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THE BRONZE AGE BARROW AND IRON AGE 
SETTLEMENT AT THRIPLOW 

D. H. TRUMP, B.A. 

BETWEEN October 1953 and February 1954 the Cambridge Archaeological Field 
Club carried out excavations on the site of a ploughed-out barrow 220 yd. south-east 
of Thriplow church, 7  miles due south of Cambridge. The object was to recover as 
much information as possible before the final destruction of the site, a process begun 
by levelling operations in the 1840's, continued by a century of regular ploughing, 
and much hastened by the change to deep ploughing made four years ago. 

The barrow stands on the top of a low chalk hill at just over ioo ft. O.D., but its 
situation cannot be described as a commanding one. Street Way passes izo yd. to 
the south and the Icknield Way' is less than a mile away, again to the south. . . 

This may explain the number of barrows in the immediate neighbourhood. 2  The 
only example calling for special mention here is an unpublished one, completely 
levelled by ploughing, some 400 yd. south-west of Barker's Farm, Duxford, and two 
miles from Thriplow. 3  This, though slightly smaller than our barrow (its ditch was 
about 45  ft. radius), seems to have been very similar in structure. 

The Thriplow Barrow had appeared as a prominent cropmark in barley in the 
summer of 1953, and in the ploughing during the following September two large blocks 
of sandstone, each weighing about 50 lb. and showing signs of fire, were said to have 
been removed from the site of the barrow to the edge of the field. However, there 
was some doubt whether they were from this barrow or from another unlocated 
circular feature in the same field. At the beginning of the work the only surface 
indications were a slight rise on the crest of the hill, a rough circle of chalk of about 
35 ft. radius also brought to the surface by the plough (enclosed by broken lines on 
Fig. i), and an irregular belt of stones, rounded sandstone and flint up to the size of 
one's fist, around the south-west quadrant. 

THE BARROW 
The aim of complete excavation was not fulfilled, but enough was cleared to show that 
no internal structure of post-holes, such as was found at Chippenham 4  and Snailwell J,5  
was present here. Similarly, efforts to distinguish an old turf line were unsuccessful. 
That this was not present may have been due to the fact that the barrow was built of 

S 	 1  Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLIII, P. 30. 
2  0. G. S- Crawford, Crawford, ' Field Survey of the Royston Area', P.P.S. vol. ii (1936), pp. 97-105. 
3  Information from Mr W. Parkinson of Duxford. 
4  Proc. C.A.S. vol. mvi, pp. 134-55. 	 Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLIII, pp. 30-49. 
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a chalkiess and virtually stoneless loam, presumably scraped from the surface of the 
surrounding ground and so identical with the underlying soil, rather than to any strip-
ping of the area before building started. At several points sherds and flints were found; 
these were always low in the build of the barrow. One of the former seems to be of 
Neolithic B ware (Fig. 3, no. 4),  which must antedate the construction of the barrow. 
The scraper (Fig. 3, ho. i) is unfortunately not distinctive enough to help with the 
dating. Also there were a number of dissolution pockets in the underlying chalk, of 
which the contents, though differing from the loam of the barrow, merged into it 
without any line of demarcation. 
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Ploughsoil Blown earth, stoneless 	R.B. level 

Robber-pit Blown earth, stony 

k Modern fire /;;, Stony build to barrow 	Late Bronze Age level 

1llhIllh1IJ1 Chalk capping 

Barrow-build 

Chalky earth fill 	 Iron Age level 

Natural dissolution pockets E.E- 
Very dark stoneless fill 

Yellow loam, stoneless 

Bed chalk ::::J Primary silt, very stony 

Fig. z. Section along east-west axis. 

The outside of the barrow itself, at a radius of about 40 ft., was marked by a belt of 
chalk which ploughing had destroyed everywhere except at the western edge. It was 
this chalk which explained the circular soil mark. The west section (Fig. 2) shows 
some in situ and some scraped up into the ploughsoil, witnessing the rate of destruc-
tion of the site. 

There are two possible explanations for such chalk rings, namely that they are 
revetments to the monuments, or that they are the surviving remnants of an original 
complete capping. When the top of the barrow is gone, the only criterion lies in the 
amount of chalk used, i.e. the size of the ditch from which it was quarried. At 
Snailwell the ditches were so small that Mr Lethbridge was certain that there was 
insufficient chalk to give a capping to the barrows. • Indeed, one wonders where the 
chalk was found for even the revetments to barrows D, F and H, since these had no 
ditches at all'. At Thriplow, however, the ditch was a substantial one, being at an 
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average radius of 55 ft., with a V-section i oft .wide where it cuts the chalk and 5 to 
6 ft. deep from modern ground level. The volume of chalk removed can be calculated 
as sufficient to give a capping about i ft. thick (very approximately, since the original 
height of the barrow is unknown). Thus, on the evidence available, a chalk capping 
seems more than likely.' 

Where the primary burial should have been was a modern robber-pit, confirmed, 
if confirmation were needed, by the discovery of several pieces of tar well down in 
the filling. Also in this mixed filling were some fragments of unburnt human bone, 
including part of the right half of a mandible, an area of the frontal and left parietal 
bones of the skull, two pieces probably of frontal and occipital, and several more skull 
fragments too small to identify more exactly. There was also a piece tentatively 
identified as the axillary border of a human scapula. 

The only other find in the barrow was a roebuck cranium, complete with antlers, 
20 ft. north of the centre. It was definitely incorporated in the barrow during its 
construction and not buried subsequently. The significance of this skull is not clear, 
though there are many parallels (e.g. the ox skull in SnailweIl A, the horse skull in 
Snailwell C). . 

Owing to the removal of nearly all the primary burial and any grave goods it may 
have had, the barrow cannot be precisely dated by archaeological means. The 
Peterborough sherd and the Late Bronze Age sherds with the secondary burials 
define its chronological limits, though not very closely. The fact that the bones at the 
centre were unburnt supports an attribution to the Early Bronze Age, or the outset of 
the Middle Bronze Age at latest. But the prominent berm between barrow and 
ditch invites comparison with Wessex bell- rather than bowl-barrows. Further than 
this it is unsafe to' go on the limited evidence. 

THE SECONDARY BURIALS 

In the south-west quadrant eleven cremation burials had been turned up by the 
plough.2  Of these, three were accompanied by sherds of very coarse pottery of Late 
Bronze Age type. Also in this area were the medium-sized stones mentioned above. 
It was then noticed that there was a small group of similar stones in the east-north-
east. On examination, cremated bone (no. X) was found with these, too, so the 
association of these stones with the cremations seems secure. This is important 
because in the west section these stones appear as a layer banked up against the 
chalk and loam of the barrow. In this layer were cremations XIII and XIV, the 
latter with the undisturbed fragments of part of the rim of its urn (Fig. 3, no. 6), 
a very late type with the overhanging rim reduced to a mere cordon, in position 
round the burnt bones. The whole base and body of the urn had been removed by 
the plough. 

1 Given a width of 5  ft., the revetment would have to be nearly 5 ft. high to account for the chalk from 
the ditch. This is not an impossible figure, but there is no evidence for such a structure. 

2 A similar arrangement was noticed at Snailwell B (Proc C.A.S. vol. XLIII) and apparently Latch Farm 
Barrow, Christchurch, P.P.S. vol. iv (1938), pp. 169-87. 
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In other words, the earlier barrow was extended by the addition of the stony layer 
when it was used for secondary burials in the Late Bronze Age. The sandstone of 
which most of these stones are formed is local in the sense that it occurs in quantity in 
the area today, though not in the geological sense. But th/ stoneless loam of the 
barrow suggests that it was not, at that earlier period at least, to be found loose on the 
surface, from which the loam was presumably scraped or cut as turves. This gives us 
three possibilities: 

That the original barrow builders had carefully sorted out the stones from the 
surface soil, to the very smallest; 

That the Late Bronze Age folk had brought the stone from somewhere where it 
was exposed by natural erosion, such as a stream bed, the nearest suitable one being 
i4 miles away; 

That the soil in the immediate neighbourhood had been disturbed, as by cultiva-
tion, between the time of the barrow's construction and the time of the cremation 
burials, thus bringing the stones to the surface. Today one can see a similar though 
later stage in the same process in which deep ploughing is bringing up for the first 
time quantities of chalk, which lay too deep to be reached by earlier methods of 
cultivation. 

The third possibility, that we have here evidence for the earliest agriculture in the 
area, is admittedly nothing but a guess, but is,. I think, an interesting one, particularly 
when the evidence of the charcoals is also taken into consideration.' 

THE DITCH FILLING 

The contents of the ditches proved of even more interest than the secondary burials. 
The ditch section in the east (that in the north was virtually identical, and in the west 
,and south-west closely similar) showed the following strata: 

In the very bottom was a stony layer of rapid silt, followed by a stoneless layer of 
the same yellow colour. These contained a few animal bones and struck flakes of flint, 
but were otherwise sterile. 

Above this was a very dark deposit containing large quantities of pottery, flint 
flakes, animal bones and charcoal, clearly a midden deposit. Only two of the flakes 
showed any secondary working, to form a rough scraper (Fig. 3, no. z) and an awl 
(Fig. 3, no. 3).  The -pottery was of Iron Age A type and will be treated further below. 
This layer was present in all sections, though poorly represented in the south-west. 
In the west it had a quantity of chalk mixed with it, but was otherwise the same. 

This was overlain by a stony brown layer, again practically sterile, and so very 
useful for marking off the preceding from the succeeding culturally rich ones, and for 
showing a break in continuity of occupation. The upper one was of the same dark 
brown colour, with animal bones and a few flints as before, but the pottery was 
Romano-British, much eroded and very fragmentary, and a number of Iron Age 
sherds were also present. In fact it is probably the result of the levelling of the mound 

1  See Appendix IV. 
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Fig. 3. 1-2, Flint scrapers, i/i. 3, Flint awl, i/i. 4, Neolithic B sherd, I . 5, Broken spindle whorl, i/i. 
6, Late Bronze Age urnwith Burial XIV, i/k. 7, Bronze fibula, i/i. 8-9, Black burnished Iron Age ware, x/z. 
10, Coarse Iron Age sherd, 1/z. 11, Coarse buff Iron Age sherd, liz. • 
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a century ago, the sherds having been exposed on the surface until that date, rather than 
an accumulation in its present position. There were also a few scraps of iron, for the 
most part too small and corroded to identify, and the bronze fibula shown in Fig. 3, 
no. 7. 

Finally came the 15  in. of ploughsoil which covered the whole site. 

THE SECOND RING 

It was at first thought that the second ring, said to lie near the western edge of the 
same field, was another barrow. An air photograph' showed only the main barrow 
and a searchlight site in the south-east corner. However, the quantities of Iron Age 
pottery and other material in the ditch suggest the presence of a settlement of that 
age somewhere nearby. There is nothing from the excavated site to explain the two 
large stone blocks, whereas they could well have been hearth stones in the other. 

Here, indeed, we may have the settlement of people who not only used the barrow 
ditch for their domestic rubbish, but also erected the Chronicle Hills 2  group of 
barrows, mile to the north-east. The ascription of the Thriplow pottery and the 
Chronicle Hills burials to the same people is supported by the evidence of Marnian 
contacts provided by each, the black burnished bead-rim bowl of the former, and the 
iron-nailed coffins and plural burials of the latter. 

THE SMALL FINDS 

Little can be said of the undistinguished scraper from below the barrow, nor of the 
second and awl from the Iron Age ditch deposit. The great number of flint flakes, 
4' I in all, distributed through all layers, with a maximum in the Iron Age levels in 
the ditch and on the barrow berm, calls for some comment. They corroborate the 
evidence for flint working during the Iron Age in this district, for example from 
Fengate (Peterborough), 3 Hunsbury,4 Cavenham Heath 5  and Micklemoor Hill, West 
Harling.6  

One of the Iron Age potsherds (Fig. 3,  no.  5)  had been perforated in antiquity, 
presumably for use as a spindle whorl, and subsequently broken. There was no metal 
below the R.B. level, and none of the bones showed any working. 

THE IRON AGE POTTERY 

The great majority of the Iron Age sherds, amounting to over two-thirds, formed 
a fairly homogeneous group of coarse red or black wares. Tempering with flint grits 
was the rule ; 

chalk had been used for this purpose in only four sherds. The shapes of 
vessels were also fairly uniform as far as they could be recovered, and there were 
really only two forms present, the common Iron Age A situla jar (Fig. 4, no. io), as 

1  For which information thanks are due to Dr J. K. St Joseph. 
2 Account and references in C. Fox, Archaeology of the Cambridge Region, pp. 77-9. 
3 Arch. Y. vol. C, pp. 188-223. 	 4 Arch. Y. vol. xciii, P. 73. 
5 Arch. 7. vol. xcvi, pp. 27, 28. 	 6  P.P.S. vol. xix (193), pp. i—o. 



8 	 D. H. TRUMP 

found at Fengate' and West Harling, 2  and a smaller one (Fig. 4, nos. 7-9)  which 
could be considered with equal justice a low jar or a high bowl. It was noticeable that 
the outline of the vessels was a curved, not an angular, one. 

Rims were very variable, though simple. The majority were plain, unthickened and 
slightly flattened on the top. Others had been distinctly thickened or given a ' frilled 
edge '  (Fig. 4,  no  5).  In a few sherds the opposite was the case, the rim being 
markedly thinner than the wall of the vessel (Fig. 4,  no. i i , third from left). 

Bases were equally divided between the simple obtuse-angled profile (Fig. 4, 
nos. 16 and 17)  and the projecting base ring type (Fig. 4, flOS. 12 and 13) and again 
a few intermediate forms were present. All bases were quite flat. No handles were 
found. 

Decoration was present in 8% of sherds of this class, consisting of finger-tip 
ornamentation of the rim (one sherd, Fig. 4,  no. i) or shoulder (four sherds, Fig. 4, 
no. z) in I - 5 %, nicking of the rim (Fig. 4, nos. 4-6, and Fig. 4, nO. 3),  where the effect 
is that of cabling) 3  in 8•4 %, or slashing of the shoulder (Fig. 3,  no. I i), in z8 %. One 
sherd only (Fig. 4,  no.  4)  showed both these two last, but this is due more to the 
small size of the sherds than to any other cause. One sherd (Fig. 3, no. io) showed 
a distinct scraping of the surface, such as can be paralleled at Breedon, Leicestershire, 4  
and which might possibly be decorative as well as functional. 

The remaining pottery belonged to several wares, none present in any quantity. 
Unless burnishing be considered decoration, they were entirely unornamented, with 
the exception of a single sherd. 

The most interesting of these was a highly burnished black or dark grey ware, of 
which one vessel was capable of complete reconstruction (Fig. 3,  no.  9).  The bowl 
form, the ware, and the distinct bead-rim all serve to link it with the ' Marnian' 
bowls at Fengate, 5  though Dr Kenyon prefers to regard it as the product of. Marnian 
influence rather than as an import. Another vessel in this ware of which the shape 
can be reconstructed is shown in Fig. 3, 110. 8. No parallels can be quoted for the 
double carination this shows. This ware was present to the extent of only 36 %. 

A second burnished ware, characterized by a tendency to split longitudinally, and 
a fine yellow-buff colour, was represented by 49 % of sherds, probably the remains 
of very few vessels. No shapes could be determined in this or any of the succeeding 
wares. 

•6•5 % of sherds were of a fine black ware, carefully smoothed though not strictly 
speaking burnished. 

There were two grey or buff wares, one with large flint grits, the other without 
visible tempering, except in one sherd which had ground pottery for this purpose. 
One sherd of the former. (Fig. 3,  no. i i) had a slashed shoulder. These occurred in 
104 and 6•3 % of cases respectively. 

1  Arch. Y. vol. C, pp. 188-223. 	 2  P.P.S. vol. xix (i); pp. i-o. 
:3 As in West Harling Class III, P.P.S. vol. xix (iç), pp. 19 and 29. 
4  Trans. Leics. Arch. Soc. vol. xxvi (1950), pp. 17-82. 
5 Op. cit., bowls K3 and K4. 
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Finally there were two sherds which. would have passed easily with the coarsest of 
Late Bronze Age ones from the secondary burials, though they were found stratified 
with the Iron Age ones in the ditch. These would represent a bare 04 %. 

To sum up, on the evidence of the curved profiles we can assign the pottery from 
this site to the same cultural group as that which occupied Fengate, Peterborough, in 
the second or A 2 phase of its Iron Age settlement. The burnished bead-rim vase 
gives us an even closer date, about the middle of the third century B.C., from its close 
parallels in North France. 

Influences from Wessex were not as clear as at other sites of this period in the Fen 
area, and the link with Leicestershire suggested by the ' scraped '   bowl is also rather 
unusual. 

In one Iron Age sherd there was embedded a grain of carbonized barley (see 
Appendix III). 

THE ROMANO-BRITISH OCCUPATION 

The weight of pottery from the R.B. occupation level was approximately equal to 
that from the Iron Age one, but the size of individual sherds was very much less, 

. . making interpretation correspondingly difficult. 
Of the significant sherds, some eight in all, only two disagree with the dating given 

by the brooch, which from close parallels in the Museum of Archaeology and Ethno 
logy, Cambridge, and the Colchester Museum can be dated between A.D. 8o—i2o. 
These were a sherd of a Form 37  decorated Samian bowl, the decoration of which 
suggests the work of the potter Drusus in the middle of the 2nd century, and another 
of colour-coated ware of Castor type which cannot be earlier than A.D. 180. The 

, other six, part of the base of a pedestalled vase, butt-beaker sherds, a dish with 
footring of derived Belgic type, an early type of dish (cf. Silchester Fig. i i , no. i 2 in 
Archaeologia vol. XCII), a local imitation of Samian Form 18/31, and parts of an 
upturned reeded rim, all belong to the first or early second centuries A.D., at which 
period Thriplow must have again been the site of a flourishing human settlement. 
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APPENDIX I 
	 ' 

S 	 THE SNAILSHELLS 

A number of snailshells were collected from the site and identified as follows: 

Primary silt, 	I.A. level 	R.B. level 
Barrow 	ditch 	ditch 	ditch 

Cepea nemoralis 	 6 	 6 	 3 	 - 
Pomatius elegans  
Helicella itala 	 ii 	 2  
Arianta arbustorum 	 2 

The first is a very general species, showing a certain amount of preference for dry grassland and 
hedgerows. The second and third are confined to chalk, the latter grassland, the former dry banks, 
copses, etc. On the other hand, Arianta is a snail of damp situations, particularly woodlands. The 
number is too small to draw far-reaching conclusions, but on the whole suggests dry open scrub. 
The chief indicators of grassland, Hèlicella, were noticeably stunted specimens. 

APPENDIX II 

. 	 THE ANIMAL BONES 

A considerable quantity of animal bones came to light, in the ditch. The following shows the 
distribution by species and layer of the identifiable ones: 

Rainwash 	• I.A. level 	I.A.—R.B. 	R.B. level 
Horse 	 - 	 6 	 x 	 3 
Cow 	 2 	 • 	21 	 I 	• 
Sheep/Goat 	 - 	 33 	 5 	 4' 
Pig 	 - 	 5 . 	- 	 4 

Apart from a horse metãpodial (maximum length z18 mm., breadth at middle of shaft 
3 I 0 mm., length-breadth ratio 70) from the Iron Age level, and a numberof teeth and phalanges, 
the bones were too fragmentary to throw any light on the size of -the animals they represented. 

The roebuck skull has already been noticed. 

APPENDIX III 

THE CARBONIZED GRAIN 

The carbonized grain embedded in the Iron Age potsherd is that of hulled barley. The pales and 
the lower end of the grain are partly destroyed. The grain in its present condition is 5.5 mm. long, 
275 mm. wide, and 209 mm. thick. It has a slight longitudinal twist. Remains of the upper pale 
show the ventral fold very distinctly. 

The imprint was made accessible by carving away the overhanging edges and removal of the 
grain. Again the length of the imprint, 536 mm., is defective, whereas  the thickness, 256 mm., 
would be just about the true dimension of the fresh grain. The width could not be ascertained. 

Judging by the twist it was the nodding variety of six-row barley, Hordeum tetrastichum Kcke., 
and such dimensions as could be obtained show that this grain was quite small compared with the 
barley of the Neolithic and Bronze Age in England. (Cf. Helbaek, ' Early Crops ' , P.P.S. vol. XVIII, 
pp. 194-233.) 
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Various imprints in several other Iron Age sherds from the site did not lead toany interesting 
results. They mostly come from small pieces of charcoal and so on; one blurred imprint of an 
internode of barley gave no details as to variety. 14 H. HELBAEK 

APPENDIX IV 

THE PLANT REMAINS (CHARCOALS) 

All but one of the specimens submitted were charcoal in the narrow sense, i.e. fragments of wood 
carbonized by fire; the one remaining specimen, part of a nut shell, was also carbonized in the 
same way. All the wood fragments were small, none exceeding 3  cm. in any direction. Unless 
otherwise stated they formed parts of mature stems or branches. A summary list of determina-
tions follows: - 

Early? Bronze Age [Barrow]. 	 S  
Oak (8 +, all very slowly grown, equivalent to rates varying from 28 to 42 rings per in.). 
Maple: I. 

Iron Age. Ditch. 
I. From ditch in west. 
Oak: 3  (one part of a young stem or branch). Maple: z. Ash: i. 

From ditch in north. 
Oak: 3  (slow giown, equivalent to 1 5-25  rings per radial inch). 
Ash: 3  (one a rounded piece of a young stem displaying about'7090 O  of periphery; zi rings per in.). 
Hazel: half nut shell split longitudinally along suture. 

From ditch in east. 
Ash: 5 (including two imperfect sections of young stems with 7  and io rings per inch respectively). 

Total determinations from Iron Age. 
Oak: 6. 	Ash: 9. 	Maple: z. 	Hazel: i . 

Comment 	 - 	 - 
All the species referred to are native to the region: they are as follows: 	. 
Oak: Quercus robur L. Sens. lat. (so far as wood anatomy is concerned the trees might have been 

Q. robur L. sens. str. or Q. petraea L. or the hybrid or a mixture of species and hybrid(s)). 
Ash: Fraxinus excelsior L. 
Maple: Acer campestre L. 
Hazel: Cory lus avellana L.  

The numbers concerned are small and it is not known how many individual trees are concerned: 
no firm statistical conclusions are justified. 	. 

However, the number of ash fragments from the Iron Age suggests that this species, if not 
dominant, was co-dominant along with oak, while the presence of oak to the exclusion of ash from 
the Early (?)  Bronze Age suggests that at the earlier period oak may have been the exclusive 
dominant. I understand that such an interpretation is in accordance with the evidence from 
pollen analysis. - 

- 	 H.A.HYDE 

28-4- 55 	 Dept. of Botany, National Museum of Wales 
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ROMAN BURIALS FOUND AT ARBURY ROAD, 
CAMBRIDGE, 1952 

CLARE FELL, M.A., F.S.A. 

ON '9  August 1952 the mechanical digger operated by W. Sindall Ltd. (Builders and 
Contractors) struck the lid of a massive stone coffin when making a trench for the 
fresh-water main on the south side of Road No. 3  (Fortescue Road) of the City 
building-estate at Arbury Road.' 

The point at which the coffin was found lay just to the east of the hedge which 
followed-the supposed line of the Roman road known as Mereway or Akeman Street. 2  
Arbury Banks, Histon, a fortified site probably of late pre-Roman Iron Age date, lies 
half a mile away to the north-west and the remains of a Romano-British building, 
partially excavated by Mr M. F. Howard of the Leys School, is at a rather shorter 
distance to the north-north-east. When I visited the Arbury Road site on 2o August 
a stone coffin with a lead lining and containing the skeleton of a man (Burial i), was 
lying across the line of the water-main 32 ft. east of the hedge (P1. I). The section 
revealed in the trench dug for the water-main showed a disturbed area of soil to the 
west of a manhole and, z ft. below the present ground-level, what appeared to be the 
foundation-walls and floor of a small chalk-built structure erected over the stone 
coffin (Fig. i). The upper part of a human skeleton (Burial 2) lay beneath the eastern 
side of the foundation-wall, the legs having already been destroyed by the mechanical 
digger and the foundation-wall cut away. It was later discovered that the head and 
thorax of another skeleton (Burial 6) lying beneath the floor of the chalk building had 
also been destroyed when this trench was cut. The contractors used a crane to lift the 
coffin, and the skull of a pony was found just below its western side, while part of the 
jaw of a second pony was seen protruding from the south side of the trench beneath 
the chalk floor. The mechanical digger then continued to cut the trench for the 
fresh-water main through to the line of the hedge, the pipes were laid, and the trench 
was partially filled in. 

On 23 August a trench was dug at right angles to the pipe-trench following the 
long axis of the stone coffin. This showed the extent of the chalk foundations which 

1  Mr J. Dexter, Assistant Engineer, at once reported the find to the University Museum of Archaeology 
and Ethnology, and through the kindness of the City Engineer and the co-operation of Mr H. D. R. Ridgeon 
and Mr W. J. Cowell for the Contractors, the site was examined between zo and 27 August and a rescue-dig 
was carried out. Mr Webster, Clerk of Works, two of the foremen, Mr A. Heifer and Mr Rooke, and the 
machine-driver, Mr C. Taylor, employed by the contractors, gave much assistance. Members of the 
Cambridge Archaeological Field Club and of the Cambridge Antiquarian Society volunteered to help and 
three members of the Museum Staff, Mr C. S. Lilley, Mr T. Hancock, and Mr B. Denston, provided the 
main labour force under my supervision. 

