statement of Assets and Liabilities. 

Note 2 Funds 

All funds of the charity are unrestricted. 
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