2  See Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLVIII, P. ii, fig. i. 	 . 
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belonged to a small rectangular building I3 by i6 ft., presumably erected as 
a tomb-chamber over the stone coffin. It was decided to examine the part of the 
structure lying to the north of the main pipe-trench, and then to remove that section 

. of it and investigate the area beneath it down to the undisturbed gravel. The part of 
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Fig. i . Arbury Road. Tomb and burials. (Approximate scale: i" 4'5"; sherds are represented 
by crosses, iron nails by dots and' the coin by a circle.) 

the structure lying to the south of this trench was not examined and is still in the 
. 

ground. When following the eastern edge of the chalk foundation-wall a second stone 
coffin (Burial 4,  P1. II) was found. Its lid was pinned down by this wall, a fact which 
suggests that it had been .  buried before the 

'
coffin over which the tomb had been 

erected. At its southern end, resting on undisturbed gravel, was a heap of human 
bones which, when examined, proved to be those of an .  almost complete skeleton 

0 

Rabbit 

4 
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(Burial  3) : these must have been shovelled out of the way when the second stone 
coffin was deposited. When the lid of this stone coffin was raised there was found 
inside it a lead lining with a lid, containing the bones of a woman. The head of the 
lead lining was inside the foot of the stone coffin, the presumption being that the 
stone coffin had been placed in the ground wrongly orientated, and that the error had 
been corrected by reversing the lead lining (P1. II). To the west of this coffin and 
north of the chalk tomb, another skeleton was found buried in a wooden coffin of 
which only the iron nails remained (Burial 5, figs. i and z). The skull lay within a foot 
of the side of the stone coffin, close enough to suggest that the wooden coffin was 
already in position when the stone coffin was buried. The cranium of Burial 5 was 
unfortunately removed, presumably by children, on Sunday, 24 August, when no 
work was carried out and the site could not be supervised. When work was resumed 
on 25 August, the upper part of skeleton 5 was seen to lie in a contorted position, 

N 	Ground level 

Trench for 
fresh-water 

main 
0Coin 

	

4 	 Pony jaw 

	

- 	 ........ 	 ................. ....... 	
/ . 

Undisturbed gravel 	 6 	 Pony skull 	Undisturbed gravel 

Fig. z. Section through the long axis of the coffins. (Approximate scale: 1 ' = 4' 5".) 

a fact which was explained when it was found that the lower leg-bones were missing 
and had been removed when a trenäh about 15  in. wide was dug obliquely across the 
lower part of the coffin. The purpose of this was possibly to deposit yet another burial, 
although no trace of one came to light. A few of the toe bones of skeleton 5 remained, 
and by the right foot fragments of a glass jug and of a colour-coated bowl were 
discovered. These had been smashed at the time that the cross-trench was dug. 

When the north-eastern portion of the floor and foundation-walls of the tomb-
building were removed, the lower part of a skeleton (Burial 6) was found in a grave 
dug into the undisturbed gravel (Fig. i). The head and thorax of this skeleton had 
been destroyed when the water-main trench was cut. It had been buried in a wooden 
coffin of which only a few iron nails remained and was not accompanied by any grave 
goods. A number of fairly large chalk lumps, bricks, and roof-tiles lay over this 
burial beneath the chalk floor of the tomb. Burial 6 lay at a rather deeper level than 
did the stone coffin containing Burial i (Fig. z), and, although proof is lacking, the 
evidence seems to me to suggest that it was already in the ground when Burial i was 
deposited and the chalk tomb erected. Apart from a few sherds and animal bones, 
nothing was found under the north-western part of the tomb. A rabbit-hole ran in 
under the floor from the direction of the hedge. 

No other burials were found in the area excavated, although subsequent finds of 
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cremation burials close by show that this was a cemetery used over a considerable 
period of time. Sherds of Romano-British pottery, fragments of roof-tiles, brick, and 
animal bones were fairly common in the soil underlying the chalk floor of the tomb. 
At the northern end of the structure a thin scatter of chalk fragments extended 
beyond the foundation-walls on what seems to have been the ground-level when the 
tomb was built; and on this layer a bronze 4th-century coin, in poor condition, was 
found. Mr H. Mattingly kindly examined it and thought it to be a coin of Valen-
tinian I (A.D. 364-75). A report on the skeletal remains is published as Appendix I. 

THE RECTANGULAR TOMB (Figs. 1-3) 

There seems to be no doubt that the rectangular chalk foundation-walls and floor are 
the remains of a small masonry tomb-chamber built over the stone coffin containing 
the skeleton of a man (Burial i). Mr A. G. Brighton, Curator of the Sedgwick 
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Fig. 3.  Section through the short axis of the coffins. (Approximate scale: 1" = 4' 5".) 

Museum, Cambridge, identified the chalk as Melbourn Rock, the nearest outcrops of 
which are at present found at Cherryhinton. The tomb measured 16 ft. 6 in. by-
1 3 ft. 3  in. The foundation-walls were sunk to a depth of from i z t0 15 .  ins. below the 
old ground-level and varied in width from 12 to 18 in. They were built of fairly 
massive rough blocks. The floor was made of broken, rammed chalk averaging 6 in. 
thick. Nothing remained of the superstructure, but a number of pieces of roof-tile 
rested on the floor, suggesting that it had been covered by a tiled roof. It is not known 
whether a door existed in either of the narrow ends of the tomb, as the centre trench 
was cut by the mechanical digger. Such a chamber might have served for funerary 
banquets or for some ritual connected with the cult of the dead. 

This type of burial in a sarcophagus placed not inside; but in the earth below, 
a tomb-chamber would appear to be unique in Roman provincial funerary architec-
ture. The two superimposed chambers, of which the lower contained the burials, in 
the mausoleum at Igel, near Trier, were both above ground-level.' The tomb-chamber 
excavated at Efferen contained sarcophagi: it was not built above them. 2  The 

1  Germania Romana, vol. ii, p1. XXXVI i, Z. 
2  Ibid. p1. XXXVI 3. 
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- 

Arbury Road, Burial i. 

(Photo, Cambridge Daily News) 

(Facing p. 92) 



PLATE II 

Arbury Road. Burial 4, looking south-west. 



PLATE III 

Arbury Road 

a. Coffin no. I: matt weave and yarns with low anti-clockwise twist. 

(Photo, Cotton Industry Research Association) 

b. Coffin no. I: fibre bundle fragment separated from yarn. 

(Photo, Cotton Industry Research Association) 

c. Glass jug and colour-coated bowl found with Burial 5. 
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sarcophagi found at Keston, Kent, came to light neither in nor under the masonry 
tomb.' 

The stone coffin containing the remains of a woman (Burial 4)  certainly bears 
a close relationship to the tomb. But the fact that the foundation-wall pinned down 
a corner of the lid of this coffin indicates that Burial 4  was already in the ground when 
the tomb was built. There is also the question of a possible relationship of Burials 2, 
3 and 6 with the masonry tomb. I do not myself think that these had any connexion • 

with it, but believe that they chanced to be in the ground when the site of the tomb 
over Burial i , and the position of Burial 4,  were selected. As to Burial 5, north of 
the tomb and west of Burial 4,  1 am of the opinion that it, too, was in the ground before 
the stone coffin (Burial 4)  was deposited and before the tomb was built. No grave 
goods accompanied Burials z, 3  or 6, and those found with Burial 5 may, or may not, 
be used as an indication of the date of the stone coffins, according to the interpreta-
tion preferred. 

THE STONE COFFINS 

Both stone coffins were made of Barnack Rag, an oolitic limestone much used until 
the early Middle Ages for church-building on the Fenland borders. They suggest 

. that the family which could afford the cost of cutting and transporting such massive 
coffins from Northamptonshire to Cambridge enjoyed considerable wealth. Both 
coffins are unornamented and hewn from single blocks of stone and have separate lids. 

The coffin containing Burial i is roughly made and had been broken in two before 
burial in order to make it long enough to accommodate the lead lining. The measure-
ments are as follows: 

Internal 	• External 
Length: 5  ft. i i in. Length: 6 ft. 8 in. 
Width at head: z ft. 	• Width at head: z ft. 8 in. 
Width at foot: i ft. 7  in. Width at foot : z ft. z 	in. 
Depth at head: I I in. Depth at head: i ft. z in. 
Depth at f oot : 8 in. Depth at foot: io 	in. 

The lid consists of a very roughly hewn slab 6 ft. i i in. long, z ft. 5 in. wide at the 
head, 2 ft. 3  in. wide at the foot and varying in thickness from 4  to 6 in. This coffin 
and its lead lining can now be seen in the basement of the Museum of Classical 
Archaeology, Little St Mary's Lane. 

The coffin containing Burial 4  was very well made in contrast to the one just 
described and shows clearly the marks of the workman's chisel. Its measurements 
are as follows: 

Internal 	 ' External 
Length: 6 ft. z in. 	 Length: 6 ft. ii in. 
Width at head: i ft. 8 in. 	 Width at head: z ft. 5  in. 
Width at foot: I ft. 31  in. 	. 	 Width at foot: i ft. iol in. 
Depth at head: I ft. 3  in. 	 Depth at head: i ft. 9  in. 
Depth at foot: I I in. 	 Depth at foot: x ft. 3  in. 

1  Arch. vol. xxii, pp. 336 ff.; vol. xxxvi, p. izo. 
CAS 
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The lid, which is broken in half, is carefully dressed with a slight centre-keel. It is 
7 ft. long and 2 ft. 3  in. wide at the head and z ft. i in. wide at the foot. Its thickness 
is 5 in. in the centre and4 in. at   the sides. 

Similar coffins have been found in the district, in the Hey Hill barrow, and at 
Lord's Bridge' and Gravel Hill Farm, Trumpington Road, Cambridge ;2  but none of 
these had lead linings. 

THE LEAD LININGS 

Burial I lay in a lead coffin covered by a lid of the same metal. It is 6 ft. 4  in. long, 
I 9 in. wide and 9.1 in. deep at the head ; I 8 in wide and 9  in. deep at the foot. The 
long sides and base were cast in one sheet of lead, the ends in two separate sheets, the 
soldered seams showing on the inside. The lid was cast in one piece, with the edges on 
the long sides turned down to a depth of 1 1  in. 

Burial 4  was contained in a similar lead coffin measuring 5 ft. i i in. in length, 
17 in. wide and I2 in. deep at the head; 16 in. wide and I I in. deep at the foot. The 
lid was cast in a single flat sheet of lead and has no turned-down edges. The method 
of constructing the body of this coffin is similar to that used for the one already 
described. Both lead coffins are unornamented. 

Dr Eric Sweet, of the Metropolitan Police Laboratory, New Scotland Yard, kindly 
made a spectrographic analysis of specimens of the lead taken from each of these 
coffins and reports as follows: 

The result was rather unexpected in that both were much purer than several specimens of 
eighteenth-century lead that we had analysed before at various times. 

The lead from coffin i (Burial i) contained faint traces—of the order of ooi % or less—of Zinc, 
Silver and Calcium and very faint traces of Cadmium, Antimony, Iron, Magnesium, Copper and 
Aluminium. That from coffin 2 (Burial 4)  contained a trace of Tin—about o i %—faint traces of 
Zinc, Silver and Calcium and very faint traces of Iron, Magnesium, Copper and Aluminium. 

The presence of Tin in one and not in the other rather suggests that they came from different 
sources and were smelted at different times. 

Dr Sweet's final remark is interesting since it bears out the conclusion already 
reached that Burial 4  was in the ground before Burial i was deposited and the tomb 
erected over it. . 

GRAVE-GOODS 

BURIAL I . Nothing was found within the lead coffin with Burial i , but iridescent 
fragments of glass were discovered between the stone and the lead coffin at the head-
end. These appear to have been part of a fluted vessel of very thin glass, possibly 
a bowl, which had been offered to the dead man before the lid of the stone coffin had 
been placed in position. Dr Harden considered that a reconstruction of this vessel 
was impossible on account of the very broken and decayed condition of the glass. 

BURIAL 4. Apart from some fragments of textiles remaining from the shroud in 
which the body had been wrapped and the skeletons of a shrew and a mouse, no 

1  Proc. C.A.S. vol. xii (1908), pp. 273-84. 
2  Corn. C.A.S. vol. II (1863), P. 289; Babington, Ancient Cambridgeshire (1883), pp. 36-8. 
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objects were found with the bones of the woman buried in this double coffin of stone 
and lead. Samples of the textiles were sent both to the Wool Industries Research 
Association and to the Cotton Industry Research Association. The former Associa-
tion identified the material as animal fibre of an indeterminate type. The latter kindly 
made a full report as follows: 

We have examined under the microscope the two samples taken from a stone coffin dated about 
A.D. 400 marked ' fine weave '  and ' coarse weave ' . The fine weave is a plain weave and the coarse 
weave a matt weave, i.e. plain weave with two yarns running together warpway and weftway. In 
both cloths the yarns have obviously been spun from fibre bundles and have a low twist which 
appears to be anti-clockwise. The matt weave and the twist may be seen in photo i (P1. III a). 

The identification of the fibres has presented considerable difficulty. They are completely 
petrified and any attempt to separate them by treatment with dilute acid or even to identify the 
nature of the fibre, using cellulose or lignin reagents, results in complete dissolution. We have 
managed however to separate the fibres from the adhering material by mechanical means and have 
mounted and cleared them with Lactophenol and liquid paraffin. See photo z (P1. Tub). The 
yarns in both samples appear to have been spun from the same type of fibre which we regret we 
have failed to identify. As stated, the fibres are in bundles and the ultimate fibres show none of the 
cross marking characteristic of Flax or Nettle. It has not been possible to measure the length of 
the ultimates but we have attempted to measure the diameter and have obtained a mean figure of 
IO/L and a range of 4-16/t. We cannot claim any great accuracy for these figures as only the broken 
pieces of ultimate fibre detached from the bundles could be measured. The figures are slightly 
lower than those given for Linden Bast, or Broom, which we understand were used in those early 
times and which have fibre bundles somewhat similar in appearance to those in question. 

BURIAL 5. Near the right foot of this skeleton, which had been buried in a wooden 
coffin, parts of a small glass jug and of a colour-coated bowl were found (P1. III c). 
The bowl is 107 cm. in diameter and 44  cm. high. It is made of buffish ware coated 
with a bright red wash, much of which has now come off. The jug is of pale greenish 
glass, 3 .7 cm. high, 4.7  cm. in diameter at the mouth, and 5 cm. in diameter at the 
base. It has a wide reeded ribbon-handle, which is attached in a loop to both the 
upper and the lower edge of the screw top. In form it closely resembles two jugs 
from Colchester in the Slade Collection in the British Museum (Nos. 70, 2-24.4. 
and 70, 4, 2, 1.),' which unfortunately are not well documented, and a glass jug from 
a Christian burial at York. 2  Dr Harden suggests a late third- or fourth-century date 
for the Arbury Road jug, a date which would fit in well with the character of the 
accompanying colour-coated bowl. 

BURIALS 2, 3 and 6 did not yield any grave-goods; but this may be due to the fact 
that z and 6 had been partly destroyed by the mechanical digger before they were 
excavated and that 3  had been disturbed in antiquity. 

All the finds, unless otherwise stated, are in the University Museum of Archaeology 
and Ethnology, Cambridge. 	 . 

1  Thorpe, English Glass (iç), pp. 30—I, p1. IVc. 
2  Home, Roman York (1924), facing p. 190. 

2-2 
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CONCLUSIONS 

From subsequent finds of cremation-burials (see below, pp. 25-7) it is clear that this 
area of the Arbury Road building estate is the site of the Romano-British cemetery 
used by the occupants of the villas and farmsteads adjoining Akeman Street as it runs 
north-east beyond the limits of the Roman town of Cambridge. The most interesting 
feature of the. site is the chalk-built tomb erected over the body of a man who had 
been buried in a massive stone coffin with lead lining. It also seems clear that the 
woman buried in the second stone coffin with lead lining was closely connected with 
the man and that the family as a whole possessed considerable wealth. It would 
further appear to be certain that the woman died before, although not necessarily 
many years before, the man, and the correct orientating of her body must have been 
a matter of considerable importance, since the lead lining had been reversed inside 
the stone coffin in order to achieve this end. The body of the man in Burial i is 
orientated in exactly the same way. . . . 

I think that Burials z and 6, which were covered by the tomb, bore no relationship 
to Burial I , but chanced to be already in the ground in the part of the cemetery 
which was selected for it. Certainly Burial 3  was rudely displaced to make room for 
the stone coffin containing the woman's body (Burial 4) ; and it presumably had no 
significance for the members of her family. Obviously the Roman law prohibiting 
the violation. of burials was not observed in this provincial cemetery. 

The only burial which had any datable grave-goods is Burial 5, which also seems 
to me to be unconnected with the chalk tomb or with Burial 4.  The glass jug and 
colour-coated bowl suggest a late third- or fourth-century date for it. The position of 
the interment with the head of its wooden coffin so close to the side of the massive 
stone coffin of Burial 4  would surely have created a problem for the grave diggers if 
the former had been deposited after the latter was in the ground. The absence of 
datable objects in either of the stone coffins, or on the floor of the tomb, makes the 
dating of the outstanding features of the cemetery.  difficult. The coin found to the 
north of the tomb on the old ground-level was probably struck under Valentinian I 
(A.D. 365-75). The practice of burial in stone coffins is not likely to antedate the 
third century. The glass vessels accompanying the Gravel Hill Farm coffin are of 
third- or fourth-century type; and it may well be that the Arbury Road coffins were 
buried at much the same time, that is, during the fourth century A.D. 

I should like to thank Dr J. C. Trevor, Dr E. Sweet, the Wool Industries Research 
Association and the Director of the British Cotton Industry Research Association for 
their expert reports, and Miss Joan Liversidge for preparing this report for publication 
and for providing much information and valuable opinions. I am also indebted to 
Professor Jocelyn Toynbee, Dr D. Harden, and members of the Museum staff for 
their help. 
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APPENDIX I 

THE ROMANO-BRITISH HUMAN REMAINS FROM ARBURY ROAD, CAMBRIDGE 

While the thirtieth International Congress of Americanists was meeting at Cambridge in August 
1952, the remains of six adults were recovered from the Arbury Road site. Two of them, belonging 
to a female (Eu. i. 3 . 177) and a male (Eu. 1 . 3. 178) who were buried in lead-lined stone coffins, 
have the skeletons almost intact. These have been articulated by Mr C. B. Denston, Assistant in 
the Duckworth Laboratory, and are on view, the female (lying in her coffin) in the Clarke Hall of 
the University Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology and the male (mounted) in the Laboratory 
itself. The remaining four individuals, all adult males and apparently buried in wooden coffins, 
are for the most part in a fragmentary condition. They are represented by portions of the post-
cranial skeleton together with, in one case (Eu. i . . 182) a skull, in another (Eu. 1. 3. 179) 
a maxilla and a mandible, and in a third (Eu. i . . 18 i) a mandible alone. (The reference numbers 
are those given in the Laboratory.) Grateful acknowledgement is made to Dr P. V. Tobias, 
Senior Lecturer in Anatomy, University of the Witwatersrand, and Nuffield Dominions Senior 
Travelling Fellow working in the Laboratory during 1955, for much practical help in determining 
ages (see Boyd and Trevor, 1953, pp. 140-3) and commenting on anomalies and pathological 
conditions. Measurements of the crania, mandibles, and limb bones were made by Mr Denston 
according to the techniques described in Breitinger (1936), Trevor (1950),  and Mukherjee, Rao 
and Trevor (1955);  the last work gives the definitions of all the characters represented here by 
symbols. They are now provided for record and future use, since no good purpose would be 
served by a detailed analysis in the present report. Also to save space, only absolute values for 
the cranium and mandible and the mandibular angles are included, and the cephalic index alone is 
referred to. At an appropriate stage in a general study of the Romano-Britons, other indices can 
be readily found from the component dimensions, and the angles of the fundamental upper facial 
triangle can be determined from the lengths of its sides on a trigonometer. Statures have been 
reconstructed from the formulae given by Trotter and Gleser (1952, p. 498), but no correction 
has been made for age, which cannot be anything but approximate. Laboratory numbers and 
burials correspond as follows: 

Burial I = Eu. 1-  . 178 	Burial 4 = Eu. 1-  . 177 
Burial 2 = Eu. I . 3. 182 	Burial 5 = Eu. i . . 179 
Burial 3 = Eu. i . . 181 	Burial 6 = Eu. 1.  3. i80. 

S 

 Eu. i. 3.  177. Skeleton of female subject, probably over 40 but not over 55  years. All upper molars and 
right second premolar lost ante mortem. Full mandibular dentition present at death. Lower, incisors 
crowded. Gross incrustation with tartar of mandibular cheek-teeth, especially on right side, as well as on 
lingual surfaces of incisors. Presence of extensive alveolar erosion and resorption suggests long-standing 
periodontitis. Unhealed fracture of distal fifth of right radius and ulna caused by blow either post mortem or 
at time of death. Supernumerary vertebra between lumbar and sacral regions, properly speaking, lumbar in 
character on right side and sacralized on left. 

CRANIUM: C 1432;  L 187; B 	; B`96; H' 129; OH III-5;,80H   iii .;  S i15 ; S izo ; S 92-5; 
Si 1355;  S2  132; S3 11 4 ') S 3 82 ; ,8Q' 3 1 11  ; U534; FL 364; FB 279; LB 965; GL 91 ; G'H695; GB 90; 
3€ 128-5; NH 49 - 9 - NB 250; QL 42-8 ; 02 358; G'43 -4. MANDIBLE: W1 1120 - 5;  CL 230; RB' 301 ; M2P1  
316; ZZ 44.; CC 96; ML izi ° ; CL 73-5;  RE 63-5; G0G0  96; ML 102 - 5;  CH 65;  M2H 26o; R L 700 . 

FEMUR: FeL1  405 (R), 41 I (L) ; FeL2  402 (R), 407 (L) ; FeL3  386 (R), 390 (L) ; FeD1  240 (a), 240 (L) ; FeD2  
302 (R), 302 (L). TIBIA: TiL 1  323 (R), 325 (L); TiL 2  324 (R), 323 (L); TiL, 308 (R), 308 (L); Ti14 328 (a), 
328 (L) ; 320 (R), 3 1 9 (L) ; TiL 306 (R), 305 (L). FIBULA: FiLi  317 (R). HUMERUS: HuL1  298 (R), 287 (L); 
HuD1  230 (R), zzz (L) ; HuD2  7. I (R), 173 (L). RADIUS: RaL1 207?  (R), 211 (L). ULNA: U1L 1  229 (L). 
RECONSTRUCTED STATURE: Mean of formulae applied to Fe1  (a + L)/2, TiL 1  (R + L)/2, FiL1  (a), HuL1  (R + L)/2, 
RaL 1  (a + L)2, and U1L 1  (L) = 1548 cm. or 5  ft. I in. (Burial 4.) 



22 	 CLARE FELL 

Eu. i . . 178. Skeleton of male subject, probably between 30 and 45  years. All maxillary teeth except 
first molars present at death. Some incrustation with tartar, especially on left side. Crowns moderately 
worn, apart from those of third molars. Periodontal erosions, in particular of third molars. Full mandibulai 
dentition at death. Anterior teeth rather crowded. Fair degree of attrition, most marked on margins of 
right first molar. Canine, premolars, and first and second molars on left side heavily incrusted with tartar. 
Alveolar erosion and traces of large apical abcess opposite root of right central incisor. Whole skeleton dis-
plays tendencies towards bony overgrowth and towards calcification, notably of laryngeal and costal carti-
lages, one result being formation of almost complete thyroid ' bone ' .  Extensive fractures of and damage to 
distal extremities, of second to fifth right metacarpals and proximal ends or first and fourth proximal 
phalanges, either post morten or immediately preceding death. Sacrum apparently normal. 

CRANIUM: C 1488; L 187; B i; B' 94;  H' 138; OH 114; /30H II35 S 114;  S 4.5; S3' 98 ;  S1  xzç; 

82 1128; S3  izz; S 38o; /3Q' 313; U 523; FL 368; FB 296; LB zoo; GL 90? G'H 78?; GB '0' ;J 132; 

NH 5 6 - 3; NB z47; 01 44-3;  02  36o; G 475  G2 403. MANDIBLE: W i  12v3; CL 39  RB' 3o6; M2P1  
297; H1  38o; ZZ472; CrCr 99.5; ML 1165 0 ; CL 77.5; ?7 67; G0G0  935 ML 1035; CH 73; M2H 
270; R  860 . FEMUR; FeL1  463 (R), 464 (L); FeL2  457 (R),  457 (L); FeL3  434 (R),  433 (L); FeD1  293 (R), 

290 (L); FeD2  34'0 (R), 340 (L). TIBIA: TiL 1  375 (R),  377 (L); TiL 2  372 (R), 374 (a.); TiL3  358 (R), 359 (L); 

Ti14 380 (R), 381 (L) ; TiL 368? (R), 370? (L) ; TiL 353 (R),  355 (L) ; TiD1  370 (R), 370 (L) ; TiD2  270 (R), 

z6ô (L). FIBULA: Fi11  372 (R). HUMERUS: HuL1  347 (R), 338 (L) ; HuD1  z68 (R), 253 (L) ; HuD2  21 O (R), 

200 (L). RADIUS: RaL 1  268 (R), 270(L). ULNA: U1L 1  293 (R), 293 (L). RECONSTRUCTED STATURE: Mean of 
formulae applied to FeL1  (R + L)/2, TiL 1  (R + L)/2,. FiL1  (R), HuL 1  (R + L)/2, RaL 1  (R + L)/2, and U1L1  (R + L)/2 

= I759 cm. or 5  ft. 91 in. (Burial i.) 

Eu. i . . 179. Almost complete maxilla, mandible, and greater part of post-cranial skeleton of male 
subject, probably over 50  years. Maxillary molars, except first left, lost ante mortem. Central incisors and 
right canine missing post mortem. Mandibular molars and right second premolar lost ante mortem. Gross 
overcrowding of lower incisors, lateral pair being forced to erupt lingually. All teeth still present in both 
jaws heavily worn. Malaligned healed fracture of left clavicle. Skeleton shows marked osteo-arthritic 
changes in general and more particularly in vertebrae. Five lumbar but six sacral vertebrae, first coccygeal 
vertebrae being most likely sacralized. . 

MANDIBLE: W1  ixo; RB' 	ZZ 440; CC 98; ML 1210 CL 725 RL 62; G 0G0  99  ML zoo; 
C7H 64; R L 740. FEMUR: FeL1  441?  (R), 440? (L) ; FeL2  436? (R), 435? (L) ; FeD1  28O (R), 28o (L) ; FeD2  
285 (R), 288 (L). HUMERUS: HuL1  333 (L) ; HuD1  240 (R), 240 (L) ; HuD2  196 (R), 196 (L). RADIUS: RaL 1  
252 (L). RECONSTRUCTED STATURE: Mean of formulae applied to FeL1  (it + L)/2, HuL 1  (R), and RaL1  (L) 

= I71 - I cm. or 5 ft.  71 in. (Burial 5.) 

Eu. I . 3. I 80. Incomplete limb bones and other fragments of post-cranial skeleton (extensively damaged 
by mechanical excavator before recovery) of adult male subject of indeterminate age but probably not past 
middle life. No sacrum. 

FEMUR: FeD1  25-0(R),  250 (L); FeD2  308 (R), 3o8 (L). TIBIA: TiD1  325 (R), 320 (a.). TiD 2  26 (R), 

270 (L). (Burial 6.) 

Eu. i . . 18 1 . Mandible and greater part of post-cranial skeleton of male subject, probably over 36 but less 
than 50. Full dentition at death, but left central incisor and second premolar since lost. Some overcrowding 
of anterior teeth. Moderate attrition of crowns. Slight incrustation with tartar but no evidence of caries. 
Mild degree of periodontal alveolar resorption. Sacrum incomplete, but apparently normal. 

MANDIBLE: W1  1255; CL 270; RB' 323; C,C, 100; ML 113 0 ; CL 78; RL 655; ML Ioi; CH 68; 
M2H270; RL 77°. FEMUR: FeL1 457? (L); FeL2  453? (L); FeD1  272 (R), 271 (L); FeD2  34-0(R), 340 (L). 

HUMERUS: HuL1  34' (L) ; HuD1  243 (R), 233 (L) ; HuD2  182 (it), i8o (L). ULNA: U1L 1  171  (R). RECON-

STRUCTED STATURE: Mean of formulae applied to FeL1  (L), HuL 1  (L), and U1L 1  (R) = 173 cm. or 5  ft. 81 in. 
(Burial 3.) 

Eu. 1.  . 182. Skull and fragments of post-cranial skeleton of male subject, possibly between 2o and 30, 

but probably between 20 and 25 . Full maxillary dentition at death, -but central incisors and left wisdom 
tooth lost post mortem. All mandibular teeth also present at death, but right incisors subsequently lost. 
Slight overcrowding. Mild degree of attrition of crowns in both jaws. No signs of pathological conditions 
in maxilla. Right wisdom tooth slightly carious in mandible. No sacrum. 



ROMAN BURIALS AT ARBURY ROAD, 1952 	 23 

CRANIUM: LI78;Bx46;B'Io4;OHII5;/3OHII35;SII4;SIo75;S 1 I34;S2 I2o;/3Q'3I7;U552; 
GB 92; J 136; NH i; Oit 44-6(R); 02 326 (R); G 448; G2  415. MANDIBLE W1  ii9; C,L 18'7; 
RB'286(R);M 2P1 289(n);H1 336;ZZ449;ML Io90 ;CL7z;RL65;G 0G0 94;ML xoI;C rH64(R); 
M2H 270 (R) ; R L 7°. FEMUR : FeD1  238 (R) ; FeD2  330 (R). TIBIA : TiD1  362 (L) ; TiD2  24'O (L). 
HUMERUS : HuL1  328 (L) ; HuD1  204 (L) ; HuD2  176 (L). RADIUS: RaL1  260 (L). ULNA: U1L1  278 (L). 
RECONSTRUCTED STATURE: Mean of formulae applied to HuL1  (L), RaL 1  (L), and U1L 1  (L) 1752 cm. or 
5 ft.  9  in. (Burial z.) 

No commentary is needed on the shocking dental state of the half-dozen individuals repre-
sented. Of greater interest to odontologists, however, is the overcrowding of the anterior teeth, 
particularly those of the lower jaw in all five cases where the dentition could be observed. The 
anomalous sacra of Eu. i . . 177 and Eu. i . 3 . 179, curiously enough, are not unique for Arbury 
Road, since of two out of four adult skeletons discovered on an allotment there in 1937, in associa-
tion with Roman pottery, sacralization of the fifth lumbar vertebra occurs, principally on the right 
side, in one presumably male and one presumably female sacrum. 1  The tendency towards an 
unstable lumbo-sacral junction shown by three of the eight Romano-British sacra recovered from 
Arbury Road since 1937—in Eu. 1-  . i8o and Eu. i . 3. i8z the bone is missing—and the presence 
of another anomaly in a fourth may point to some degree of close relationship among their owners 
that would be consistent with the conditions responsible for the crowding of the front teeth. 
But whether or not this is familial cannot be determined. 

Only two calvariae of the skulls found in 1952 are sufficiently well preserved for the capacities 
to be ' cubed' by a direct method (Breitinger, 1936 ; Tildesley and Datta-Majumdar, 1944  Of the 
three cephalic indices, 77.0 (Eu. I -  1- 177),  775 (Eu. 1-  30 178), and 820 (Eu. i . 3- 182), the 
first two values would be unexceptional for Romano-Britons of either sex, and the third falls well 
within the male range of the Iron Age series from Maiden Castle (Morant and Goodman, 1940) 
now preserved in the Duckworth Laboratory. The female from Arbury Road was just under 
155 cm. or 5ft. i in. tall in life, and the mean stature of the four males is 175 . 9 cm. or 5 ft. 8 in. 
The last value is close to a figure recently computed for the height of sixteen male Dobuni from 
Frilford, Berks, based on femoral lengths, namely 1724 cm. or 5 ft. 8 in. (Trevor, 1954), though 
considerably in excess of between twenty-five and thirty male Maiden Castle statures, the 
weighted mean of which is I679 cm. or 5 ft. 6 in., based on the lengths of the femora, tibiae, 
humeri, and radii of the right side (Trevor, unpublished—recalculated from Goodman and 
Morant, 1940). 
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FURTHER ROMANO-BRITISH BURIALS 
FOUND AT ARBURY ROAD IN 1953 

W. H. C. FREND, M.A., F.S.A. 

THE CEMETERY AREA 
ON 8 May 1953, men excavating a sewer trench with a grab came upon a cremation 
burial lying in gravel 6 feet below the ground surface, some zo feet north of the stone 
coffins (see above). The calcined bones were contained in a Samian bowl, form 37,  of 
the mid or late second century A.D. There were no other grave goods. 

Mr B. R. Hartley contributes the following note on this bowl (Fig. i): 

The decoration is in panels repeated four times round the bowl in a style typical of Central• 
Gaulish work of the Antonine period. The main interest of the bowl lies in the cursive signature 
below the decoration, which, although faint, may be read with confidence as that of MERCATOR 
of Lezoux. The style is rather different from. his usual one and I have not previously noted. this 
ovolo on his signed or stamped work. However, the combination of a crisp wavy-line with vertical 
bead-rows is matched on an unpublished piece from Corbridge with the same cursive signature. 

A bowl from Wroxeter (Wroxeter 1912, 18) shows that MERCATOR was associated with the 
well-known CINNAMVS firm, and there is no reason to doubt that their activity was broadly 
contemporary. The present example may be dated c. A. D. 145-70. 

The figure-types are Mercury, 0. 533,  larger; goat, 0. 1836 ; eagle, 0. 2162, holding a small 
quadruped, 0. 1555 ?,  in its beak; Minerva, cf. 0. 126 B. ; cock to r., 0. 2348, which is replaced in 
two panels by a similar one to 1., 0.2361; panther, not previously recorded. 

One other cremation group from the same area consisted of two cooking pots, the 
smaller containing calcined bones. These are similar to two vessels found in the 
Guilden Morden cemetery,' and probably date from the late second century also. 

Nearer the main Romano-British settlement, bones from three skeletons were 
found during trenching by the builders. 

THE ISOLATED BURIAL 
About 

; 
mile south-east of the main settlement (Nat. Grid TL 45226049), employees 

of the Cambridge City Waterworks Company came upon a well-furnished grave 
I ft. 6 in. below the surface. The grave furniture included seven Samian vessels, two 
of form 35,  three of form 36, and one each of forms 46 and Curie 15, all of Antonine 
date. According to the finders, these had been arranged in tiers, the smaller vessels 
having been placed inside the larger. On either side were four rectangular glass 
bottles, two of which at least contained calcined bones. The group also included 
a single-handled green glass jug of finer quality resembling one from the Bartlow Hill 

1  T. C. Lethbridge, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxvi (1936), p. 109 if, p1. III. 
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Barrows. The remaining associated objects were an iron lamp and lamp-hanger, and 
a ring-necked flagon in yellowish-white fabric. There was no evidence that this 
group had been enclosed in a receptacle. 

fI 
—' 	B.R.H. '55 

Fig. i. Arbury Road. Sarnian bowl, form 37.  Antonine period, i/z. 

I F'  5 

Fig. z. Pottery from Pit 9,  Arbury Road, i/z. 

The burial is comparable in richness to one found in 1925 at Girton.' It calls to 
mind other well-furnished burials from eastern England like those from Guilden 
Morden,2  and the Bartlow Hills, 3  which also include iron lamps and hangers. 

1  Hollingworth and O'Reilly, The Anglo-Saxon Cemetery at Girton, p1. XI. 
2  T. C. Lethbridge, op. cit. especially Cremation 3,  and fig. i. 	Arch. vol. xxv, pp. i ff.,  p1. HI, fig. 5. 
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During the winter of 	a limited amount of work was possible behind Nos. 18 
and zo Humphreys Road which now covered the site of the Roman dwelling 
revealed in 1953.' Trial trenches proved that the latter did not extend to the north. 
On the other hand, the footings of a wall z ft. wide, and 23 ft. long were found 
running roughly east to west at right-angles to the walls of the outbuildings which 
existed just east of the Roman dwelling. This wall, like those found in 1 9 5 3, had been 
built over pits and could not have supported a heavy structure. It may be that these 
various constructions are the remains of a large rectangular barn built at the side of 
the modest farmhouse. Pottery from the pits under the wall included fragments of 
the same coarse hand-made ware as that described from the nearby Pit 9  (Fig.2), as 
well as normal wheel-made pottery. It appears to date from the second century A.D. 

APPENDIX I 
POTTERY FROM PIT 9 (FIG. z) 

I . Small medium-mouthed jar in grey-brown fabric with thick purple-grey core and traces of 
black surface wash.  

An almost precise parallel from Pit 4 (C. A.D. 130-60) has already been published. 2  
Medium-mouthed jar in brick-red fabric with thick blue-grey core and black burnished 

surface. The rim has been carelessly rolled and varies considerably in section. A series of five 
roughly incised grooves decorates the shoulder. 

Medium-mouthed jar in brick-red fabric with thick grey core (diameter about 8 in.). The 
surface, which is black and slightly burnished, is decorated with a series of roughly scored lines in 
the tradition common to the War Ditches and Horningsea potters. The piece differs in other 
details, however, from the known products of these two sites. 

Medium-mouthed vessel in purple-grey fabric with a thick grey-black core and burnished 
surface. The precise form of this interesting vessel is uncertain. 

Two fragments of hand-made jars in black fabric with shell fragments and large non-
calcitic grit. The surfaces are patchy, varying from orange-brown to black in colour. 

These pieces are evidence for the manufacture of vessels of native type in the second century 
A.D. and are based on Iron Age A z traditions. As native hand-made vessels have already been 
found in a fourth-century context at Arbury Road, 3  it seems probable that they were in use there 
throughout the Romano-British period. 

That hand-made jars are liable to occur in Romano-British contexts, especially in the Highland 
Zone, has long been appreciated. The Arbury Road fragments provide a salutary reminder of how 
strong native traditions were in parts of the Lowland Zone. The point is one that should be kept 
in mind in the future in dealing with surface finds from the Cambridge area. 

General remarks 
Pit 9  clearly belongs to the second century, as the small jar (no. i) and the general affinities of the 
other pieces show. The chief interest of the group lies in the addition of several new types to the 
Arbury Road series, 4  and in the presence of hand-made vessels in the Iron Age tradition. 

E. R. HARTLEY 

Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLVIII (15), pp. 10-41. 	 2  Ibid. P. 32, no. 29. 
Ibid. P. 39, no.  95. 	 4  Ibid. pp. 34-9. 
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THE INITIAL EXCAVATION OF AN 
ANGLO-SAXON CEMETERY AT MELBOURN, 

CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

D. M. WILSON, B.A. 

THE initial excavation of the Anglo-Saxon cemetery at Melbourn, Cambridgeshire, 
was carried out in the early months of 1952 by the Cambridge Archaeological Field 
Club under the direction of the. Hon. R. W. H. Erskine and the writer. Its discovery 
was reported by Mr G. 0. Vinter, M.A., in the autumn of 1951- 

SITUATION OF THE CEMETERY 

The cemetery is situated on the edge of the chalk escarpment, above the ioo ft. 
contour, close to the line of the Street Way, on the southern outskirts of the village 
of Melbourn, some 8 miles south of Cambridge on the main London Road. It was 
discovered during bulldozing operations which were being carried out by the 
Melbourn Whiting Company, to the principals of which we are indebted for their 
kind assistance.' The proximity of the site to the village was not in the best interests 
of archaeology, as some of the graves were opened by the villagers in search of 
souvenirs. The number of graves thus opened was not more than three. 

- 	 DESCRIPTION OF THE CEMETERY 

During 1952 twenty-eight graves were opened, two of which contained a double 
burial. All save one (no. X) were extended burials, the exception was a crouched 
burial. As the top soil, overlaying the chalk, had been removed mechanically, it is 
difficult to estimate the depths of the graves and dangerous to particularize, but 
generally speaking it would seem that the more richly furnished graves were 
shallower than those with no furnishing. other than the occasional knife. The 
deepest graves were probably about 4  ft. below the modern ground surface and the 
shallowest about i ft. 6 in. 

The skeletons were very much decayed and fragile and, when found, many bones 
had disappeared ; this was especially noticeable in the case of young children. Where 
possible the long bones, skull and pelvic bones were removed to the Museum of 
Archaeology and Ethnology at Cambridge and have been examined, sexed and 
measured by Miss F. E. Armstrong, whose report is appended (Appendix I). 

1  The voluntary help of many undergraduate members of the club must be acknowledged. Our thanks 
are also due to Mr T. C. Lethbridge and to the curators of the University Museum of Archaeology and 
Ethnology, Dr Bushnell and Miss Fell, for all their help. 
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The only structural features revealed by the excavators were two trenches or 
ditches running approximately north-north-west by south-south-east. The larger of 
the two ditches, that to the east, was definitely earlier than part of the cemetery as 
it was overlaid by grave XXVII. No êomparative factor • aided us in dating the 
smaller ditch, which was only half the size of the other. It may be that these two 
trenches defined the limits of the cemetery at various stages in its history; but on the 
whole it is more likely that the smaller one was a field boundary of medieval date, 
and although it is true to say of the other that the richer burials were. found to the 
east of it, the trench may well be of Romano-British date. 

• 	Fig. i . Small vessel. Grave I. 
Half natural size. 

The orientation of all the burials varied no more than ten degrees from the north-
south line. 

It is interesting to note on a matter of excavational technique that although the 
whole surface of the topsoil was removed by what may seem to have been very 
viblent mechanical means, very little damage was done to the very fragile . bones of 
the skeletons; and an added advantage for the archaeologist was that it minimized 
a great deal of the manual labour usually associated with cross-trenching such a site 
in search of graves.. . 

. 	 THE GRAVES 	 . 
S 	 GRAVE I. This contained the much decayed bones of a child (aet- 7-8 years) of 

. indeterminate sex. From this grave came the only ceramic find of the cemetery: a 
very coarse hand-thrown pot of grey fabric (Fig. i). This is of a type found at 
Shudy Hill' and Sleaford 2  and dated there to the early seventh century. The dating 
value of this pot is practically nil, as is suggested in the Whitby report, 3  where this 
type of pot is found to be not inconsistent with any date between the seventh and 

S 	
the ninth centuries. This type of pot has a very interesting continental history. It 

1  Lethbridge (1936), p1. I. 	 2  Myers (1951), fig. xo, p. 90. 
Peers and Radford (xçi), fig. z, nos.x and 2. 
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appears first in the coastal areas of the North Sea in the seventh century and thence 
spreads up the Rhine into Central Germany, where it is found throughout the 
seventh, eighth and ninth centuries.' It would be interesting to know the connexion 
between these pots and the Rhenish ones—if there is any. 

GRAVE II. This was a deep grave, 2  about 4  ft. deep, containing a short, rather 
muscular male; associated with him was a small knife on the left-hand side above the 
pelvis. The cervical vertibrae had been displaced, and he may have had his neck 
broken either before or after his death. 

GRAVE III. This grave contained a very small, slight female, with crossed legs. To 
the east of the skull was an iron-bound box having angle-irons, a handle, a hasp and 
small clamps for securing the bottom to the sides. One angle-iron lay in position 
about z in. from the bottom of the grave. Mr Lethbridge, who excavated the box, 
says that it would seem to have been some 9  in. by i i in. by more than 2-1  in. in 
height. The lid was presumably flat and hinged with wire; the hasp hinged with two 
loops and engaged with a third on the lip of the box; the handle would be either on 
top or in front of the box. Also to the east of the head, so 'me 3  in. from the bottom 
of the grave, was a double-sided bone comb, the strengthening strips of which were 
held by iron rivets. Attached to the comb by a bronze rivet was a contracting ring of 
bronze. Almost next to the skull and on the same side was a bronze mounted wooden 
cup, clearly a small object, perhaps 4 m. in diameter; its greatest girth was probably 
surrounded by a thin bronze loop (c. in. in width) ; there was probably a crack in 
the lip, and this had been repaired with a folded strip of bronze (il in. by i in.), 
secured to the bowl by thin bronze pins. An iron band and a bronze clamp had also 
been used to hold the crack together. 3  

Underneath her left arm were a pair of iron shears, a knife and a bronze ring. 
GRAVE IV. A very old female with only ten teeth on the mandible at death. No 

grave goods. 
GiivE V. An old male with the skull resting on the pelvis. At his-left-hand side 

between the ribs and the pelvis was a knife. The mandible was in position at the 
neck; this position suggests that the grave was disturbed and the skull moved at a 
later date. 

GRAVE VI. A female with badly decayed teeth, her left arm bent across the belly. 
The spinal column was contracted as if the grave had been too short for the body. 
On her right-hand side on a level with her skull were the remains of ,a bronze-
mounted cup of about four inches in diameter. At the left elbow was an iron knife 
and on the same side just below the pelvis was a complex containing one small jet 
bead, a larger blue ' melon ' bead (P1. IV, i and j) and a bronze hook and eye. On 
her left-hand side at the foot were the remains of an iron-bound box which is difficult 
to reconstruct satisfactorily. 

GRAVE VII. A female (?) with the right arm laid across the stomach and the left 
1  .7ahrbuch (11952), p1. i6. 
2 1 am grateful to Mr. Lethbridge for his descriptions of graves II and III which he made on the site. 
3  Cf. Fausett (1856), p. 1 13;   Lethbridge (1936), fig. 7,  no. 3; and British Museum (17), fig. 13. 
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arm bent so that the hand was underneath the chin. On the shoulder was a silver 
disk pendant, aboutin. in diameter, the centre is bossed and might have taken the 
head of a pin (P1. IV, 1). A pattern is formed round the boss of the disk by means of 
a series of triangles and dots, stamped, rather crudely, in a formal zigzag reserved 
pattern based on the central boss. The use of stamped triangles forming a reserved 
pattern is fairly common in Western Europe in the seventh century; we have examples 
from Germany at Gammertingen 1  in Hohenzollern and Weimar ;2  from Sjaelland, 
Denmark ;3  in Norway it appears on a fifth-century silver square-headed brooch from 
Roligheden, Larvik;14 nearer home it appears at Market Overton on the border of the 
head of a square-headed brooch from a late sixth-century grave, 5  although, as 
Baldwin Brown remarked, it may be of an earlier date. Another use of it, on a circular 
field this time, occurs in the same cemetery on a double spiral dress fastener. 6  It will be 
seen from the wide variety of find spots of this type of ornament that little useful 
dating evidence is available. If, however, we place it at the end of the sixth century, 
we cannot be very far out. Below the left elbow was a knife, and by the left ankle 
were two bronze lace tags. By the left-hand side of the skull was a bronze pin which 
may have been a hood-fastener or shroud pin; the pin has a perforated head with the 
remains of an iron mounting in the perforation. This fragment of iron is probably the 
remains of an iron rin9 . 7  These ring-headed pins were probably only ordinary cloak 
pins, the movable ring being purely ornamental (P1. IV, o).8 

GRAVE VIII. A male(?) with an unusual tartar concretion on the molars of both 
jaws; the left arm, was bent over the pelvis. The skull faced to the right, and at the 
back of the skull was a bronze pin about i I in. in length. On the breast was an 
annular brooch, • the ring of which had a serrated decoration (P1. IV, r). A bronze 
buckle (Pl..IV, a) on his left side and a small knife on a level with it by the backbone 
perhaps give evidence of a belt. By his left hand was a large bead, whorl or toggle. 9  
A six-sided green glass bead completed the grave furniture. 

GRAVE IX. A rich female burial. The head was facing to the left and her arms were 
by her side. Underneath her head was a bronze pin with a tubular head, perhaps a 
hood-fastener ; the hollow head suggests that some perishable material formed an 
ornamental finish to the plain pin; if this is so, it cannot have been very heavy, for the 
pin is not much more than an inch and a quarter in length. To the right of the head 
were the iron handle and mounts of a wooden bucket, about 3  or  4  in. in diameter. 
On the left-hand side of her head were two bronze mounts for a gourd, similar to 
those of grave III. Round her neck was a string of beads (P1. V, top): 

One oval, sectioned annular bead of blue paste with a white spiral starting at the perforation 
and working outwards. 

1 Gjessing (11934),  fig. i. 
3 Muller (1888-95), p1. XXXI and P. 55. 
5 Baldwin Brown (1915), p1. LXIV and P.  336. 
6 Baldwin Brown (1915),  p1. LXXVI and P. 360. 
7 Cf. the -bronze example from grave XXVI. 
9  Vide Lethbridge (iii), P. 76. 

2 Götze (1912), fig. a. 
4  Aberg (1924), fig. 36. 

8 Vide Baldwin Brown (1915), pp. 369f. 
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Buckles, rings and other ornaments; Melbourn Anglo-Saxon Cemetery. 

(Photo, Museum of Archaeolo gy and Ethnology) 
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Jewellery from Graves TX and XI; Melbourn Anglo-Saxon Cemetery. 

(Photo, Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology) 
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Two small biconic blue glass beads. 
One cylindrical red bead. 
One paste bead with a marbled effect in green, red, yellow, blue and brown, approximately 

half an inch in diameter. 
One dark glass bead of Beck's form B4f.b. 1  (i.e. a short cylinder with two convex ends)'; on the 

sides of the bead are inset rough circles of twisted glass made up of green and cream strands. 
One example of the type A2b.d. of Beck (i.e. chamfered conic disk). 
One bone example of the above type B4f.b. 
Two perfectly matched amethyst drop beads, each about an inch in length, one of which had 

been chipped in antiquity. 2 	 - 

To the inside of her left humerus was a double-sided comb of bone, about 8 in. in 
length; the strengthening strips on either side were fastened with iron rivets. A bronze 
hood-fastener and rivet was found on the ' right of her chest, and outside her left leg 
was a complex of small bronze plates, one of which had a punched design, made up 
of the well-known ring-and-dot ornament, set in the form of a saltire. There was 
evidence of a girdle or belt with two rings (P1. IV, n and p), one of bronze (about an inch 
in diameter), which was probably a toggle, and the other of iron, which had two riveted 
bronze plates attached (one of which has a punched ring-and-dot ornamentation), which 
may have formed the mount of a purse or of the sheath of a knife. Two small riveted 
bronze plates may have formed part of the belt, or perhaps had something to do with the 
sheath mounting of the knife, which lay near by. By the left hand was a smaller bronze 
ring with a riveted bronze mounting. Between the ankles were two bronze lace-tags. 

GRAVE X. A crushed male burial—the only crouched burial in the cemetery. The 
only find was an iron knife to his left side. It is possible that he died with his knees 
bent and could not be laid out, owing to the onset of rigor mortis. 

GRAVE XI. This was a double grave; the lower skeleton, a female, having been 
pushed to one side to allow for the burial of the male on top. The upper burial must 
have been almost contemporary with the lower one—for although the lower one is in 
a somewhat distorted position the joints remained correctly positioned and the bones 
are not displaced. It may be that the double burial is the result of a very hard winter 
when, the 'ground being frozen, grave digging was difficult. 

The top burial (male) had his skull facing to the right and behind the skull was 
a sheep's jaw bone, the only example from this cemetery of food associated with 
a burial. A bronze buckle (P1. IV, c) and two knives were in position at his waist, and 
on his right femur were four pieces of iron, which proved to be the remains of the handle 
of a small wooden bucket, about 3  in. in diameter, on the surviving mount of which 
are traces of wood. Scattered throughout the grave, top and bottom, were a number 
of objects of iron—nails, pins or wire—which had probably been disturbed at the time 
of the second inhumation; they make little sense and cannot be reconstructed. 

1 Beck (1927), pis. 2-3. 
2 For a discussion of amethyst beads in the Anglo-Saxon period see Leeds (1936), pp. 77-8 et passim; 

Jessup (1950), pp. 52 and 90. In the Cambridge region they are known at Burwell, Exning, Little Wilbraham' 
and Shudy Camps. A significant association in relation 'to grave IX is that at Sibertswold, Kent (see below, 
P- 34). 

CAS 
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The bottom burial (female). On and in the region of the sternum was a series of 
small rings and pendants of silver and a series of beads (P1. V, bottom). There were 
seven beads, one of red paste, four of green, all cylindrical, and two annular blue glass 
beads of circular section. Two small bossed mounts of silver of a sub-lozenge shape 
seem to have been added to the necklace as pendants, though it is strange that they 
both have broken perforations. The five silver rings varied in diameter between 
; andin. ; they were probably sewn on to the garment to form with the beads and 

other pendants a permanent festoon decoration.' There were two other pendants, one 
of silver in the form of a hand, the fingers being formed of a series of parallel ridges 
with intervening nielloed grooves; this hand symbol has contemporary German 
parallels. 2  The other pendant was of mosaic glass mounted in silver, forming an oval 
object just under an inch in length. The basic material of the centre piece was dark 
brown or blue glass, with a trellis pattern of twisted green and white glass. The 
mount consists of a flat silver plate turned over at the top to form a corrugated loop 
for suspension; on this the glass was mounted, enclosed by a strip of silver in turn 
surrounded by a length of segmented silver wire. The whole effect is very graceful. 
This is exactly paralleled in gold at Sibertswold in Kent, 3  and a very similar mount 
comes from Cowlow in Derbyshire, 4  although here the inlay is spiraliform. The type of 
mounting used on these pieces was most popular in the late Pagan period for the 
setting of Cabochon jewellery. 5  

On the pelvis of the woman was an iron buckle which revealed the imprint of a 
very coarse cloth. 

GRAVE XII. A muscular male with his five lumbar vertebrae fused together by 
rheumatoid-arthritic growth. To the right of the skull was ,a shield-boss (Fig. 2) in 
a very strange position; it lay about an inch from the floor of the grave, and the edge 
of the flange on one side was touching the skull and on the other was only 2 in. from 
the head of the grave. There does not seem to have been much room for the placing 
of the whole shield in the grave. The boss stood about 5 in. high and was about 
6 in. in diameter; in form it is a flanged cone, the point of the cone being surmounted 
by a bronze-covered iron stud to form a small roundel about in. in diameter. The 
flange was about in. in width. Behind the boss was a plain bar of iron, forming the 
handle of the shield; this was bound round with cloth of linen texture, the impression 
of which is preserved in parts by the iron. The boss was constructed from a flat sheet. 
of metal, much as we would form a cone of a flat piece of paper. The overlap was 
trimmed and the rather narrow flange was hammered out, resulting in a slight 
carination. This is a very unusual, if not unique type of shield-boss. It is certainly 
not paralleled in the Cambridge region, where every boss that I have been able to 
examine is hammered or cast hollow, with a few exceptions, into the traditional 
carinated form. 6  I. have not handled the Kentish material, but I have been unable to 
find any illustrated parallel. The form of boss is not mentioned in the two standard 

1 Vide Lethbridge (ip), P.  76. 	 2. Werner (io), p1. 17. 
3 Fausset (1856), p1. IV, figs. 8 and 9  and p. 131 . 	 Leeds (1936), p. 109, fig. 23a. 
5. E.g. at Roundway Down, Wilts, and Bafriston, Kent. 	6 E.g. Lethbridge 09 3 1 ), p. 86. 
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works on the subject,' and I have been unable to find any parallels in the museums 
of Scandinavia, which areparticularly rich in weapons of this period. The nearest 
approach to the shape seems to be in the ' Zuckenhutform ' shield-bosses of the 
Low Countries and the Rhenish area. 2  It would seem, therefore, that here we have 
a single odd example of a smith experimenting with a new, and possibly less 
expensive, method of constructing such objects. 

Fig. z. Boss and grip of shield. Grave XII. 
Half natural size. 

Fig. 3.  Spearhead. Grave XII. 
, 	 Half natural size. 

At the  edge of the grave on the left was found a spear-head about 118 in. in length 
(Fig. 3). A knife from the lower ribs and a small bronze buckle (P1. • IV, f) from the 
pelvis, both on the man's left-hand side, complete the furniture of the grave. 

GivE XIII. A very deep, well-made grave containing a male with a knife at his 
left hand on the lower ribs. The bottom of the grave was about three feet below the 
mechanically cleaned surface. 

GRAVE XIV. A very old man with only nine teeth on his mandible at death. By 
his right-hand side between the elbow and the ribs was a double-sided bone comb, 

Keller (5906) and Izikowitz (11311). 	
2  Zeiss (zo), P. 173. 

3-2 
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about 5 in. in length, the strengthening bars on either side were attached by means 
of six iron and one bronze rivet: as is usual, the teeth were cut after the bars had been 
riveted into place, indicated by the cut on the bevel of the bar. This grave was. very 
broad and ill-made. 

GRAVE XV and GiwiE XVI contained infants whose bones in the main had dis-
integrated and dissolved away. The teeth of the child in grave XV indicate that it was 
about 18 months old at death. 

GRAVE XVII. A muscular male, whose grave was disturbed by unauthorized 
persons. Photographs and plan have been preserved, however. An iron buckle attached 
by a bronze plate (P1. IV, b) to what was presumably a belt or girdle holding the 
knife came from the centre of the body. 

GRAVE XVIII. A double burial, both skeletons were male. 
The upper burial had been crushed by the bulldozer, his right arm was by his side 

and his left was doubled up on to his shoulder. There was no associated find. 
The lower burial, whose teeth were very worn, had his left arm across his belly. 

On the right side of his pelvis was a buckle, underneath which was preserved a piece 
of cloth of fine woollen material of worsted texture. The plate of the buckle was 
pierced with a number of small round holes in a roughly oval pattern (P1. IV, c). 
Under his left arm and on his ribs was a knife. 

GivE XIX. An old female with her skull facing to her left. Three silver rings 
probably acted as the supports of .a festoon consisting of two red, two green and one 
blue cylindrical paste beads, and one irregularly crescentic-shaped bead of white 
pebble. A silver disk with a punched equal-armed cross-pattern (P1. IV), about - 2  in. 
in diameter, was also found in the complex ;  it is of paper thinness and was pre-
sumably cemented to a wooden or a leather base. A penannular ring was below her 
left scapula and a knife was on her left side between her pelvis and her ribs. Between 
her thighs were the remains of a large box, with a large spindle whorl or toggle 
placed, presumably, inside it.' 

GivE XX. A male, the left-hand side of whose jaw had been broken and healed, 
in an imperfect manner, during life. This resulted in a very uneven growth and wear 
of the front teeth, and it is probable that the movement of the jaw would be very 
much restricted. The pain may have caused the very marked development of the 
frontal; this is discussed by Miss Armstrong. The right arm was folded across 
the body. There were no directly associated finds, but in the infilling of the grave 
were two glass beads, formed of the bead-rim of a glass jar, which had been pierced 
longitudinally. 

Gitvr XXI was robbed and the grave goods were not retrieved. 
Givi XXII. On the general structure of the pelvis and the legs this is considered 

to be a male burial. The left orbit and face of the skull had been crushed by the 
bulldozer, making the determination of sex difficult. He was facing right and had 
a knife in the usual position at his left-hand side. One shoe-lace tag was found by 
his left heel. . 

1 Cf. Lethbridge ('93 I), P. 76. Toggles are also found in boxes at Burwell, graves 42, 76 and izi. 
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Givi XXIII. A child of about io years of age. The skull and pelvis were badly 

crushed, rendering sexing difficult. A knife was placed on the left-hand side below 
the pelvis. 

GRAVE XXIV. The skeleton in this grave was too fragmentary to be sexed with 
accuracy; by the size of the femur it would seem unlikely that it was a female. A knife 
was placed in the usual position by the left-hand side. 

GRAVE XXV. A muscular, but very old, male; all the lower molars had disappeared 
before death. At the head of the grave on his left-hand side was a spearhead about 
12 in. in length(fig. 4).  A knife was in position by his left-hand side; and preserved by 
a buckle of bronze were two fragments of cloth of fairly fine weave; the plate of the 
buckle was in a fragmentary state and the catch-pin had disappeared completely. 

GRAVE XXVI. A boy of about io or 12 years of age with legs crossed. Under his 
chin was a pin, with a perforated head which carried a ring, the whole being made of 
bronze; the head of the pin was in the form of a figure of eight with the two elements 
bent at right-angles, the top one pierced to carry the ring. On his right-hand side, 
on the pelvis, lay a bronze buckle; a riveted bronze buckle was by his left hand. 

Fig. 4.  Spearhead. Grave XXV. 
One-quarter natural size. 

GRAVE XXVII. A girl about i4 years of age with her left arm bent across her belly. 
This grave lay across the large trench or ditch, and was therefore probably of a later 
date. 

GRAVE XXVIII. A girl(?) of about 7 years of age. In the centre of her pelvis lay 
a bronze buckle and a knife lay underneath her left forearm. 

The Kentish Connexion. Several graves have given us evidence of the connexion 
between East Anglia and Kent.' This connexion has often been noted before ;2  here 
we would only mention it once again. We have already noted the similarity between 
the pendants from grave XI at Melbourn and barrow 172 at Sibertswold. These 
three pendants would all seem to have come from the same workshop. The amethyst 
drop beads are also a popular Kentish form and are, incidentally, also found at 
Sibertswold. This form of bead is also a popular continental form. 3  

Loss of teeth. I am grateful to Mr Lethbridge for drawing my attention to the many 
skulls which lack a number of teeth; this is seldom observed in the local pagan 
burials, but is frequent among the Romano-British. Its reappearance at Burwell, 
Shudy Camps and Melbourn perhaps indicates a change of diet. 

The date of the cemetery. The cemetery at Melbourn fits into the well-known 

1 Graves IX and XI. 	 2 Lethbridge (ii and 1936) ; Leeds (1936), etc. 
3  They are found, for instance, in Sweden, e.g. Nilssonska, Lund Mus., no. 3597. 
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Cambridgeshire series of late date which contains, among others, Burwell,' Shudy 
Camps2  and Saffron Walden. There is little doubt that the cemetery dates from the 
early seventh century and later. The arguments that the series represent Christian 
burial grounds has been repeated a number of times by Mr Lethbridge and will not 
bear repetition here. The cemetery shows the change-over from paganism to 
Christianity that took place in East Anglia at some time in the first half of the seventh 
century; the original, semi-pagan cemetery may have been delimited by the larger 
of the two ditches and was probably expanded as need arose. 

Note. It is to be emphasized, in conclusion, that the cemetery is by no means 
completely excavated, and that new evidence may be forthcoming. 3  
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APPENDIX I 

THE HUMAN REMAINS 

In the first season of ' rescue work '  at the Melbourn Anglo-Saxon cemetery during the summer of 
1952, the remains of twenty-seven individuals were found. From an anatomical appreciation of 
the skulls and post-cranial skeletons nineteen adults have been sexed as male and five as female. 
An isolated frontal bone, however, almost certainly represents a sixth woman, and there are two 
children aged from above nine to eleven years. The topsoil of the site had been removed by bull- 

Lethbridge (1931). 	 2 Lethbridge (1936). 
3 For this reason no plan of the cemetery is published here: such a plan would be misleading. The 

existing survey of the site is preserved in the University Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, Cambridge. 
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dozing before the chalk was mechanically excavated, with the worst possible consequences for 
the human remains, which were often too damaged for measurement. 

The anomalous conditions and ante-mortem traumata exhibited by the surviving material may 
be dismissed very shortly. Two of the crania (Eu. 1. z. 23 I CT and Eu. i . z. 239 ) have persistent 
metopic sutures. The tibia and fibula of an elderly subject (Eu. r. z. 241 ) are fused in the 
lower third of their length, presumably owing to arthritis. The mandible of another (Eu. 1.2. 25 5 ) 
had been fractured when the owner was in the prime of life, and the injury had healed in an 
unusual way, the left condyle forming a bone cyst which was associated with an enlarged mastoid 
groove on the same side of the calvaria. As a result of the restricted jaw-movements and conse-
quent lack of attrition, the growth of the incisor and the canine teeth was far from even. In 
almost every dentition examined the occlusal surfaces were extremely worn, indicating the 
presence of grit in the diet, and a good many teeth were carious. An irregular occlusion occurs in 
one case (Eu. i . 2. 233 ), the crowns of the molar-premolar series being almost chisel-shaped. 

As a general guide to ageing and sexing, the section on skeletal identification by Boyd & Trevor 
( 1 953)  in Modern Trends in Forensic Medicine has been relied upon. The technique used in 
measuring crania and mandibles is that described by Trevor (1950), which is based in turn on 
Buxton and Morant (1933) and Morant (1936). Long bones were measured in accordance with 
the directions given in Mukherjee, Rao and Trevor (1955), and the-multiple regression formulae 
of Trotter and Gleser (1952) have been used to reconstruct statures from their lengths. Five 
individuals from Melbourn appear in Tables XVI and XVII of Mflnter's (1936) study of Anglo-
Saxon long bones, and it is very likely that the source of these is the same cemetery as furnished 
the present series. Münter makes no reference to any excavation report, however, and their 
recovery may therefore have been ' unarchaeological ' . This appendix will be confined to a short 
discussion of the statures of the Melbourn Anglo-Saxons of both sexes and to a slightly more 
detailed metrical comparison of the male skulls with a larger series from a neighbouring site. 
A copy of the individual measurements of the Melbourn crania, mandibles, and limb bones, with 
observations on each specimen, has been deposited in the Duckworth Laboratory for purposes 
of record. 
. The statures of eleven Melbourn males estimated from the formulae already mentioned range 

from i6o6 cm. (5  ft.  4  in.) to 1837 cm. (6 ft. i in.), the mean value being 1742 cm. ( ft.  9  in.). 
This compares well with the similarly calculated average height, 1730 cm. (5 ft.  94  in.), of 
between twenty-six and forty-six male Anglo-Saxons from Burwell, a cemetery about twenty miles 
from Melbourn and of the same archaeological context. Only three females from Melbourn had 
the limb bones well enough preserved for estimates to be made of their statures when they were 
alive. These are 55.9  cm. ( ft. in.), 1652 cm. (5  ft. 6 in.), and 1667 cm. (5  ft. 6 in.), giving 
a mean of 162- 6 cm. ( ft.  4  in.). These women were thus i i6 cm. (52 in.) shorter than the men, 
a figure which is close to the usual difference in stature between the sexes. The average height of 
modern British men, which has remained unchanged for the past hundred years although full 
growth has been attained progressively earlier in life (Morant, io), is I687 cm. (5  ft.  7  in.). 
The Melbourn people were two inches taller, but the ancestry of the modern British seems to hark 
back to a more remote and shorter-statured racial strain than the Saxon (Hooke and Morant, 1926; 
Trevor, 1954). - 

Did the small sample from Melbourn belong to the same population as the far larger Burwell 
series (Brash, Layard and Young, 1935)?  To attempt to answer such a question an assumption 
must be made and a simple test applied. It will be assumed that the Burwell male means 
for cranial characters and their standard deviations are those of the total population, although 
this cannot be more than a first approximation to the truth. If n denotes the number of 
measurements on which the mean of any cranial character, , of the male Melbourn series is 
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based, / and o are the respective mean and standard deviation for the same character in the male 
Burwell series, and d is the difference between and p irrespective of sign, then the standard 
error of that difference may be expressed as ed= crV(i/n). If, again, the value of died,  the so-called 
''critical ratio ' , is 20 or more, the difference —,u or It - may be taken to be statistically significant 
at the 5 % probability level, i.e. the odds against its chance occurrence would be about nineteen 
to one. 

TABLE I . Differences between Means of Male Anglo-Saxon Crania 
ftom Melbourn and Burwell 

Character 
Mean* 

d e d/e4 
Melbourn (;)f Burwell ( ia) 

Maximum glabello-occipital length, L 1893 (io) 1896 () 03 18 oz 
Maximum biparietal breadth, B 1408 (io) ii 	() 09 17 05 
Minimum frontal breadth, B' 971 	(8) 95-2 (44) i 1 4 2 1-6 
Basi-bregmatic height, H' 1 3 2-2  00) 11 3 6-340) 4-1 1 - 8 23 
Sagittal arc, S 3770 	() 381-6 (42) 46 34 I•4 
Maximum horizontal perimeter, U 526o (ro) 5 27 - 8 (42) 18 4* 1 04 
Foraminal length, FL 397 	() 37-307) 24 12 20 
Foraminal breadth, FB 3P9 	(8) 3P1 (7) o8 o8 io 
Basi-nasal length, LB 	 • I 00-70 0) 102-4(40) 1-7 I 7 100  
Nasal height, NH 510 	() • 	50-0 04) po p 07 
Nasal breadth, NB 24'8 	('i') 24'1(34) 07 07 1 0 0 
Orbital breadth, 01  421 	(8) 41-8 (33 ) 0'3 6-6 05 
Orbital height, 02  349 	(7) 3 2 - 8 (33 ) zi o8 26 

iooB/L .  738 	() 748(45) 1 .0 1 6 1 09 
100 H'/L 686 	(9) 7 1-940) 33 1 0 1 30 
100 B/H' 1072 	() 104-440) 28 x 7 16 
Occipital index, Oc.I. 592 	(8) 58 - 9 (42) 03 1 - 0 	• 03 
iooFB/FL 832 	(7) 838(37) o6 30 02 
iooNB/NH 495 	(6) 484(34) ii 118 o6 
100 02/01 82-o 	(8) 783 () 3•7 I•4 26 

* The sample size is given in round brackets (parentheses) after each mean, and the values of NH, O, 
02  100 NB/NH, and ioo 02/01  are for characters measured on the left side, except where this was defective, 
when they were measured on the right. 

1-  The following additional mean values are available for the male Melbourn crania: auriculo-apical 
height, OH, 11 3 -0  (7) ; auriculo-bregmatic height, OH', 112-7 (9) ; frontal chord, 3, 1092 (io) ; parietal 
chord, S, i I85 (io) ; occipital chord, S , 985 () ; frontal arc, S , izi 6 (io) ; parietal arc, S2, 133-3 (io); 
occipital arc, S3 , izoi (9) ; transverse bregmatic arc, T', 3051 (io) ; basi-alveolar length, GL, 944 (s); 
bimaxillary breadth, GB, 938(6) ; bizygomatic breadth, J, 132'0(8); palatal length, G', 451 (5 ) ; palatal 
breadth, G2 , 396 (7) ; nasal angle, Ni-. , 6420  (s); alveolar angle, A L- , 736° (5) ; basal angle, B Z-,   4P8 (a); 
100 H'/B, 97 .  (9) ; ioo S/S1 , 889 (9) ; 100 S/S 2 , 900 (9) ; ioo S/S3 , 797  (8) ; xoo G'4/GB, 754 (k); 
100 G2/G, 850 (k). 

Statistically significant differences at the 5 % probability level are shown in italic type. 

Of the twenty comparisons made in Table i , five differences are significant but not highly so. 
The basi-bregmatic height is Involved in two of them (H' and ioo H',IL) and the orbital height in 
two more (02  and ioo 02i01), while the fifth, the foraminal length (FL), is exactly zo. Such 
a result might have been anticipated in view of the small size of the sample from Melbourn, and 
not much importance need be attached to the few instances in which the critical ratio is greater 
than the conventional level of probability chosen, because of the many more in which it is less. 
There is thus little reason to suppose that the Melbourn sample could not have been drawn at 
random from the Anglo-Saxon population represented by the Burwell series. 
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SAXO-NORMAN POTTERY IN EAST ANGLIA 

J. G. HURST, M.A. 

PART I. GENERAL DISCUSSION AND ST NEOTS WARE 
TERMINOLOGY 

As has been pointed out elsewhere,' there is considerable confusion in the ter-
minology of pottery assigned to the late Saxon and early Norman periods in East 
Anglia. During the fifty years from 1875 to 1925, when these wares were first 
identified by Professor McKenny Hughes and Sir Cyril Fox, they were thought to 
bridge the period between the end of the Roman occupation and the Norman con-
quest. Then in the. • 1930 's work by Mr C. F. Tebbutt and Mr T. C. Lethbridge 
showed that these wares did not show continuity with Roman pottery in this country, 
and that they succeeded Pagan Saxon pottery rather than running parallel with it. It 
was during this time that the label Late Saxon became firmly attached to them 
although it was even then apparent that they continued for at least a hundred years 
after 10'66. • 

The dating of these wares is at present still very uncertain ; 
hardly any stratified 

well-dated sites have been excavated in East Anglia, and many types appear to show 
little or no development over a period of more than 300 years, as has been shown by 
the excavations at the Saxon Town of Thetford. 2  It is misleading to call pottery 
which lasted from the ninth to the twelfth century Late Saxon. Mr Dunning has 
proposed3  that, until Pre-Conquest and Post-Conquest types of Stamford ware can be 
closely differentiated, the term Saxo-Norman should be used. This is more satisfactory, 
and this term should be applied to the three types which are differentiated below. 

The confusion over the different names used for the three main types of Saxo 
Norman ware in East Anglia has been very great, and seems to grow worse as more 
discoveries are made. This has reached such a stage that if one is told that St Neots 
ware has been found one cannot really be certain which of the three groups is being 
referred to until the actual ware is described. 

Although the priority for first distinguishing Saxo-Norman pottery goes to the 
pioneer work of Professor Hughes and Sir Cyril Fox, it was not until 1933 that one of 
these types of ware was distinguished and the main forms listed, when , Mr C. F. 
Tebbutt published the results of his excavations . at the late Saxon village site of 
St Neots. 4  The second group of Saxo-Norman pottery was differentiated at this 

1  J G. Hurst and J. Golson, Norf. Arch. vol. xxxi 	pp. 56-8. 
2  Group Capt. G. M. Knocker, A.N.L. vol. iii 05 0), pp.  44-5. 
3  G. C. Dunning, in Dark Age Britain: Studies presented to E. T. Leeds (ed. D. B. Harden), pp. 228-31. 
4  C. F. Tebbutt, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii (i), pp. 137-51. 
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excavation, but because it occurs only sporadically as far west as St Neots its full 
importance was not realized. Large quantities of this second type of ware are in the 
Castle Museum at Norwich. Although material from Fye Bridge had been published 
as early as 1898,1  it was not until the late 1930's that its true character was realized by 
Mr Rainbird Clarke and Mr G. C. Dunning. Despite these finds, and the material 
found under the Norwich Castle Mound in 1905,  it was not until Group Capt. 
Knocker excavated part of the Saxon town of Thetford in 1948-9 that the second 
group came into its own. 2  As a result of these excavations there is now more pottery 
of this type available for study than of either of the two others. 

Saxo-Norman glazed pottery had been found at sites in Cambridge in the nine-
teenth century, but in view of its similarity to Tudor wares it was assigned to this late 
period. During the 1930's Mr Lethbridge championed the cause of Saxo-Norman 
glaze after finding odd sherds from Flambards, Burwell Castle and Southoe between 
1 933 and 1938. It was not, however, until glazed pottery was found in large quantities 
at Thetford in 1948-9 that the archaeological world accepted the possibility of 
Pre-Conquest glazed pottery. 

In the 1930's no confusion arose since the unglazed pottery (called St Neots Ware 
by Mr Dunning and Late Saxon by Mr Lethbridge and Mr Tebbutt) all belonged to 
types found at St Neots itself, and most of it came from the Cambridge-Huntingdon 
region. When the Thetford excavations took place, however, Group Capt. Knocker 
started to call all Saxo-Norman pottery Thetford ware and divided it into four types. 
Group I consisted of the main bulk of his material for which there was evidence of 
actual manufacture on the site; Group II the soft, soapy, shelly ware, like that which 
had been found at St Neots ; Group III a variation of Group II; and Group IV the 
Sáxo-Norman glazed ware. Mr Dunning, in his series of articles in the Archaeological 
News Letter, 3  called it all St Neots. Since then, people who have obviously been 
confused by this have bandied the words Thetford and St Neóts about without any 
true regard as to what was actually meant. 

Saxo-Norman pottery should be divided therefore into three classes called 
respectively: St Neots, Thetford and Stamford. 

ST NEOTS WARE 

This is named after the type site where Mr C. F. Tebbutt first excavated and dif -
ferentiated the type and its main forms. 4  The ware is soft, contains much pounded 
shell, and has a black core with bright red, purple, brown or dark purple surfaces 
which are soapy to the touch. The three main forms as described by Mr Tebbutt are: 

Deep bowls with a bold inturned rim, sloping sides and a sagging base (Fig. 8 1  5). 
Shallow dishes with slight sagging bases and hammer-headed rims (Fig. 8, 4). 

There are also examples with simpler rims (Fig. 5, 3 i). 
1  Rev. W. Hudson, Norf. Arch. vol. xiii (1898), pp. 217-32. 
2  Group Capt. Knocker, A.N.L. vol. ii (io), pp. 117-22  and vol. iii (io), pp. 41-6. 
3  G. C. Dunning, A.N.L. vol. i, no. 10 (i), pp. 2-3. 	 Tebbutt, loc. cit. 
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Fig. i . Distribution map of Late Saxon and Saxo-Norman pottery in England showing the occurrence of 
the three main types in East Anglia and the Midlands together with other material of the same date from the 
rest of England. Drawn by H. M. Hodges from information supplied by E. M. Jope and J. G. Hurst. 
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Small cooking pots with an average height of 6-8 in. and rim diameter of 4-6 in. 
They are very similar in shape to Roman ollae and have rolled everted, plain or 
hollowed, rims. The bases are usually sagging. 

To these three types a fourth must now be added, the St Neots-ware jug. There 
are no spouted pitchers in St Neots ware, but these jugs appear to be late in the series. 
They are fully discussed below. 

The distribution is centred round Cambridge, Bedford and Huntingdon as can be 
seen from the distribution map (Fig. i). Only a few examples are found at Thetford 
and Norwich. All forms are well made on a fast wheel and are very friable as they 
have only been baked at a very low temperature. This presumably accounts for the 
soapy surfaces. 

In the twelfth century the bowls appear to have upright rims instead of inturned 
flanges. There is, however, insufficient evidence to suggest that the more inturned 
a rim is the older it must be. Twelfth-century cooking pots also become larger, 
turning into the large medieval size but keeping to the St Neots rim form and paste. 
There are, however, numerous angular late St Neots cooking-pot rims. 
Rare types 

Spouted bowls are very rare, but there is one from Abington Pigotts and two from 
Bedford. There is also a barrel-shaped vessel with two lugs (examples from Abington 
Pigotts and Cambridge) (Fig. 2, 6). There is also a form of handled bowl (Fig". z, 7). 
Cressets are known from Northampton, Paxton and Southoe, but are not common. 
Two sherds, including one rim sherd, from storage jars were found at Thetford; the 
rim sherd had applied strips on the rim and body. No other examples of storage 
vessels are known in St Neots ware, they are always in Thetford ware. 

THETFORD WARE 

This is named after the Saxon town from which most of our examples come. This 
ware was certainly made in Thetford, as Group Capt. Knocker excavated a kiln there,' 
but there is also evidence that Thetford ware was made at Norwich 2  and lpswich. 3  
The ware is hard, sandy and grey. The main types are: • 

Cooking pots. Thetford cooking pots are the  same as St Neots one, only the paste 
being different. They have either flat or sagging bases, the former with marks of 
' cheese wire '  removal from the wheel. The dating of flat and sagging bases is 
uncertain. The early eighth-century pots from Ipswich have sagging bases, while at 
Thetford flat bases are commoner later. 20 % of the bases are flat at the lower levels 
while 50 % are in later levels. The cooking pots increase in size in the twelfth century 
to 8-1 o in., but do not become so large as St Neots ones do; they keep much, more to 
the original Thetford tradition. 

1 Knocker, loc. cit. 	 2  E. M. Jope, Non. Arch. vol. xxx (1952), pp. 307-8. 
3  Carr Street Kilns. Unpublished material from the Carr Street Kilns to be published in Part II of this 

article by S. West and myself. 
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Bowls. Thetford bowls do not have inturned flanges except for a few rare examples 
at Thetford itself. Bowls are not at all common except at Thetford where Group 
Capt. Knocker tells me there is a special type of angle-bowl. When present outside 
Thetford the bowls are usually spouted. 

Storage vessels. A distinctive Thetford type is the series of large storage vessels 
which have thick sides, large applied thumbed strips and multiple handles, usually 
alternately large and small round the rim. It is not clear if these were all made in the 
Thetford area, there are as many from Cambridge as there are St Neots cooking pots 
and bowls. They are found as far afield as Lincoln and York. At Thetford these 
vessels are eleventh- or twelfth-century. Earlier examples are simpler, with only 
three handles. 

Spouted pitchers. There are no jugs in Thetford ware, but their place is taken by 
spouted pitchers, usually with three small strap handles and a spout. D-shaped 
spouts are early and 0-shaped ones late. These vessels vary greatly in size from quite 
small examples to pitchers z ft. high, at which stage they really become spouted 
storage vessels. 

The distribution is confined to the area around Kings Lynn, Thetford, Norwich 
and Ipswich (see the distribution map, Fig. i). Examples are only found very 
occasionally in the St Neots area; in-the Cambridge collections; for example, there is 
only one Thetford cooking pot, but spouted pitchers and storage vessels are fairly 
common. 

Mr Lethbridge tells me that he has distinguished a division of Thetford ware into 
brown grit and grey grit, the brown grit in the main area of Thetford and Norwich 
and the grey grit in the St Neots area. This would imply that the Thetford ware 
in the St Neots area is a local imitation and not imported. This requires further 
investigation. 

STAMFORD WARE 

Mr G. C. Dunning has elsewhere called this East Midlands or Stamford ware.' The 
latter is better, as it gives a site name to this class as to the others. A kiln site was 
found in Stamford in 1875,2  and recent examination of examples of this ware from as 
far apart as Leicester and Thetford has shown that it was made from estuarine clays 
which occur in the area around Stamford. 3  

This ware has a distinctive cream colour, often tinted pink. It is very much finer 
and better made than either of the other two classes. 

Cooking pots are similar to the St Neots and Thetford ones. 

Bowls have both inturned and upright rims, there are also many examples with 
everted flanges. Some bowls are glazed. 

1  G. C. Dunning, in Dark Age Britain: Studies presented to E. T. Leeds (ed. D. B. Harden), P. 230. 
2  G. C. Dunning, Ant. Y. vol. xvi (1936), p. 411 and P1. LXX, 3. 
3  G. C. Dunning, in Dark Age Britain, P. 229. 
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Spouted pitcher. This is the most characteristic form, as it is this type which is 
exported from the East Midlands. It is like the small Thetford spouted pitcher with 
three small strap handles and a tubular spout, sagging base and knife trimming 
round the base. 

Saxo-Norman glaze only appears on this Stamford ware, especially on these 
spouted pitchers. The glaze is usually a pale green, yellow or orange. The main 
distribution is around the centre of manufacture in the Eastern Midlands, but 
examples have been found as far afield as Oxford, Leicester, Nottingham, Lincoln, 
York, Norwich, London and profusely at Thetford. These examples are presumably 
imports from the Eastern Midland area. 

ORIGINS 

The Saxo-Norman pottery of East Anglia shows strong Roman influence which is 
reflected by the continuity of Roman forms across the North Sea in the Low Countries 
and the Rhineland. In England, after the Saxon invasions, the art of potmaking on 
the wheel was lost, but on the Continent there was no break in tradition. There was 
a steady development from the original Roman types. This well-fired wheel-made 
pottery seems to have appeared in East Anglia in the eighth and early ninth centuries. 
It shows a complete break with the Pagan Saxon handmade pottery tradition. 
Nothing of the Pagan Saxon tradition survived except for the use of criss-cross and 
bird-bone stamps on some Thetford storage vessels. There is no historical evidence 
at this time for any invasion from the Continent, and this pottery seems rather to be 
the result of the actual migration of potters, from the Low Countries. There is no 
pottery at the time of the introduction of Saxo-Norman pottery into East Anglia in 
the eighth and ninth centuries which can be identified as a definite import. It is not 
until the tenth century that Pingsdorf pottery appears at Norwich and Ipswich. The 
background of Saxo-Norman pottery on the Continent has been fully dealt with by 
Mr G. C. Dunning in Dark Age Britain (pp. 218-27). The question of the origin of 
Saxo-Norman pottery on the continent has also been fully discussed in articles by 
Mr. G. C. Dunning and Mr E. M. Jope, so does not need further discussion here. 

Having set the stage in general outline, it is now proposed to discuss the three 
classes of Saxo-Norman pottery in more detail. The distribution map aims to record 
all known find-spots; there are doubtless other sites known from which material has 
not been published or deposited in any museum. I would be glad to hear of such 
sites so as to complete my corpus. Sites which have already been adequately published 
or will be dealt with by Mr Jope in Oxoniensia or by Mr G. C. Dunning in his forth-
coming article in Archaeologia have been referred to only. The main aim of this paper 
is to publish as much previously unpublished material as possible. All the pottery 
described is in the Cambridge Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology unless other-
wise stated. . 
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ST NEOTS WARE, GENERAL 

The first St Neots ware to be published was that found in pits at Northampton Castle. 
This was described by Samuel Sharpe in 188 0 -  The evidence is not very clear, but 
there appear to have been Roman pits as well as Saxo-Norman ones. It is noted that 
coins of Edward the Elder (901-24), Edgar (959-75) and Edward the Confessor 
(1042-1066) were found, but it is not certain that these were found in the pits with 
the St Neots ware. It has been said that these pits were sealed by the Castle Mound, 
but the evidence does not seem to justify such statements, though it is probable. 

In Cambridge the Cambridge Antiquarian Society recorded finds of Medieval 
pottery on twenty occasions between 1847 and i880. It is not certain, as many of 
these early finds have either been lost or cannot be identified because they have got 
mixed with other items, but apparently the first St Neots ware was found in Cam-
bridge by Professor McKenny Hughes and Mr Jenkinson in the grounds of Trinity 
Hall in 1880.2  At this time the ware was not recognized and the pottery is simply 
described as seventeenth-century to early Medieval. As so often in Cambridge, where 
so much of the ground has been made up, the finds were in a town rubbish-dump 
which was in use until 1 545- 

It was Professor McKenny Hughes in his series of important papers, published 
between 1892 and the first world war, 3  who first recognized the differentiated Saxo-
Norman pottery. He placed the ware rightly in its context as a development of 
Roman forms and earlier than Medieval pottery, but he dated it rather too early, 
contemporary with Pagan Saxon pottery rather than after it. He saw that the types 
were developed from Roman ollae and mortaria, but thought that this was a native 
development in this country which would have placed this material early. He was not 
to know at this pioneering stage how Roman forms persisted in the Rhineland and 
how the development took place on the Continent, to be imported to East Anglia in 
Late Saxon times. Professor Hughes' work in collecting assiduously all Medieval 
pottery found during the heyday of rebuilding in Cambridge in Late Victorian times 
has been largely forgotten, but between i 88o and 1915  he saved pottery ranging from 
Late Saxon to the eighteenth century from about forty building sites. Although none 
of this pottery is stratified, owing to most of it coming from made-up ground, without 
it we would have no basis at all for a study of Saxo-Norman and Medieval pottery in 
Cambridge. 

In the forty years since Professor Hughes' time pottery has only been saved from 
about ten sites and none of it was published except for two Medieval jugs in 1937- 
Except for Sir Cyril Fox, who examined the material in the 1920's, few people had 
looked at Professor Hughes' material before I started to study it in 15 I . Much of 
the pottery was in fact still wrapped in newspapers of the 188o's and 1890's as 
Professor Hughes had packed it. Cambridge has not been lucky in having sites like 

1  S. Sharpe, Assoc. Arch. Soc. Rep. vol. xvi (1881), PP- 243-5 11 . 
2 T. McKenny Hughes and Jenkinson, Rep. C.A.S. vol. XL (1881), p. xxi. 
3  See Proc. C.A.S. vols. viii, ix, x, xi, xii and xxx. 

CAS 
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the Bodleian at Oxford, where many pit- and well-groups were collected in 1938,1  50 

until such time as further excavations can produce stratified material it is on the basis 
of Professor Hughes' material that the story of Saxo-Norman and Medieval pottery 
in Cambridge must rest. Before the Lion Yard area is re-developed it is hoped that 
an excavation will be possible on this important area just inside the King's Ditch, and 
there is a prospect that this will produce some stratified material. The pottery sur-
viving now is only a fraction • of that collected by Professor Hughes. During the 
First World War many tea chests of material got mixed and were later thrown away 
as being unprovenanced. All body-sherds and most bases have been thrown away, 
leaving only rims and decorated pieces to give an idea of the great wealth of material 
which was originally collected. 

While Professor Hughes was collecting this material in Cambridge itself the 
Rev. F. G. Walker was excavating a notable site at Barton Moats. 2  The moat and the 
pond, where sectioned, apparently had a mixture of St Neots and Medieval pottery 
going on until the fourteenth century. Across the north end of the site, however, was 
a most remarkable feature called, by Walker, the Black Ash Ditch. This contained, as 
its name suggests, large quantities of ash, but also large quantities of twelfth-century 
cooking pots. One of these was found' complete, apparently in situ on a hearth. Mixed 
with these were a fair number of fragments of St Neots howls and cooking pots. 
Although these were of St Neots ware, most of them show a distinct overlap with true 
Medieval pottery, for example, the cooking pots are large, io or 12 in. across, instead 
of the usual small Saxo-Norman type. Most of the bowls are plainer than the normal 
types and have simple profiles and rims. This ditch would therefore appear to have 
a date in the middle of the twelfth century at a period when the St Neots wares were 
giving place to Medieval pottery types. For what this evidence is worth it suggests 
that St Neots bowls with plain profiles and rims are later than the hammer-headed 
and inturned ones, such as are found at St Neots itself, which are almost certainly Pre-
Conquest. Unfortunately the published report is marred by the fact that Walker does 
not seem to have followed, or agreed with, Professor Hughes' theories. All this 
material is called Roman, which rather confuses the issue, and his interpretation of 
the site is coloured by this to a large extent. The amount of pottery recovered from 
this ditch is too great to publish in this article, but it is hoped to publish the whole 
group at a later date. In 1922-4 Sir Cyril Fox, in publishing material from Abington 
Pigotts, published and drew attention to the Saxo-Norman wares found on this site. 3  
He drew attention to Professor Hughes' papers and realized at once that this material 
was not Roman. He confirmed the idea that they were developed from Roman types 
and also illustrated some deep bowls with inturned flanges from Christ's Library 
(1895)4 which he compared with mortaria. But the time was not yet ripe for it to be 
realized that this development did not take place in this country, so he dated the 
material to the sixth century. 

1 E. M. Jope and R. L. S. Bruce-Mitford, Oxon. vol. iv (i?),  pp. 89-146. 
2  F. G. Walker, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xii (1908), pp. 296-313. 
3  Sir Cyril Fox, P.P.S.E.A. iv (1922-4), pp. 227-31. 	 4 Ibid. P. 228, fig. 4. 
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It was the work of Mr C. F. Tebbutt and Mr T. C. Lethbridge, at various sites, 
that brought the picture into proper focus. Mr Tebbutt, excavating at St Neots from 
1929_32, 1  found some huts associated with quantities of St Neots pottery. Among 
the other objects found was a T-shaped axe which Sir Mortimer Wheeler said was 
a Frankish type lasting from A.D. 650 to 850, but axe types are very hard to date and 
no one today would like to give a close date for it. This placed the site in the Late, not 
the Pagan, Saxon period. St Neots may certainly be called the type site, therefore, as it 
was here that Mr Tebbutt first described the ware fully and differentiated the three 
main types of vessel. It was at this excavation that the late date of St Neots pottery 
was first determined; though it could not be seen at that time how this fitted in with 
the fact that here was wheel-turned pottery, apparently derived from Roman proto-
types appearing after, not during, the Pagan Saxon period. 

From then on progress was fast; in 1934 Mr Lethbridge and Mr Tebbutt pub-
lished their excavations at Flambards Manor, Meldreth; and Paxton. At Paxton they 
found mainly St Neots ware with only a few Medieval sherds. This site they equated 
with lime kilns in use during the building of the church in the middle of the eleventh 
century. At Flambards, on the other hand, only a few St Neots sherds were found, the 
main bulk being hard grey ware sherds of twelfth-century date. It appeared from 
documentary evidence that this manor might not have been occupied until after the 
Conquest, but Dr Palmer believed that there was a Saxon Hall on the site. 

.It was then that Mr Lethbridge and Mr Tebbutt made the important point that 
St Neots pottery must have lasted after the Conquest and the possibility of an 
indigenous development of St Neots ware in this country had finally to be abandoned. 
There was, therefore, a sequence building up, if only on slender evidence—St Neots 
itself being certainly Pre-Conquest, Paxton (with numerous St Neots sherds and a few 
later ones) being just about the time of the Conquest, 2  followed by Flambards with 
a few St Neots sherds and far more twelfth-century types. This sequence was con-
firmed in 1935 at Burwell Castle, where St Neots and twelfth-century sherds were 
found under the Castle Mound built about 11142-4,   and at Southoe in 1937 where 
there was mixed St Neots and twelfth-century pottery on a site which apparently 
decayed soon after 1219. A pit containing St Neots sherds was cut into by a pit 
containing mixed St Neots wares and hard grey and red twelfth-century wares corn-
parable with those dated to the twelfth century at Rayleigh Castle. 3  These sites 
suggest a possible enddate for St Neots ware of about i 150, but the whole question 
of the change-over from Saxo-Norman to Medieval pottery types has still to be 
worked out. And as will be seen from the other sections, no firm date can be given for 
the change-over. There was anyway a considerable overlap as Medieval wares came 
in soon after or about io66 while St Neots ware lasted perhaps until 1200. Potters in 

1  See list of St Neots sites for references to the publication of Mr Tebbutt's and Mr Lethbridge's 
excavations. 

2  The dating depends on the church, which Holmqvist would (i.) date before io66 and Sir Cyril Fox 
and Cobbett to the time of Edward the Confessor (1042-66)—Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxv (1924), pp. 50-77—but 
there is no documentary evidence. 

a E. B. Francis, Trans. Essex Arch. Soc. vol. xis (1913), pp. 147-86. 
4-2 
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East Anglia seem to have continued using St Neots forms well into Medieval times, thus 
showing that the Norman conquest did not really affect the pottery industry very much. 

Meanwhile in Bedford Mr F. W. Kuhlicke was collecting St Neots ware found during 
building operations between 1926 and 1937.1  Few complete profiles were obtained 
at the Cambridge sites, or even at St Neots, but at Bedford about sixteen complete 
profiles were obtained, giving the best type series of this ware so far obtained. 

Also during the 1936's Dr J. R. Garrood was collecting St Neots pottery in the 
Huntingdon area and Mr E. Newton excavated a chapel at the deserted Medieval 
village of Weald in 1941 •2  Dr Garrood's site at Salome Lodge is of importance, for 
here St Neots ware was found stratified between Romano-British and Medieval 
levels.3  There seems to be a distinctive type of bowl in this area which has straight 
sides and bifid rim. 

No kiln sites are known for St Neots ware. It is unlikely that it was all made in one 
place, but at various centres in the Cambridge—Bedford—Huntingdon region. The 
forms are mainly closely matched at all sites, but the colour of the ware seems to vary 
from place to place. The Cambridge ware is mainly dark purple-brown, that at 
Bedford a lighter purple-brown and that from Huntingdon red. The Huntingdon 
material is also much rougher to the touch and is not so soapy ; this may, however, be 
because it is late in the series. It is possible that these minor differences denote 
different sources of clay, though the difference in firing to make these different 
shades would be very slight. The distinctive soapy surfaces are due to the fact that 
St Neots ware was not fired at 'a very high temperature. It is possible therefore that 
it was not made in kilns. S 

Outside the main area St Neots pottery penetrated into the Thetford area and is 
found in small quantities at Thetford itself, and at Norwich at Fye Bridge and 
St Benedict's Gates . 4 There is a single bowl at Ipswich, a pot from Colchester and 
another from Witham. 

Westwards into the Oxford region St Neots ware extends as far as Oxford itself and 
a little further west to Hinton Waidrist. Mr Jope has fully discussed its spread  and 
hopes shortly to publish a list of Oxfordshire, Berkshire and Buckinghamshire sites in 
Oxoniensia. 

Northwards St Neots ware extends as far as Leicester, Nottingham and Lincoln on 
scattered sites, but does not appear to have gone south to London. The St Neots 
pottery found by Mr Hodges at Thurgarton is of importance as it was found stratified 
under the twelfth-century chapel and therefore presumably dates to the eleventh 
century. 6  This shows that St Neots pottery had spread north-westwards as well as 
south-westwards to Oxford by about the time of the Norman Conquest. 

1  F. W. Kuhlicke, Bedford Modern School Field Club Y. no. 4 (17), pp. 116-23- 
2  E. Newton, Trans. Camb. and Hunts. Arch. Soc. vol. vi 	pp. 168-75. 
3  Dr J. R. Garrood, Trans. Camb. and Hunts. Arch. Soc. vol. v (1936), pp. 385-90. 
4  J. G. Hurst and J. Golson, Norf. Arch. vol. xxxi 	pp. 56-8. 
5  E. M. Jope, Berks. Arch. Y. vol. L (147), pp. 52-8, fig. a and fig. 3,  distribution map, and Oxen. 

vol. xvii-Xviii (1952-3), pp. 106-9. 
6 H. M. Hodges, Trans. Thor. Soc. vol. LVII (i), pp. 21-36. 
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It will be seen that after twenty-five years of collecting St Neots ware, there is no 
firm sequence or dating evidence. This is because most pottery collected comes from 
mixed levels, while that from excavations comes from sites or levels which cannot be 
firmly dated. The following dating for types is the best that can be given at present. 
It is just not known how early the first St Neots pottery is. It should start at least by 
the ninth century, as it was being exported to Thetford at this date in small quantities. 
From its distribution it seems to have entered East Anglia from the coast of the 
Wash up the rivers, rather than to have spread westwards from the Thetford area. It 
is reasonable to suppose therefore that it would start at the same time as Thetford 
ware. The earliest St Neots pottery in the main area is from the hut-sites at St Neots, 
though how early cannot be determined; a suggested date is the tenth and eleventh 
centuries, though it could well be earlier. The presence of Thetford spouted pitchers 
and storage vessels on the site suggests that this pottery tradition had been established 
for some time. All the cooking pots from St Neots are small, while the bowls have 
large inturned flanges, except for one plain and one flat-topped rim. It is supposed 
therefore that these are the earliest forms. Paxton, which dates to about the time of 
the Norman Conquest, has again only small cooking pots, but the bowls have more 
developed rims ;  many of them are hammer-headed. Sites such as Flambards, Bur -
well Castle, and Eaton Socon have mainly large cooking pots which are in the 
Medieval tradition, but still in St Neots ware. There is also a fair quantity of Medieval 
pottery in harder fabric stratified with St Neots pottery on these sites. These pre-
sumably belong to the first half of the twelfth century. Cooking pots are large; the 
rims are still mainly everted, but many are moulded and quite complex. Bowls from 
these sites still have inturned flanges, but most of the bowls either have upright, 
slightly inturned or hammer-headed rims. As would be expected, the St Neots ware 
from Cambridge shows great variation. There are, however, only a few small cooking 
pots like those from St Neots itself and Paxton. This suggests that the Cambridge 
pottery does not go back much earlier than the eleventh century. There are several 
cooking pots which are intermediate in size between the Pre-Conquest ones (which 
are 4-6 in. in diameter), and the twelfth-century examples (which are up to i4 in. in 
diameter). This uncertainty shows the urgent need in East Anglia for the excavation 
of dated early Medieval sites, and, more important, the excavation of sites which will 
show a sequence. The publication of the Ministry of Works excavations at Thetford 
will give us a useful series of Thetford ware in its prime, but even here the end date 
is very uncertain. Group Capt. Knocker has kindly given me the following percen-
tages for the occurrence of St Neots ware at Thetford, which show that it was intro-
duced into the Thetford area in increasing quantities. In the lowest levels late 
eighth—early ninth centuries, 3 %; mid—late ninth century, 8 %; early—mid tenth 
century, 1 4 %; late tenth—mid eleventh century, 20%. The earliest dated St Neots 
ware is therefore this material exported to Thetford. 
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ST NEOTS-WARE JUGS 

St Neots-ware jugs have been found at four sites in Cambridge and twelve other 
places. 	 . 

Bedfordshire 
BEDFORD. Bedford Modern School Field Club J. no.  4 0937) ,  P. 120, Figs. 1-3. Three St Neots 

jugs. One from the Granada site (3730) is tall and is closer in shape to the Oxford jugs than those 
round Cambridge. The jug from the Roger Porter site (3732) is squatter and appears to be an 
intermediate type. Another jug from the Granada, site (3729) is much more globular than the 
others, or. the Cambridge examples. Unfortunately the neck and rim are missing.. None of these 
jugs has the rouletting usual on the Cambridge or Oxford jugs. Bedford Modern School 
Museum. 

Cambridgeshire 
BARTON MOATS (1910). From the pond, a strap handle in light brown ware with thumbing 

down the side ridges. Fragment of another similar handle, but with rougher thumbing down the 
edges. 

CAMBRIDGE. Bird Bolt (1906). A brown red sherd from the side of ajug at the point where the 
base of the strap handle joins the body. Two applied bands projecting below the handle join, 
each with a double thumbing. 

. 	 . 

 

Falcon Yard (1897). Neck of a black shelly-ware jug with light brown purplish soapy surfaces, 
bands of oblong rouletting round the lower part of the neck. 

King's Lane (1907). Neck of a black shelly-ware jug, brownish soapy surfaces with rows of 
square rouletting. Also a sherd with triangular rouletting. 

Market Hill (1902). A group of four strap handles, two plain and the third of black shelly-ware 
with smooth brown surfaces, pressed thumbing on one ridge and fingering on the other, a deep 
vertical scoring down the centre and superimposed irregular arc pattern in between (Fig. z, 3). 
The fourth a strap handle with brown surfaces, outer ridges lightly fingered, and in the centre 
a double row of rosette stamps set alternately on each side (Fig. z, 4).  The two plain strap 
handles are typical with soapy surfaces. The two decorated examples have much rougher surfaces, 
but must belong to the same series, possibly,  being later. 

COMBERTON. Reeds Pit. Neck, strap handle and four St Neots sherds from similar jugs with 
triangular and square-notch rouletting. 

From Bakers Pit nearby a sagging base 9  in. in diameter, black shelly ware with red inner and 
darker outer surfaces. Bands of square-notch rouletting near the base. This might have been part 
of a bowl, not a jug. 

. ELY. This jug is the most complete in the St Neots region except for the Bedford jugs. It was 
. published by Sir Cyril Fox in 1924 (Ant. j.  vol. iv (1924), pp. 371-3). It has the typical form of 
the other St Neots jugs, but the ware is not quite so soapy. With the other examples the ware is 
twice as soapy as the normal St Neots ware due to less firing. It has a sagging base, pinched-out 
lip and strap handle with double thumbing down the sides. There are seventeen rows of mixed 
triangular and diamond-notch rouletting on the upper part of the jug. This was very lightly applied, 
unlike the other jugs, and can only be made out with difficulty; it is also very irregular (Fig-2,11). 

FLAMBARDS (iç). From the cesspit at a depth of z ft. 8 in. a small sherd from a St Neots jug 
with horizontal rows of rouletting. 

HAUXTON. The neck and sherds of a black shelly-ware jug with very soft soapy brown surfaces. 
Horizontal bands of oblong rouletting. There is a small pinched-out lip (Fig-2,2). 
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Huntingdonshire 
ALCONBURY (2217 in the Huntingdon Museum—Dr Garrood). Found on the north side of the 

churchyard. Neck and strap handle of a jug with brown soapy surfaces, but no rouletting. 
ST NEOTS PRIORY (1902). Neck of a black shelly-ware jug with smooth soapy light brown 

surfaces, strap handle apparently plain. There is no rouletting on the neck of this vessel. 
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Fig. z. St Neots jugs. i, Ely. z, Hauxton. 3-4,  Market Place, Cambridge. 5,  Spouted bowl, Abington 
Pigotts. 6-7, Unusual St Neots forms from Cambridge. i/. 

EATON SOCON (Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLV (1952), pp. 59-60). Neck of ajug with rows of rectangular 
rouletting, from E 6 below the mortar layer. 

SOUTHOE (1937). Two thin strap handles grooved down the centre with a decoration of erratic 
stabs, light purple-brown surfaces. 
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Lincolnshire,  
STAMFORD. Examples from the Castle site may be published with other material from 

Stamford by A. P. Baggs and myself in the later parts of this paper. 

Northamptonshire 
LONG BUCKBY (1955). Dr M. W. Thompson found a sherd of a St Neots-ware jug during 

excavations by the Ministry of Works on the outer bailey of this castle site in a twelfth-century 
context. 

These jugs are all similar and, except for the St Neots and Bedford examples, have 
bands of rouletting round the neck. No other St Neots sites have jugs of this type. 
Outside the area the jug from Radcliffe Square, Oxford, is a very close parallel,' but 
is not soapy. It has the same bands of rouletting, the same broad sagging base as the 
Bakers Pit example, though the Cambridge examples lack the collared neck. Mr Jope 
dates this to the twelfth century and calls it a developed Late Saxon type. These jugs 
are not early, and are unlikely to be Pre-Conquest. The lack of examples from St Neots, 
Paxton, and other early sites is significant. It Is suggested that they should be placed in 
the eleventh and the twelfth centuries. This dating is confirmed by the finding of 
stratified examples in mid-twelfth century levels at Eaton Socon and Long Buckby. 
The type lasted well into the Medieval period and the same decoration and shape 
is found on two jugs in the rough Cambridge thirteenth-century ware, one with 
a patchy green glaze. 

Outside the St Neots area there are no examples, and it would appear that in the 
Thetford area its place was taken by the spouted pitcher, examples of which do not 
appear in St Neots ware, nor west of Cambridge (in St Neots ware, though of course 
they do in Stamford ware).  This suggests that we must look to a different origin for 
this form as it does not appear to have come over from the Continent with the other 
types of the Thetford-Norwich area. It must therefore either have come in from the 
Continent direct to the St Neots area or be a local Mercian contribution. Mr Jope's 
drawing of the supposed coastline of the Wash in Saxon times (Fig. i) brings out clearly 
the coastal and river distribution of Saxo-Norman pottery; the modern coastline is 
very misleading. 

LIST OF ST NEOTS-WARE SITES 

All sherds described have the usual black core with pounded shell and soapy sur -
faces unless otherwise stated. To save space, only the colour variation of the sherds' 
surfaces is described. 

, 	 Bedfordshire 
BEDFORD. F. W. Kuhlicke, Bedford Modern School Field Club J. no.  4 ( 1 937) ,  pp. 116-23. 

Material from High Street, Meaker Site, corner of Mill and High Streets, off Tavistock Street, 
Roger Porter, Rose Extension and St Peters. In the Bedford Modern School Museum. 

1  E. M. Jope, Berks. Arch. Y. vol. L (i'i), Fig. 2, io and P.  56., There is another example in gritty ware 
from the Jewry Wall, Leicester. G. C. Dunning, Soc. Ant. Res. Rep. no. 15 (1948), pp. 226 and Fig. 6o, 7. 
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DENE HOLES. Between Wickhamstead and Hangaton Conquest. Material in the Bedford 
Modern School Museum. 

FELMERSHAM. E. M. Jope, Ant. J. vol. xxxi (195 i), pp. 45-50. A typical series of St Neots 
cooking pots. 

HOUGHTON REGIS (1952). Material found by Mr Blair during the excavation of two habitation 
sites. Most of the pottery is twelfth century. 

KEMPSTON. Material in the Bedford Modern School Museum. 
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Fig. 3. 3. St Neots cooking pots and bowls from Comberton i—z and io—i i. Hemingford Grey 3  and  .5. 
Herrimere 4  and 14. Dimmock's Cote 13. Knapwell 6 and 15. Tempsford 7-8 and 16-19. War. Ditches 
9 and 19. Chesterton 12. Elmswell 2 1.  115. 

TEMPSFORD 	Unpublished. Dredged from the river ioo yd. below the. Anchor hotel 
where there used to be a ford. Five examples of this large collection have been shown. Typical 
cooking pot with everted hollowed rim, brown (Fig. 3, 7)- .  Cooking pot with thickened rim 
hollowed on the inside (Fig. 3, 8). Three typical shallow dishes with upright or slightly inturned 
rims and angular profile (Fig. 3,  16, 17 and 18). Bowl with everted hollowed rim (Fig. 3, 19). 

TOTTERNHOE. St Neots sherds. 
YELDEN. St Neots sherds from the Castle. 

Berkshire 

Mr E. M. Jope is publishing details of Berks. sites in a forthcoming volume of Oxoniensia. 
There is St Neots ware from Hinton Waldrist, Kennington, Longworth, Seacourt. 
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Buckinghamshire 
Mr E. M. Jope is publishing details of Buckinghamshire sites in a forthcoming volume of 

Oxoniensia. There is St Neots ware from Aylesbury, Cublington, Lavendon, Marsworth, Olney 
Hyde, Princes Risborough, Stantonbury. 

Cambridgeshire 
ABINGTON PIGOTTS. Sir Cyril Fox, P.P.S.E.A. vol. iv (5922-4), pp. 227-35. A remarkable 

series of vessels from a site lasting from Iron Age to Medieval times. Fox illustrates examples on 
Fig. 3 which he considers to be Saxó-Norman. N is a spouted pitcher in Thetford ware. L and 
U are like St Neots bowls, but are in hard ware so may be twelfth century as one from Comberton 
Reeds Pit (Fig. 3, I i). M is a genuine St Neots bowl, but had a sagging base as Fig. 3,  18. 

A)  C and D are more likely to be prehistoric as they are hand-made and have no parallels amongst 
other Saxo-Norman pottery. There are other sherds in the collection which. it is very hard to place 
either in the prehistoric or the Saxo-Norman periods. There is also in St Neots ware: 

• coarse spouted bowl of unusual type, Fig. z, 5 (51-  3I 8D). Fox, Fig. 3,  K. 
• similar handle to that from the Braybrooke collection. See below and Fig- 2,6. 
BARRINGTON (1946). Sherds, scramasaxes and a bronze bowl collected by Mr Coleman from 

dredging at the foot of the hill on the Foxton-Barrington Road. 
BARTON MOATS. Rev. F. G. Walker, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xix (5908), pp. 296-313. It is hoped 

to publish this site fully at a later date. 
BOURNE (1 909). Proc. C.A.S vol. xv (1 9 11), p. 168, Rev. F. G. Walker. In Tumulus II 

a shallow basin 1 5  in. diameter and 4 in. high (P1. XII, p. 175) was found in a cooking place dug 
into a Roman Barrow. This was then covered by an enlargement of the barrow supposedly by the 
Danes. This is, from its description, a typical shallow St Neots bowl, though it has unfortunately 
been mislaid; it would appear to be Pre-Conquest. 

BURWELL CASTLE (i5). T. C. Lethbridge, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxvi (5936), pp. 121-33. In the 
soil under the chalk rubble of the castle which was built by Stephen to block Geoffrey de Mande-
ville between i 142-4 and never finished. The sherds presumably came from the manor of the 
Abbey of Ramsey whose land was used for the Castle. Unfortunately these sherds are mislaid. The 
Cambridge Museum only contains the Medieval pottery from this site. 

CAMBRIDGE SITES. To avoid duplication, the circumstances of the discovery of St Neots pottery 
on the different sites in Cambridge will be given in full in the site list for Medieval pottery which 
will appear in a forthcoming C.A.S. volume. In no case were the finds stratified. 

Bird Bolt (11905),  Proc. C.A.S. vol xI(1906), pp. 424-45, Professor M. Hughes. 
B2. Deep bowl with inturned flanged rim hollowed inside and with a straight sloping outside 

firmly squared off, brown purple, Fig. 6. 
Rim of a bowl with rounded hammer-headed rim like Fig. 7, 9 but sloping outwards, 

dark brown-purple. 
Rim of a similar bowl with rounded hammer-headed rim but hollowed on top like 

Fig. 71  8, brown. 	 . 	 * 
Rim of a bowl with rounded hammer-headed rim sloping outside, as B 3  but more sloping. 

C i . Large cooking pot but with typical everted rim hollowed inside and squared outside, dark 
purple brown, Fig. 4. 

C 2. Typical small cooking pot with plain everted rim, light purple-brown, blackened outside. 
Fig. 4. See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi (1906), p. 437, Fig. 27. 
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Cooking pot with thicker less everted rim, light purple-brown, Fig. 4. 
Large cooking pot with strongly everted rim squared outside and hollowed and bevelled 

inside, black, Fig. 4. 	 . 
C 5-11.  Typical cooking pots with variations of the normal type of everted rim, C 5  hollowed 

inside, squared outside, C 6 thick and upright, C 7  more everted and rounded; C 8 thin, C 9 
and C '0 upright, and C i i upright and hollowed along the top. 

Bridge Street. Not published. 
B 6. Bowl with sharply inturned sides and almost upright flanged rim hollowed both sides, 

dark purple-brown, Fig. 6. 	 . 
Castle End (1898). Not published. 

) 	

I 	
) 18 

	 723 	 I 
I 	\) 	191  

31 

32b 

331 

r 	
34- ç 

7 	35 

& 	 I------ ,n_
IT) 

:: 

fT 	. 	
12 	 , 	 . 	

), 	
48 (  

Fig. 4. St Neots cooking pots from Cambridge. i/s. 

C iz. Very large cooking pot with strongly everted rim squared outside and hollowed inside, 
dark purple-brown, Fig. 4. 

Christ's College Library (1895), Proc. C.A.S. vol. ix (1899), p. 337, and Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi 
(1906), p. 408, Professor M. Hughes. Sir Cyril Fox, P.P.S.E.A vol. iv ('11922-4), P. 228. 

B 7.  Rim of a large bowl with rounded upright rim slightly hollowed each side, light purple-
brown, blackened by fire outside, Fig. 6. 
. B 8. Large bowl with thin inturned flanged rim rounded at the top and heavily beaded under- 

	

neath outside, brown-purple, Fig. 6. See also Fox, op. cit., Fig. 4,. I. 	 . 

B 9.  Bowl with inturned flanged rim hollowed both sides and sharply squared off outside, dark 
purple-brown, Fig. 6. See also Fox, op cit., Fig. 4, 3. 
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B io. Bowl with thin inturned flanged rim, fingered outside, black-purple, Fig. 6. See also 
Fox, op cit., Fig. 4, 2. 	 . 

B i i . Very deep straight-sided bowl with hammer-headed rim sloping slightly outwards, 
thumbed along the outside, dark purple-brown, lighter inside, Fig. 6. 

B xz. Bowl with inturned thick rounded rim fingered outside, black, Fig. 6. See also Fox, 
op. cit.; Fig. 4, 4. 

B 13. Small fragment of the rim of a large bowl with inturned thickened rim. 
C 13. Cooking pot with everted rim squared outside, purple-brown, somewhat rough and not 

true St Neots soapy feel, Fig. 4. 
C 14. Large cooking pot with plain thin everted rim, dark brown-purple, Fig. 4. 
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Fig. 5. St Neots bowls from Cambridge. 11 15. 

C 15. Similar, but with plain thickened evened rim, light brown-purple, Fig. 4. 
Eden Yard ( 1 905). Not published. 
B i.. Rim of a small bowl with a simple rim and sides sloping outwards, brown, Fig. 5. See 

also Southoe. 
Falcon Yard (1897),  Professor M. Hughes, Proc. C.A.S. vol. ix (1899), p. 379, and vol. xi ( 1 907), 

p.409. 
Large bowl, simple rounded rim hollowed on both sides. Rough black ware with more 

shell than usual and brown and purple surfaces blackened outside, Fig. 6. 
Bowl with everted rim rounded outside and double beading inside. Rough black ware 

as above with brown-purple surfaces, Fig. 6. 
Rim of a small bowl with rounded hammer-headed rim. Like Fig. 7, 5, but sloping 

outside, black. 	 . 

35 

36 



SAXO-NORMAN POTTERY IN EAST ANGLIA 	 61 

Inturned flanged rim of usual type as Fig. 6, 2. 	 . 

Rim of a bowl with rounded everted rim, slightly undercut. 
Sagging base and sides of a large flanged bowl with horizontal spaced bands of oblong 

notch rouletting as in the St Neots jugs, brown-grey ware. 
C 16. Large cooking pot with straight sides and rounded upright rim with an offset on the 

shoulder outside, brown, Fig. 4. 	
S 

Free School Lane (1895), Proc. C.A.S. vol. Ix (1899), p. ioi, Atkinson. 
B21. Shallow dish with upright simple rim, moulded shoulder and sagging base. Rough 

brown ware with darker surfaces, Fig. 5. 
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Fig. 6. St Neots bowls from Cambridge. 1/5. 

Unprovenanced. B i . A small bowl from the Braybrooke Collection (48.452), dark purple-brown, 
Fig. 5.. There is a similar bowl in the Bedford Modern School Museum (3739).  Found on the 
St Peter's site in 1936. It is a little larger and has a more inturned.rim. See Bedford Modern 
School Field Club J. no.  4 0937), P. 121, Fig. 4. 

Cambridge, King's Ditch 
MillLane North (1893), Proc. C.A.S. vol. viii (1895), pp. z6-8z, and (1 906) Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi 

(1907), p. 175 1  Professor M. Hughes. 
A shallow dish with very thick sides and inturned flanged rim, brown-purple, Fig. 5. 

See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. viii, P1. XIII, 4. 	
5 

Rim of a large bowl with sloping sides and simple thick rim with a slight beading outside, 
like Fig. 6, i5, dark purple-brown. 

B 24- Rim of a bowl with inturned flanged rim, hollowed on top like Fig. 5, 39, purple-brown. 
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B 25. A shallow dish with a rounded profile and simple, almost upright rim and sagging base, 
like Fig. 5, 21. 

B 26 and B 27. Two small fragments of rims of bowls with inturned flanges. 
. C 17. Simple everted rim 

'
of a cooking pot, fingered on top. 

Fosters Bank (1892), Proc. C.A.S. viii (1895), pp. 32-55, Professor M. Hughes. 
C 18. Cooking pot with slightly everted simple rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 4. 
C 19. Larger cooking pot with slightly everted plain rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 4. 
C 20. Small cooking pot with everted rim (diameter 52 in.), dark purple-brown. 
C zi. Cooking pot with everted rim beaded inside (diameter 58 in.), dark purple-brown. 
C 22. Small cooking pot with everted rim hollowed inside and squared outside, dark purple- 

brown, similar to Fig. 4, 32. 
Hunnybunn's Ditch (1891), Proc. C.A.S. vol. viii (1895), pp. 32-55, Professor M. Hughes. 
B28. Rim of a deep bowl with slightly inturned flanged rim slightly hollowed on both sides, 

reddish. Figured in - Proc. C.A.S. vol. viii, P1. II, 6, similar to Fig. 6, 6. 
Thick hammer-headed rim of a large bowl with sloping sides and a beading inside. 

Black ware fired much harder than usual with dark brown-purple surfaces. 
Thin hammer-headed rim of a bowl like Fig. 7 2  5. 

C 23- Cooking pot with plain strongly everted rim, brown, Fig. 4. 
C 24. Cooking pot with rounded slightly everted rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 4. 

. C 25. Cooking pot with everted rim rounded and undercut outside and bevelled inside with 
a beading at the top, grey. Rougher surface not really soapy, Fig. 4. 

Cooking pot with typical everted rim, figured in Proc. C.A.S. vol. viii, P1. III, 14. 
Millers. Not published. 

Large cooking pot with upright rounded rim hollowed outside, red-purple. 
Large cooking pot with an upright rounded rim sloping outside, brown-purple. Both 

these rims are similar to Fig. 4, 36. 
Hawkins (1929). Not published. 

Cooking pot with plain, slightly everted rim, greyish, Fig. 4. 
Similar cooking pot, but with much thicker rim bevelled outside, greyish, Fig. 4. Both 

these sherds are much rougher than the usual St Neots soapy wares and are presumably transi-
tional to the Medieval-type harder wares, though they still contain much shell and have the same 
texture as St Neots upon fracture. 

CAMBRIDGE SITES (continued) 
Kings Lane East (1907),  Proc. C.A.S. vol. xii (1908), pp. 133-9, Professor M. Hughes. 
B 3 1 . Angular shallow dish with upright plain rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. S. 

Angular bowl with upright simple rim and sagging base, dark purple-brown, Fig. 5. 
Bowl with angular sides and simple rounded rim, black with sparse shell brown inner 

surface, rough soapy, compare Comberton Reeds, Fig. 3, 12. 
Small fragment of the rim of a bowl with slightly inturned rim as Fig. 6, 12, but not 

thumbed. 
C 3 I . Cooking pot with everted rim bevelled outside and hollowed inside, reddish, Fig. 4. 

Cooking pot of more normal size with everted rim thickened and squared outside, dark 
purple-brown, Fig. 4. 

Thin-sided cooking pot with thin everted rim beaded on the inside, dark purple-brown, 
blackened outside, Fig. 4. 

Cooking pot with everted rim and partly flat top, reddish, Fig. 4. 
Cooking pot with everted rim slightly hollowed inside, light brown-purple, Fig. 4. 
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Large cooking pot with upright rim bevelled inside and squared in an angular way out-
side, dark purple, Fig. 4. 

Large cooking pot with upright rim squared off on top and undercut, reddish, Fig. 4. 
Large cooking pot with upright rolled rim undercut like Fig. 4, 37, only more upright, 

dark purple-brown. 
Small cooking pot with slightly everted rim hollowed inside, dark purple-brown. • 
Cooking pot with plain everted rim, dark purple-brown. 

C 41 . Cooking pot with thickened everted rim hollowed inside and squared outside, dark 
purple-brown. 

Market Hill (1905), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xii (1906), p. 13, Professor M. Hughes. 
B 35- Smaller bowl with sharply sloping sides and inturned flanged rim with a beading outside, 

brown-purple blackened outside, Fig. . 
Deep bowl with inturned flanged rim hollowed both sides, double beading outside, 

brown-purple, Fig. . 
Market Place (1902), Proc. C.A.S. vol. x ( 1 904), pp. 261-2, Professor M. Hughes. 

Deep bowl with plain slightly inturned flanged rim, sharply squared off outside and with 
a double beading inside, purple-brown, Fig. 5. 

Museum of Archaeology (191o), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xix (1915), p. 15, Professor M. Hughes. 
Large cooking pot with upright rounded rim sloping outside. Very friable black ware 

with red surfaces much more soapy than usual. Similar to Fig. 4, 37 but not undercut. 
New Schools ('907), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi 0907), p. 417, Professor M. Hughes. 
B38. Bowl with sharply sloping sides and slightly inturned flanged rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 5. 

Rim of a cooking pot with large thin everted rim hollowed inside and outside like 
Fig. 4, 14. Rougher ware than usual. 

33 St Andrew's Street 0907).  Not published. 
B 39.  Medium-sized deep bowl with inturned flanged rim hollowed inside and straight slope 

outside: Sagging base, reddish, Fig. . 
Typical cooking pot with thickened everted rim, purple-brown, Fig. 4. 

St Catharine's College (1906), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi ( 1 907), p. 417, Professor M. Hughes; 
B40- Rim of a deep bowl with rounded inturned flanged rim, purple-brown blackened outside, 

Fig. 5 . 
Medium-sized cooking pot with rounded everted rim (diameter 83 in.), reddish purple-

brown. 	 . 
St John's College Kitchens (1893), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi ( 1 907), P-421, Professor M. Hughes. 

Most body sherds and bases have unfortunately not been kept so that only a few bases 
are left. A slightly concave base of a small cooking pot, brown, Fig. 4. 

St John's College New Court. Not published. 
Rim of a bowl with hammer headed rim, like Fig. 7, 5, dark purple-brown. 

.C. 47.  Typical cooking pot with plain everted rim, black, Fig. 4. 
20 Trinity Street (1895), Proc. C.A.S. vol. xi 09 07), p. 420, Professor M. Hughes and Sir Cyril 

Fox, P.P.S.E.A. vol. iv (1922-4), Fig. 4, 5, P. 228. 
Rim of a bowl with sharply inturned flanged rim convex on top and sharply hollowed 

underneath, dark purple-brown, Fig. 6. 	 . 
Trinity Hall (i88o), Rep. C.A.S. vol. XL (188 1), p. xxi, Hughes and Jenkinson. 

Rim of a large bowl with slightly sloping sides and plain upright rim, dark purple-brown, 
Fig. 5 . 

Rim of a bowl with sloping sides and hammer-headed rim hollowed on top, dark purple-
brown. 
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B 45—B 47.  Typical rims of bowls with inturned flanges like Fig. 6, 2 and 6, dark purple-brown 
and purple-brown. 

B 48. Small hammer-headed rim sloping outside, grey. 
C 48. Thin-sided cooking pot with thin everted rim squared outside, dark purple-brown, Fig. 4. 
C 49.  Large cooking pot with a thick everted rim rounded outside and hollowed inside, purple-

brown (diameter 8 in.). 
Unprovenanced from the Braybrooke collection. 
Upright handle from an unusual type of barrel-shaped vessel. Black with an extra amount of 

crushed shell and red-brown surfaces, Fig. 2, 6. 
Unprovenanced from the Freeman collection. 
Handle of a large bowl of unusual type, Fig. 2, 7. It has not been reconstructed as there is no 

parallel to tell if it had a spout or other handles. 

Cambridgeshire 
CHESTERTON (iço). Unpublished. Presumably from the same site in the High Street which 

produced two fine Medieval jugs. Details of the find not known. The C.A.S. only records the 
purchase of the jugs, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xii (1908), p. 13. 

Shallow angular dish with rounded, plain, slightly inturned rim, slightly sagging base, dark 
purple-brown, Fig. 3, 12. 	 . 

COMBERTON, Reeds and Bakers Pits (1924). Unpublished, though referred to in V.C.H. vol. I, 
P- 329. Material collected from the gravel workings by Mr F. B. Macrae. Three examples have 
been drawn from this large collection. 

From pit A a large bowl with angular sides and upright simple rim and sagging base, dark purple-
brown (24. 1351), Fig. 3, 10. 	 . 

From pit A a shallow dish with angular profile and sagging base. Shelly ware but well baked 
with harsh grey surfaces, Fig. 3, 11.  This is presumably a late twelfth-century development of 
St Neots ware. There are similar examples from Abington Pigotts, q.v. 

From pit A three large cooking pots with simple rounded everted rims. One is figured Fig. 3, I, 
the others are similar, one being more and the other less everted, red-brown. 

Another, similar, but the rim squared off outside and an offset on the shoulder, reddish, Fig. 3 , 2 - 
DIMM0cK's COTE (1952). Typical type of flanged bowl, Fig. 3, 13, dark purple-brown. 
ELSWORTH (ii). A large bowl with thumbing round the rim, red, Fig. 3,211. 
FLAMBARDS T. C. Lethbridge, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv (1935), pp. 101-3, Fig. 4.  A few 

St Neots sherds but mostly Medieval. Latrine pit containing eight rims, five of them St Neots, the 
rest of large twelfth-century Medieval-type cooking pots. Elsewhere Medieval forms pre-
dominated. The latrine pit also contained a Stamford sherd quite unlike any usual form and 
a fragment of a St Neots jug, see p. Unfortunately the St Neots pottery has been mislaid, 
so cannot be republished. 

HERRIMERE, BARWAY, Crannog site. Shallow bowl with angular profile, slightly inturned rim 
and sagging base, light brown, Fig. 3, 14. 

Cooking pot with strongly everted rim squared outside and hollowed on top, brown, Fig. 3, 4. 
All the pottery from this site has very much more shell in it than most St Neots sites. 
HAUXTON (1920's). Mr R. W. Hutchinson collected sherds from a gravel pit beside the road 

from Hauxton to, the railway bridge on the Harston-Newton Road 
KNAPWELL (1929) (29. 369). Large bowl, found between 2 ft. and 3  ft., with hammer-headed 

rim with a small beading under the outer flange, black-purple, Fig. 3, 15. Very similar to the 
bowl from Paxton, Fig. 7, 12. . . 
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Medium-sized cooking pot with strongly everted rim squared outside and doubly bevelled 
inside, brown, Fig. 3,  6. 

Typical cooking pot with plain everted rim (diameter 5  in.), brown. 
STUNTNEY ('933). V.C.H. Cambs. i. 329. I cannot find the whereabouts of this material. 
SWAVESEY, V.C.H. Cambs. r, 329. The whereabouts of this material is likewise not known. 

Mr Lethbridge informs me that he does not think it was St Neots ware. 
WAR DITCHES (1910). Stanley Smith. Cooking pot, everted thin rim rounded outside and 

bevelled inside, dark purple-brown, Fig. 3, 9. 
Large shallow bowl with slightly inturned plain rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 3, 20. 

Essex 
COLCHESTER, Castle Car Park (1950).  Rim of a St Neots cooking pot with a thickened everted 

rim and grooves on the neck similar to examples at Bedford. Found in the tumble of the Roman 
wall in its upper part, due perhaps to robbing in early Norman times for stones to build the keep. 
The rim therefore very likely dates to the late eleventh century. 

WITHAM (iB-1.).  St Neots sherds were found by Mr F. Cottrill during the excavation of a hut 
site. Dated by coins to the ninth century. 

Hertfordshire 
LONG MARSTON 	 Several body and rim sherds of St Neots cooking pots, with much 

other Medieval pottery from a moated site half a mile south-east of the village, collected by 
Mr Peter Crossley-Holland and E. M. Jope. 

SANDON. St Albans and Herts. Arch. Soc. Trans. 	pp. 173-83. Three small sherds found 
on the old ground surface below this Post Mill excavated by Mr W. P. Westell. 

Huntingdonshire 
ALCONBURY. Unpublished. Collected by Dr Garrood and in his private collection and at 

Huntingdon Museum. 
EATON SocoN. Proc. C.A.S. vol. XLv (1952), pp. 48-60. T. C. Lethbridge and C. F. Tebbutt. 

Primary occupation in the twelfth century, following the levelling of a Saxon church and church-
yard to build a castle, presumably in the troubled times of Stephen.The pottery is all homogeneous 
and is of the same date. Besides the small sherd of a St Neots jug already described there were 
sherds of the usual flanged bowls and small cooking pots. 

From the black layer in trench E 4.  Cooking pot with thick overhanging rim and an offset at 
the shoulder, reddish, Fig. 7, 14 	170). 

From Zone A clay level, large cooking pot with thick moulded rim sharply hollowed inside, 
purple-brown, Fig. 7, 15 	167). 

From trench E 5,  above mortar layer, two cooking pots with rounded everted rims one hollowed 
inside and the other undercut. One with an offset outside, reddish and purple-brown, Fig. 7, 
16 and 1 7 (5g. 171A). 

GODMANCHESTER. Unpublished. Material from Colney Close in the Huntingdon Museum. 
HEMINGFORD GREY (190). Surface finds from the site of the old Manor House, mainly 

Medieval but a few St Neots sherds (5 1 -  5 i6). 
Rim of a shallow bowl as Fig. 3, 14, grey with dark purple-brown surfaces. 
Large cooking pot with upright rim and sloping outside, purple-brown, Fig. 3, 5. 
Thin-sided cooking pot with plain everted rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 3, 3. 

CAS 
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HUNTINGDON. Material in Huntingdon Museum and Dr Garrood's private collection from 
Castle Hill Walk, Castle Ditch, i 47 High Street and the Hippodrome Cinema. 

PAXTON (1934).  T. C. Lethbridge and C. F. Tebbutt, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv(1935), pp. 97-105. 
Lime kilns thought to have been used in the construction of the church between 1042 and io66, so 
the pottery is presumably just before the Conqtiest. Nearly all St Neots ware and hardly any 
Medieval sherds. . 

Cooking pot with plain everted rim, black, Fig. 7, I. See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, Fig. 3, 9. 
Cooking pot with rounded everted rim thinned at the shoulder, dark purple-brown, Fig. 7, 2. 

See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, Fig. 3, 8. 
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Fig. 7. St Neots ware from Paxton 1-13, Eaton Socon 14-17,  Southoe 18-23. 1/5. 

Cooking pot with thickened everted rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 7, 3. See also Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxv, Fig. 3, 7. 

A shallow bowl with hammer-headed rim sloping outside with a double beading, Fig. 7, 4. • See 
also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, Fig. 3-6. 

A deep bowl with thin straight sides 'and hammer-headed rim sloping outwards, small beading 
on the outside, dark outer surface and light purple-brown inner surface, Fig. 7, 5-  See also 
Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, Fig. 3, I. There is a complete example of this type of bowl from the High 
Street, Bedford, which enables the depth of the Paxton bowl to be restored, Bedford Modern 
School Museum 3760. 

Fig. 7, 6 and 7,  typical flanged bowls, No. 7  with similar beading to the hammer-headed 
bowls. See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, Fig. 3, 2 and 3. 
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Fig. 7,  8 and 9,  further examples of hammer-headed bowls. See also Proc.. C.A.S. vol. xxxv, 
Fig. 3, 5 and  4. 

Fig. 7, 10, the base of a lamp. There is another example with a taller stem from Southoe (Proc. 
C.A.S. vol. xxxvm, Fig. 1, 8). Except for these two examples I know of no other examples in 
St Neots ware in the Cambridge area. There are examples at Northampton. All the cressets in the 
Cambridge collections are Medieval in date. 

Rim of a bowl with angular inturned rim, a double beading on the sloping outer edge, dark 
purple-brown outer surfaces, lighter inside, Fig. 7, 11  -  

Rounded rim of a bowl, with outer flange with a small beading underneath, black, Fig. 7, 12 

This closely parallels the bowl from Knapwell, Fig. 3, 1 5- 
Sagging base of a cooking pot, dark purple-brown, Fig. 7, 13. 	 . 
ST NEOTS. C. F. Tebbutt, 1929-32. Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii 0933),  pp. 137-511. Found 

during the excavation of a series of Late Saxon huts. Saxo-Norman pottery only. This site is 
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Fig. 8. St Neots cooking pots and bowls from hut sites at St Neots. 1 15. 

certainly Pre-Conquest and may be as early as the ninth or tenth century. The dating depends on 
a T-shaped Frankish axe, but these pots do not have a close dating. 

Typical small cooking pot with everted rim squared outside, black, Fig. 8, 1 . See also Proc. 
C.A.S. vol. xxxiii, P1. II. This is the only cooking pot in the Cambridge area which has a com-
plete profile. 

Larger cooking pot with slightly everted plain rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 8, 2. See also 
Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii, Fig. 6, i i . 

Cooking pot with an unusual upright rim, dark purple-brown, Fig. 8,'3-  See also Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxiii, Fig. 6, io. 	 . 

Shallow bowl with inturned flanged rim and slightly sagging base, Fig. 8, 4. See also Proc 
C.A.S. vol. xxxiii, P1. III, purple-brown. 

Deep bowl with rounded inturned flange, dark purple-brown, Fig. 8, 5.  See also Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxiii, P1. II. 	 . 

Fig. 8, 6-12, a typical series of bowls with inturned flanged rims. See also Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxiii, Fig. 6, nos. 5, 4, 2, I, 6, 3. 

5-2 
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Bowl with hammer-headed rim and internal beading, Fig.. 8, 13. See also Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxiii, Fig. 6, 8. Compare with the Paxton bowls, Fig. 7, 11 and 12. 
. Bowl with upright thickened rim, Fig. 8, x.. See also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii, Figs. 6, 9. 

Cooking pot with a thickened everted rim, black, Fig. 8, 1 5 - 
. Cooking pot with thin sides and everted rim squared outside and beaded inside, dark purple-
brown, Fig. 8, 16. 

Sagging base with sharp angle outside and rounded inside, dark brown-purple, Fig. 8, 17. 
SALOME LODGE. Dr Garrood, Trans. Camb. and Hunts. Arch. Soc. vol. v (1936), p. 385. 

St Neots pottery was found stratified between Medieval and Roman levels. 
SOUTHOE MANOR (1937).  T. C. Lethbridge and C. F. Tebbutt. Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii 

(1938), pp. 158-63. The manor was divided into three in 1219 50 the property probably decayed 
after this date.. 

There is the base of a lamp from this site (Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii, Fig. i, 8) like that from 
Paxton, Fig. 7, 10, but with a taller stand. 

From a posthole a typical flanged bowl, dark purple-brown, Fig. 7, 18. This is an earlier type 
than the rest of the pottery from this site which is mainly twelfth century. 

From the Latrine pit 'a cooking pot with thickened everted rim hollowed on top and brushed, 
fingered along the outside. edge. See Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii, Fig. i, io. Small fragment of 
a cooking pot with sharply everted rim heavily beaded inside. A medium-sized bowl with 
upright rim, thick sides and slightly sagging base, purple-brown, Fig. 7, 19. See Proc. C.A.S. 
vol. xxxviii, Fig. i , i i . Small bowl of unusual type with upright rim and sloping sides, red 
purple-brown, Fig. 7, 20. See Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii, Fig. i, 9. A similar small bowl was 
found on the site of 147 High Street, Huntingdon (Hunt.MUS. 2214) and another at Eden Yard, 
Cambridge, Fig. 5,. 14- Upright rimmed bowls appear to be late in the series, dating to the 
eleventh or twelfth century. The fingered cooking pot is a common twelfth-century type. But 
there is now evidence that it maybe late eleventh, Oxon. vol. xvii—xviII (1952-3), p. 84, Fig. 33, 23-8. 

From the later Latrine pit a series of St Neots cooking pots with fairly simple everted rims and 
the offset on the shoulder which appears to be a twelfth-century feature, Fig. 7,21-3. See 
also Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii, Fig. i, 1-4. This Latrine pit was cut into the other one and the 
contents must therefore be later. As the contents of the first Latrine pit are already twelfth-
century, the later Latrine pit cannot be more than a few years later. There were also in this some 
Medieval sherds as Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxviii, Fig. i, i, which are similar to pots from Rayleigh 
Castle which is twelfth century. These pits do not appear to be of much help for dating, for if the 
Latrine pit is twelfth century there should be some Medieval sherds in it if Medieval pottery 
(i.e. pottery in the hard Medieval fabric but very often in St Neots forms) started soon after the 
Norman Conquest as appears likely. . 

TURTLE FIELD. Mound on the St Ives Road near Huntingdon. Material in the Huntingdon 
Museum, Dr Garrood. 

WEALD CHAPEL (1941). E. Newton, Trans. Camb. and Hunts. Arch. Soc. vol. vi  (1943), 
pp. 168-75. St Neots pottery was found here near and under the chapel of this deserted Medieval 
village. . 

WOODHURST (ii). Various sherds of typical black and grey shelly wares with red to purple-
brown soapy surfaces mixed with Medieval pottery (5 1 -  5 I  ). 

Leicestershire 
LEICESTER, Jewry Wall Site, G. C. Dunning, Soc. Ant. Res. Rep. no. 15 (1948)pp. 222-8. 
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Lincolnshire 
LINCOLN. • Material from Eastgate (published by H. Hodges, Thoroton Soc. Proc. (x954) 

PP- 29, 30) ; Flaxengate ; Newport Arch excavations and from the Telephone Exchange site at 
the corner of Broadgate and St Rumbold Street. From the later site an almost complete cooking 
pot with a band of rouletting round the shoulder. To be published by F. H. Thompson in Lincs. 
Arch. Soc. Rep. 

NETTLEHAM (iç). A cooking.pot, the rouletted rim of a flanged bowl and a shallow spouted 
bowl from the manor site. Lincoln City Museum. 	• 

STAMFORD. Material from the destruction of the castle mound in the 1930's to make a car park. 

London 
A few sherds in the Guildhall Museum from variOus sites. 

Middlesex 
NORTHOLT (1950  onwards). A.N.L. vol. in (1951), p. 149, J. G. Hurst. Fragments of bowls 

found under the thirteenth-century level. The sherds were found in a latrine pit during trial 
trenching in the first season and many have since been found in a twelfth-century ditch. A large 
area is being taken down to this level in which it is hoped to find further examples. Gunnersbury 
Park Museum. 

, 	Norfolk 
NORWICH (1896). At Fye Bridge, see Norf. Arch. vol. xiii (1898), pp. 217-32, and at Barn Road, 

1948 (Norf. Arch. vol. xxx 0952), pp. 307-8), 1951 and 1953 (Norf. Arch. vol. xxxi (1953), 
PP- 56-8) and 1954-  Palace Street (1952). Norwich Castle Museum. 

THETFORD (1948-50). A.N.L. vol. ii ( 1 950) ,' PP- 117-22, and vol. iii (1950), pp. 41-6. A fair 
number of St Neots sherds were found by Group Capt. Knocker during the Ministry of Works 
excavations in the Late Saxon town. Norwich Castle and Thetford Museums. 

Northamptonshire 
ARMSTON. St Neots cooking pot. 
EARL'S BARTON. Sherds from the churchyard, collected by E. M. Jope in 1939:  cooking pot rim 

and body sherds. 
HINTON-IN-THE-HEDGES. Cooking pot rim from a water supply trench dug in 1939-40, 

collected by E. M. Jope. 	. 
LONG Bucio (195S).  Dr M. W. Thompson. Material from the Ministry of Works excavation 

of the outer bailey of the castle, mainly twelfth century in date. 
NORTHAMPTON. Assoc. Arch. Soc. Rep. vol. xvi (iMi), P. 243, S. Sharpe. Northampton 

Museum. • 	 . 
TOWCESTER (1954). J. Alexander. Sherds from the Ministry of Works excavation of the Roman 

defences. 	 . 
WYTHEMAIL 	Sherds found by Miss D. G. Duckett on this deserted village site excavated 

by the Deserted Medieval Village Research Group on behalf of the Ministry of Works. 
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Nottinghamshire 
STOKE BARDOLPH (1952). The Peveril Research Group have found St Neots pottery in the 

lower levels of this Medieval manor site. • Information, Mr H. Wildgoose. 
THURGARTON 	St Neots pottery was found on this site stratified under an early twelfth- 

century chapel by Mr H. Hodges. Thoroton Soc. vol. Lviii ( 1 954), pp. 28-30. Mr P. W. Gathercole 
found further sherds in 1954- 

Oxfordshire 
Mr E. M. Jope is publishing details of Oxfordshire St Neots sites in a forthcoming volume of 

Oxoniensia. There is St Neots material from Deddington Castle, Duns Tew, Marston, Woodperry, 
Wretchwick, Yarnton and in Oxford from under the castle mound, Canal Wharf, Bulwarks Lane, 
St Ebbe's, St Martin's, Lincoln Hall, Bodleian Quadrangle, Radcliffe Square, Oriel College, 
All Souls Cloister Quadrangle, Logic Lane, Angel Inn, New College, York Place and Clarendon 
Hotel. 

. 	 Rutland 
OAKHAM CASTLE (1953). A few sherds were found associated with Stamford ware in an 

occupation layer under the twelfth-century Castle bank in the Ministry. of Works excavations 
directed by Mr P. W. Gathercole. 

Suffolk 
IPSWICH. A single bowl from Falcon Street. 

Warwickshire 
BIGGIN. Miss Morris tells me that the Rugby School Archaeological Society found St Neots 

ware on this deserted village site. 
Yorkshire 

HUNGATE, YORK (1951-2). Various fragments of typical St Neots cooking pots and bowls were 
found by Miss K. Richardson on this site during excavations by the Ministry of Works. As far as 
I know no examples of St Neots ware have been found elsewhere in Yorkshire. Mr D. M. Water-
man confirms this. 
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THE CLERGY OF WILLINGHAM 1300-1955 
PART.I 

CANON F. J. BYWATERS, M.A. 

DURING  the reign of Elsin, abbot of Ely (981-1016), Uva gave many of his 
possessions, the village of Wivelingham included, ' to God and His gracious virgin 
Etheidreda for ever ) . 1  

By permission of King Canute (1017-35), Abbot Leofsin ordered certain estates to 
supply the monastery with food, and Wivelingham was made responsible for the 
provision of rations for one week in each year. 2  

This association of the monastery with the village was broken after the foundation 
of the See of Ely in i 109, for Bishop Hervey secured Willingham with the other 
estates transferred to the bishopric. From 1581 to 1599 the See of Ely was vacant 
and the revenues appropriated by the Crown, but when the manor was sold in 1602 

to Sir Miles Sandys, the advowson was retained by Bishop Heton, and has since been 
held by successive bishops. Accordingly, except for special reasons given, presenta-
tion to the benefice of the incumbents mentioned has been made by the contem-
porary bishop of the diocese. 

1300. WALTER ALIQuID was chaplain. He had been charged with receiving his 
brother Thomas, who had been convicted of theft, but at an inquisition made by the 
sheriffs and coroners of the county, Walter purged his innocence. The bishop of Ely 
reported to the king that his clerk was of good fame and conversation, and the sheriff 
was ordered to restore his lands, goods and chattels which had been taken into the 
king's hands when the charge was made. 3  

1301- JOHN DE REDE, parson, acknowledged that he owed 34 to Bonruncinus 
Walteri de Luca and Burnettus and Richard his son. It was ordered that in default 
of payment, his lands and chattels were to be appropriated. 4  

1302. RICHARD DE ABINDONE or ABYTON, rector. Prior to the Council of Lyons in 
1274, he held the church of St Sampson, Cricklade, value twenty marks. In 1284 he 
was Chamberlain of North Wales ; in 1 28 5  the king presented him to the Prebend of 
Lusk in Dublin Cathedral and made him collector of the revenues of the vacant 
archbishopric. He became a Baron of the Exchequer in 1299, and in the following 
year custodian of the vacant see of Ely. In April, 1302, as the see was still vacant, 
King Edward I presented him to Willingham, but in July of the same year he was 

1 Liber Eliensis (ed. D. J. Stewart), Bk. II, ch. LXVI. 	 2 Ibid ch. LXXXIV. 
3 Calendar of Inquisitions: Calendar of Close Rolls. 	 4 Cal. Close Rolls. 
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forbidden ' to intermeddle further in the custody of the vacant see of.Ely '. In 1 3  04 
he was also a canon of Salisbury and Wells, and prebendary of Wellington in Lich-
field Cathedral. . . 

He was cited to appear before the Pope in 1306 for unlawfully retaining the stall at 
Wells, but in 1309, although it was recalled that on his appointment to .Willingham 
he was not in priest's orders, he was given a papal dispensation to retain the two 
benefices, Willingham being valued at forty marks, and the four canonries. In the 
following year he was sent to Gascony on the king's service, and in 13 11 received 
a further dispensation to retain his benefices and canonries together with the chap-
laincy of Bourton in the diocese of Worcester, valued at seven marks. 

When the citizens of Bristol revolted against the corporation, the king sent Richard 
as judge (13 1 3); but during the trials, as a tumult had arisen against him, he was kept 
prisoner for his own safety by William Randall. He subsequently tried eighty of the 
offenders at Gloucester assizes. 

Richard was also vicar of Sutton from 1283 to 1293 he. died in 1322. In 1327 
Robert de Abingdon made a grant of four messuages and a stone quay in London to 
find money for the payment of two secular chaplains to celebrate divine service daily 
for the soul of Richard in the chapel of the Virgin in the abbey church of Abingdon.' 

13 18. JOHN DE EvERISDEN, rector. Though there seems to be no record of the 
resignation of the former rector, it is evident that John was collated or appointed 
prior to 13 18, for on 15 June of that year, he was obliged to resign since he had held 
the benefice as a pluralist without a papal dispensation. 2  

1319. ALAN DE HOTHAM, rector. The Pope issued a mandate to John de Hotham, 
bishop of Ely and to others to assign to Alan, then of the diocese of York, the rectory 
of Willingham, vacant by the cession of John de Everisden, who held it as a pluralist 

S 

 without dispensation. Willingham was valued at f27, and Alan also held Schire in the 
diocese of Winchester, valued at 24. As his successor was appointed to Willingham 
in 1324, it is possible that Alan resigned when he became rector of Dereham with 
the chapelry of Hoo in Norfolk, where he died in 13 5 1.3  

In the inventory of church property, originally compiled in 1278, a later note states 
that Alan gave a vestment. 4  It is interesting to note that land at Willingham was 
owned and transferred by William de Hoo (or Hoe) during the incumbency of Alan. 5  

The bishop of Ely in 1338 (Simon Montacute) quoted a royal brief which ordered 
Nicholas de Stokton, executor of the will of John de Hotham, to appear at York and 
answer Will. de Calthorpe on plea that he, with Simon de Drayton and Alan de 
Hotham his co-executors, owed him three hundred marks. 6  It seems that Alan may 
have been a relative of the bishop. 

1324. JOHN DE ELLERKER, rector. A king's clerk in January 1320, he was already 
S 

rector of Willingham in 1324 by papal dispensation, and was appointed Canon of 
1  Dictionary of National Biography: Calendar of Patent Rolls: Calendar of Papal Registers. 
2  Cal. Papal Registers. 	 3  Cal. Papal Registers: Episcopal Registers. 

. 	Vetus Liber Arch. Eliensis 	 5  Pedes Finium. 	 6  Episcopal Registers. 
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Beverley and canon and prebendary of York. From 1336 to 1344 he was rector of 
Leverington. In March 1336 he went to Ireland on the king's service, where he 
became canon and treasurer of St Patrick's, Dublin. He was cited to appear before 
the barons of the exchequer at York to render the account of the profits of the Dublin 
Treasury during his term of office, as no account had been rendered. This writ 
could not be served as John was a chaplain to the king, and the bishop of Ely was 
ordered to distrain upon his goods at Leverington and elsewhere in the diocese. 

Yet in 1337 he had been ratified as 'parson of Leverington and prebend of 
Botavant in the church of St Peter, York, granted for Service to Edward II in 
Gascony and elsewhere'. 

In April '339  another brief was issued against him for a debt of. twenty marks to 
John Juntyn, merchant of the Guild of Perugia; in February 1340, as he had not 
accounted for k3o  received of the sheriffs of London in aid of the king's expedition 
to Gascony, a further brief was issued, but a writ to stay proceedings was issued in 
March, probably for the reason given above. Further briefs alleging embezzlement 
of moneys due to Hugh le Despenser, and lay subsidies from York, Lancashire, Nor-
thumberland, Cumberland and Westmorland were served, but John, who had been 
presented by the king to St Mary-the-Great, Cambridge, in 1341, became rector of 
Campsale, York, by exchange in 1344, and archdeacon of Cleveland in 1348. 1  

1339. WILLIAM DE HAUBERGE, rector. On 5 November 1339 he was given a licence 
of absence, but the reason is not given, nor is there evidence of his collation or 
resignation. 2  . 

1342. ADAM DE LYNHAM, rector. He was collated on 3  April, and was a bishop's 
clerk; he had held Feitwell since 1337. In the additional notes to the inventory of 
1278, he is stated to have given a breviary to the church, also a cope for use in choir, 
with a complete set of vestments including tunicle and dalmatic. 3  

1345. ROGER SYWARD of Boui was chaplain. 4  . 
1346. JOHNALIQUID, chaplain. 5  
1369. JOHN MACONS, chaplain. He was given possession of a messuage and land 

in Ramsey. In 1380 he was presented to the Free Chapel of Haveringmere by Philip 
de Tylneye ; three days later he exchanged it for the vicarage of Stapleford. 6  

1370. ROBERT DE SUSTEDE, rector. Described as ' parson and doctor of laws ' , he 
was a member of a commission to try certain friars in a convent at Oxford who were 
disobedient to their Prior of, the order of Friars Preachers. 

In 1371 orders were given to the keepers of the passage in the ports of London and 
Sandwich to suffer Robert to pass without let with one yeoman and two horses, taking 
his books, One hundred shillings for his expenses and J.o by exchange, as with the 

1  Cal. Patent Rolls: Cal. Papal Registers: Sandars, Great St Mary's, P.  7: Episcopal Registers. 
2  Episcopal Registers. 	 3 Episcopal Registers: Vetus Liber Arch. Eliensis. 
4  Pedes Finium. 	 5 Calendar of Feudal Aids. 
6  Calendar of Ancient Deeds: Episcopal Registers. 



74 	 CANON F. J. BYWATERS 

king's licence he was to go to the court of Rome in order to prosecute there the 
business of William de Wymondham the king's physician. He had found in chancery 
two guarantors in kioo that he would notthere or elsewhere oversea attempt aught 
that might tend to the prejudice of the king or any of his subjects. 

Archbishop Wittlesey gave him permission to stay in Rome in 1373, and to lease 
out his church for three years; he died in Rome in 1375, and it is recorded in a note 
in Bishop Arundell's Register that the benefice of Willingham was then ' collated by 
the pope to a " familiar "   of the Archbishop of Canterbury, whose name we do not 
know; and as he has appointed no proctor, we have sequestrated the benefice ' .' 

1377. ROGER DE WESTON, rector. He may (or may not) have been the familiar of 
the archbishop, but there was a suit against him for non-payment of firstfruits after 
papal provision. Roger was one of the witnesses at the confirmation of the Chancellor 
of Cambridge University in 1384;  in 1388 witness to a charter at Ely; and in the 
same year his estate as ' parson '   was ratified. In 1394 he was one of the parties in 
a quitclaim concerning lands at Gamlingay, and in 1397 lent ,40 to the king. 2  

In 1392a  licence, for five marks paid to the king by John de Brunne, was granted 
for the alienation in mortmain by him of one messuage, thirteen acres of land and one 
of meadow in Wyvelyngham, not held in chief, to a chaplain to celebrate divine 
service daily in the chapel of St Mary in the church of Wyvelyngham for the good 
estate of the said John, for his soul after death, and the souls of his parents, ancestors 
and others . 3  

In 1406 a return of chaplains and chantry priests gives the names of RICHARD 

WESTON and JOHN CROWCHE for Willingham.4  JOHN DE SNOGH (or SNOW) and 
JOHNATTE CROUCH paid 2S. • for clerical poll-tax. 

1447. JOHN SUGDEN, M.A., chaplain, was collated on the death of Richard Weston. 5  
While it is not improbable that Roger Weston held the benefice for seventy years, the 
mention of Richard as Rector raises the point as to whether the chantry chaplain 
became the incumbent, or whether a confusion in names arose. The registers of 
Bishops Morgan and de Luxembourg (1426-1443) are missing, depriving us of 
diocesan information for that period. 

In July 1452 Sugden was presented by the bishop of Ely to Bishop's Hatfield, 
where he died in 1470. 6  

1472. JOHNNEWHOUS, rector. There is no record of the collation of this rector, 
or of other incumbents until 1518, 50 it is not clear that he was the immediate 
successor to Sugden, though his will (P.C.C. 8 Wattys) seems to indicate that he was, 
for he mentions a tenement, formerly the property of John Sugden, which he ordered 
to be sold. The will is dated 12 January 1472, and probate was granted i i March that 
same year. 

1  Cal. Pat. Rolls: Cal. Close Rolls: Episcopal Registers 
2  Ibid. 	 3  Cal. Pat. Rolls. 
4  Episcopal Registers. 	 5 Ibid. 	 6  Ibid. 
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He may have been associated with East Peckham in Kent, to which church he left 

a silver paxbrede and two reliquaries; also he wished, if he died in London, to be 
buried in the church of All Saints ' ad Fenum '. If, however, ' apud Wivelingham me 
ab hac luce migravit contigerit ', he wished to be buried in the church at the discretion 
of his executors. To the poorest of the inhabitants of the parish he left 40s. His 
breviary was to go to Richard Newport. Was this the parish priest without a surname 
in 1468? 

The money from the sale of the tenement was to buy a paxbrede of silver and two 
silver cruets for Willingham Church, which he states was dedicated to the Apostle 
St Matthew (the present dedication is to St Mary and All Saints). Any surplus money 
was to pay for the repair of a broken chalice and for other ornaments of the church. 

Between 1452 and 1488 there are recorded the names of JOHN PYNDER (1463), 
parish chaplain at nine marks per annum; RICHARD (no surname) as parish priest in 
1468; he paid 6s. 8d. subsidy to the king as he received more than one hundred 
shillings per annum; and PETER ADAMS (1486), chaplain, also liable for 6s. 8d. to the 
archbishop of Canterbury.' In 1488 JOHN CRAGGYS was chaplain of the chantry. 2  

1518. JOHNRumpAYNE, rector. He was a scholar of Eton and King's College, 
ordained acolyte on 4  April i 500 and sub-deacon on 18 April of the same year, when 
he was a Fellow of King's College. 3  

From 1508  to 1 539 he was rector of St Pancras, Soper Lane, 4  and at some time 
' was at the charge of the glass in the windows of a vestry on the north side of the 
College [King's] Chapel, which was for the use of the Vice-Provost '. During his 
incumbency, GEORGE HARGREAVES was curate .6 

Rumpayne appeared at a synod without a surplice, and was excommunicated, but 
in May 1521 he sought absolution; his petition was granted. 7  

In 1545  he resigned the benefice conditionally on his being granted a pension and 
a house. 8  

1545. LANCELOT RIDLEY, D.D., rector. A graduate of Clare College, he was skilled 
in theology, Latin, Greek, and Hebrew, and on the refoundation of the cathedral at 
Canterbury in 1 54 1  under the king's charter, was constituted one of the Six Preachers. 
In the reign of Edward VI he distinguished himself by the ability with which he 
defended the doctrines of protestantism, but on the accession of Queen Mary he was 
proceeded against as a married clergyman. He failed to appear on the day of visita-
tion, but ten days later pleaded guilty in the chapter house and was deprived. He had 
signed the inventory of church goods at Willingham in the previous year, and was 
rector of Bluntisham 1 553-4.  Bale (says the D.N.B.) heard a report that Ridley 
subsequently put away his wife and returned to celibacy and Roman Catholicism; but 
he was not re-appointed to Willingham, for his successor was collated in May, 1554. 

1  Episcopal Registers. 	2  Cal. Patent Rolls. 	 Episcopal Registers. 
4  Venn, Alumni Cantabrigienses. 	 Harwood, Alumni Etonenses, vol. i, p. 125. 
6  Episcopal Registers. 	 7 Baker MSS. vol. xxviii, fo. 252. 
8  Episcopal Registers. 
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Ridley became rector of Stretham in 15,5 9 and in 15  6o  was restored to his preacher-
ship at Canterbury. He was buried at Stretham on 16 June 1576. 

Among his works were: 
An Exposition upon the Epistle of Jude the apostle of Christ wherein he setteth 

plainli before every man's eyes false Apostles and theyr craftes, bi the whiche they 
have longe deceyved symple Christian People. (London, 1538.) 

A Commentary in Englyshe upon Sayncte Paule's Epystle to the Ephesyans, for 
the instruccyon of them that be unlearned in tongues, gathered out of the holy 
Scryptures and of the olde Catholyke Doctours of the Churche, and of the best 
authors that nowe a daye do wryte. (London, 1540.) According to J. Moffat (Intro-
duction to the Literature of the New Testament) this was the first commentary in 
English on the Epistle. 

An Exposicion in Englishe upon the Epistle of S. Paule to the Colossians, wherein 
the latter is purely declared, with many good exhortacions to flee vice, and to take 
virtue as shall appere clerely to the faithfull Reader throughout this Epistle. 

An exposytion in Englyshe upon the Epistyl of saynte Paule to the Phillipians, for 
the instruction of them that be unlerned in tonges ; gathered out of holy scriptures, 
and of the old catholike doctours of the church, and out of the best authors that now 
adayes doe write. 

Exposition of the book of Joshua; the gospel of St Matthew; the second epistle to 
the Thessalonians; the second and third epistles of St John. 

Dc xiii abusionibus missae. 
De conjugio ministrorum.' 
Ridley was a beneficiary under the will of William Spicer, rector of Clopton, 

Cambridgeshire, who died in 1535. He was to receive 'my goblet of silver with the 
cover parcel gilte ', and if present at the funeral as a Fellow of Clare College was to 
receive 35. 4d. He was also a witness of the testator's signature. 2  

1554. THOMAS PARKINSON, rector. A graduate of Trinity College, he proceeded 
to B. D. in 1 545  and became one of the original Fellows in the following year. He had 
been ordained priest at Lincoln in 1534-5 as ' Fellow of Michael House ' , and in 1551 
was rector of Wimpole, where in 1553 he signed the inventory of church goods. 
Parkinson was brother-in-law to Lancelot Ridley, who instituted proceedings against 
him in the Chancery Court with reference to Willingham, of. which he expected to 
be deprived by reason of his marriage. 3  

It was during the incumbency of Parkinson that the Willingham Registers, com-
plete from 1559, were begun, and the chalice and paten, dated 1569 were made, 
probably in obedience to the injunction of Archbishop Parker, from existing plate 
left after the confiscation of 1 553  to replace ' the prophane cuppes, bowles, dishes or 
chalices heretofore used at Masse'. 

1  Dictionary of National Biography ; Venn, Alumni Cantab. ; Cooper, Athenae Cantab. vol. i, P. 354; 
Episcopal Registers. 

2 w M. Palmer, History of Clopton ; Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii, P.  45. 
3  Chancery Proceedings, 1547-5 i, file 1466. 
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In 1560 the bishop of Ely reported to the archbishop of Canterbury that Thomas 

Parkinson, priest and resident rector of. Willingham was a B.D. ' ac ad predicand: 
habilis, non habet specialem praedicandi facultatem, alit ibid Hospitium'.' 

Jane Parkinson was buried at Willingham on 24 June 1 5  6o ; Parkinson was appointed 
to Orwell in 1 566, apparently holding it with Wimpole and Willingham. He gave to 
the University Library Homer's works, printed in Florence, and also gave 40s. towards 
making a door in the steeple at the west end of Great St Ma ry?s  Church. He was 
a subscriber to the Liturgy at Elsworth in 1571, and died in March 1585-6. The 
parochial register records his burial as of ' rector ecclesiae ibidem'.. He was a bene-
factor to Magdalene College. 2  

It may be asked whether he gave orders for the painting of the commandments on 
the walls of the church. The insertion of a perpendicular window which took up 
most of the space at the east end of the chancel would not have left much room for 
the painting of the commandments there ; that may be the reason why some were 
painted, 'with other chosen sentences written upon the walls. . . in places convenient ' . 3  

Some parts are still visible. 

1585. WILLIAM SMITH, rector, D.D., Fellow of King's College, 1576-86. He had 
been a scholar at Eton, and was presented to Willingham by Charles Smith by grant 
from Queen Elizabeth, as from 1 58  I to 1599  the see of Ely was kept vacant and the 
revenues appropriated by the Crown. The institution took place at Lambeth on 
19 March 1 586,  only seven days after the burial of Parkinson. 

In 1595 and in 1609 he was rated for his parsonage to provide three petronels 
furnished. Smith was Master of Clare College 1601-12 ; Vice-Chancellor 1602; 
Provost of King's College 1612-15; chaplain to Queen Elizabeth and James 1; canon 
of Peterborough 1595-1602; rector of Kingston, Cambs., 1595-1601 ; rector of 
Little Bardfield and vicar of Halstead, Essex; rector of Toppesfield, 1601-3. 

Dr Smith took a great interest in the parish of Willingham. In his lifetime he 
built and endowed almshouses which stood at the east end of the churchyard, and in 
1 593 was a founder and benefactor of the school. At his death in 1615 he left West 
Meadow, arable land of over eight acres in extent, to the parish charities to be let in 
small allotments to poor persons. This land is so let today. 

Among his benefactions to King's College were books worth ioo, a salt worth 
&0, a fine standing cup with pendant moving figures surrounding the middle and 
many other legacies. ' His death was much lamented by his friends and by the public. 14 

' He was a good housekeeper and the loss of him was much lamented as well by the 
Fellow-Collegiates as by the College Tenants generally. 15  

During his incumbency, the following curates were assistants: JOHNHAWKSBEE, 
I 599—I 600 ; CHARLES SMITH, 1603-7;  J 	16o8—ii;  and JOHN WILLIAMS, 
1611-15. 

1  Baker MSS. vol. xxvii, p. 198. 
2  Venn, op. cit. ; Cooper, op. cit. ; Episcopal and Parochial Registers. 
3  Ordered by Queen Elizabeth, 1559-64. 	 ' Harwood, Alumni Etonenses, vol. i. 
5  Austen Leigh, History of King's College; Gibbons, Ely Episcopal Records; Venn, op. cit. 
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Charles, a son of Charles Smith was baptized in August, 1607. A Charles Smith 
of King's College (B.A. 1597-8) and M.A. (Clare College, 16o6) became vicar of 
Litlington, in the gift of the college in 1603;  in 1609 he became vicar of Southery, 
where he died 1625.' John Nixon was a graduate of Clare College. 

1615. JEROMEBEALE, rector, collated on the death of the late rector. A graduate 
of Christ's College in 1 5954,  he was M.A. of Pembroke College and Fellow; 
D.D. 1619. In 16O2 and 1 6o he was incorporated at Oxford. In the latter year he 
became prebendary of Chichester, vicar of Cowfold in i 609, vicar of West Wittering 
and rector of Nuthurst 1609-13. He then became rector of Hardwicke where he 
signed the register transcripts in 1613, and was prebendary of Ely in 1617, also 
Master of Pembroke College from 1617 to his death. He resigned Hardwicke on 
his collation to Willingham, but retained his other offices, including those of chaplain 
to the king and sub-almoner. He was also Vice-Chancellor in 1622_3.2  His death 
occurred in 1630. 

Assistant curates were EDMUND MAPLETOFT, who later became rector, 1617-23; 
GEORGE ALSOPPE, 1623; and EDWARD WETHERED, 1624-30. 

George Alsoppe was a graduate of Pembroke College, and was ordained deacon at 
Peterborough on 3 i May 16 1 8 and priest on the next day. His son Vincent took Anglican 
orders, but afterwards became a Presbyterian, then a celebrated Congregational 
minister at Westminster. 3  . 

Edward Wethered was another Pembroke College graduate. 

1630. JOHNBUCKERIDGE, rector. John Buckeridge, bishop of Ely from 1628-31 
had been President of St John's College, Oxford, where the younger John, probably 
a relative, also graduated M.A. in 1629, and incorporated at Cambridge in the same 
year. The rector compounded for first-fruits on i i January 1630, paying ,i8. 8s. 6d.4  

He was the son of George Buckeridge, ' citizen and haberdasher of London ' , who 
was buried at Willingham in 1646, his wife Susan having been buried there in 1643. 

Nine of the children of John Buckeridge were baptized at Willingham, and three of 
them buried there. He was a prebendary of Ely from 1642;  he died and was buried at 
Willingham in September, 1647, his eldest surviving child being ten years old. 

From 1631 to 1633 THOMAS AMBLER, M.A., Pembroke College, was curate. 5  

(To be continued) 

1  Venn, op. cit. 	2  Venn, op. cit. ; Bentham, History and Antiquities of Ely. 
3  Venn, op. cit. 	 4 Baker MSS. vol. xxviii, p. 252. 
5  Venn, o. cit. ; Bentham, op. cit. ; Parochial Registers. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT ST NEOTS, 
HUNTINGDONSHIRE 

C. F. TEBBUTT, F.S.A 

DURING  I 954 two excavations were in progress in the town of St Neots (which 
includes the parish of Eynesbury) which threw some light on its history. 

The first was a series of deep trenches for sewage mains dug along some of the 
principal streets in both parishes. The other was the clearance of a number of old 
buildings on the north side of the Market Square near the bridge. They are Nos. 7, 9 
and I i , between the Cross Keys Hotel and Barclays Bank. Only the back parts of 
these premises were pulled down, the fronts, facing the Square, being retained to 
preserve amenities. This property, like all others on this side of the Square, extends 
back to Priory Lane, spanning the line of the south wall of the Benedictine Priory of 
St Neot. In a survey dated 1757 of the Priory Estate, owned by Sir Stephen Anderson, 
the line of the Priory wall bisecting these properties is plainly shown, as is the 
Priory Gatehouse near the present Bridge Hotel (Plate VI). The Gatehouse was not 
pulled down until 1814.' 

The line of this wall is now only found in excavations as a robber trench from 
which the stonework was removed, leaving only a residue of mortar, and it was seen 
in its correct position during the building of Woolworth's and Boots shops some 
twenty years ago. . 

It has long been established that a cemetery existed under these properties. 
Skeletons have been found at the Cross Keys Hotel premises, others under Barclays 
Bank, Woolworth's, Boots and No. 35. In the case of the two multiple stores I was 
able to establish that burials occurred on both sides of the line of the Priory wall and 
that they represented both sexes. No grave goods or associated objects have ever 
been recorded and all burials I have seen appeared to be buried in the usual east-west 
Christian fashion and without coffins. 

THE SEWAGE EXCAVATION (FIG. i) 
The sewage trenches started from the treatment works below the Paper Mill, coming 
into the town along Huntingdon Street and over ' The Cross '  into Church Street to 
the junction of Cemetery Lane. Opposite the Wesleyan Chapel in Huntingdon 
Street the edge of a pit or ditch with animal bones was struck and just north of it 
a large underground brick cistern was broken into. People still living remember being 

1  G. C. Gorham, History and Antiquities of Eynesbury and St Neots in Huntingdonshire (London, 1820), 

P_ 90. 
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told that this was one of a number scattered through the town to.provide water for fire 
fighting and they were traditionally said to date from a time when concern spread as 
a result of the Great Fire of London. The natural water table provided the supply. 
Just  south-east of St Neots Church the old natural surface below the road began to 
dip towards Hen Brook, the present level having been made up by dumping large 
quantities of gravel mixed with brick rubble. This filling up of the natural valley of 
the brook was in some places as much as 3  ft. thick and was obviously designed to 
bring the surface above normal flood level and enable building to take place there. 
Similar filling was found along St Mary's Street, Eynesbury, from Eynesbury Bridge 
to within a short distance of Eynesbury Church. All the existing houses between the 
two churches are built on this artificially raised surface. 

Close to Eynesbury Bridge on the south side just opposite the door of Eynesbury 
Post Office, the foundations of a red brick wall were found z ft. down. This appeared 
to be the wing wall of a ford over the brook, and the cobbled approach to such a ford 
was found in previous road excavations. The present bridge was widened twice, the 
original being of stone and about 9  ft. wide. 

It was obviously important to date this major work of filling up the flood plain of 
Hen Brook between St Neots and Eynesbury. Nothing datable turned up from the old 
surface below the filling or in the filling itself except the red brick. Toseland Hall, 
dated about 1600, is perhaps one of the earliest local domestic buildings built in red 
brick, while its use went on at least to the late eighteenth century. From their 
coarseness and medium thickness I would judge the bricks in question to be seven-
teenth century. This estimate is confirmed by the dating of the houses built on the 
raised ground. Many are listed in the Royal Commission on Historical Monuments 
Report on Huntingdonshire as seventeenth-century and none earlier. 

Along Brook Street similar filling was found until the trench reached the west end 
where the brook is open to the street. From here to the corner the filling below the 
present brook wall was of a much later date, white and willow pattern china occurring 
at a depth of over 7  ft. This filling was done to make a public barge quay, and indeed 
the houses along this part of Brook Street are early nineteenth century. 

As the trench turned north at the corner of Brook Street, the wall of a large brick 
and stone sewer outlet was struck, the stone being re-used Barnack probably from 
the Priory. This appeared to run down South Street. Opposite the roadway leading 
to the Market Square a large complete circular brick sewer was uncovered. A number 
of these were found during the course of the work, all examples of skilful brickwork 
in a rather harder and yellower brick than that already mentioned, but still thinner 
and redder than the nineteenth-century local yellow brick. I consider that these 
sewers also are seventeenth-century and contemporary with the gravel filling. 

In the short length of roadway leading to the High Street several sewer pits or 
ditches were crossed. On reaching the High Street the trench turned west along the 
south side of the street about 4  ft. from the pavement until the Square was reached, 
when it crossed to the north side and continued along the roadway about 6 ft. from 
the pavement as far as Priory Lane. In the short section from the Midland Bank to 

6 	 CAS 
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the Golden Ball Inn were found two ditches, once open, running at right angles into 
a ditch that followed the edge of an old metalled road leading from the High Street 
to the river bridge, now about z ft. below the present surface. These ditches con-
tamed cattle and sheep bones, many parts of -leather shoes of the late fifteenth and the 
sixteenth centuries, and a small amount of pottery of the fifteenth, sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries. 

Along the north side of the Market Square were a number of similar open ditches 
obviously leading from properties on the site of the present shops. They also con-
tamed pottery and shoes similar to the others. In one case a circular brick sewer had 
been laid along the line of a former open ditch. It was also apparent that only the 
ancient roadway had been metalled; between the ditches had been grass or mud. 

Opposite the east end of the Cross Keys Hotel was found a well, 25 ft. deep. The 
top 4 ft. was in brick, but the remainder was built in stone blocks cut in circular shape 
to fit the circumference, and almost certainly medieval. Near the approaches to 
Priory Lane a metalled branch of the old roadway led diagonally towards it. 

At the approaches to the river bridge the natural land surface dipped towards the 
river bank and at the corner of Priory Lane as much as 6 fto of gravel had been laid to 
raise the approach to the present stone bridge, built about 1617.' In the mud below 
the filling were found more sixteenth- and seventeenth-century shoes with much 
decayed wood and nails. Perhaps these latter were remains of the wooden bridge on 
stone piers, which the present bridge replaced. 

The trench was only continued up Priory Lane as far as Messrs Jordan and 
Addington's mill gateway, and nothing of interest was found in this section. Being 
in the centre of the road it probably followed the line of the old road and passed 

. through the Priory gateway, thus missing the foundations of the gatehouse. 
From the line above described at the bus shelter near Barclay's Bank, a short 

length of trench was dug south across the present main road to about half-way across 
the west side of the Square. This uncovered a section at right angles across the old 
road, which was found at this point to be 4  ft. below the present surface and 24 ft. 
wide. Imbedded in its cobbled surface was a late sixteenth-century shoe sole - and 
a seventeenth-century horse-shoe. Twenty feet south of this road and running parallel 
to it, was a large ditch 12 ft. wide and at least 5 ft. deep running towards the river. It 
contained the usual pottery of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries and shoes of 
the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries—one with a bronze buckle in the shape of 
a figure of eight. Finds of equal interest were sea mussel and oyster shells, proving 
river navigation to the coast. 

This trench gave an interesting section of the Market Square. When the old road 
had been in use and the large ditch open, the Square had only a grass or mud surface 
and could have been little above river level. At the same time that other parts of the 
town were raised above flood level the ditch had been filled up and 9  in. of gravel, 
mixed with red brick rubble, had been laid all over it. Above this 6 in. of mud had 
accumülatedbefore 2 ft. more of gravel had been added to make it up to its present level. 

1  Victoria County History, Huntingdonshire, vol. ii, p. 337. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT NOS. 71 9 1  AND II MARKET SQUARE (FIG. z) 
As previously stated, this site spans the line of the Priory wall, and trenches, 42 ft. 
apart, were dug along part of its east and west extremities for the foundations of 
a shopping arcade leading from the Square to Priory Lane. The west trench crossed 
the line of the wall, while the east trench was shorter and entirely within the Priory 
precincts. A number of drainage pits were also dug between the foundation trenches. 
All these penetrated down to and below monastic levels, as a number of drains and 
cesspits of the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth centuries and wells of unknown 
date had also done.' There was also in the upper levels the foundations of a red brick 
house of the early eighteenth century with the remains of a clay pipe kiln containing 
many wasters and a cesspit with wine and gin bottles and other glass-ware. The 
clay pipes, unfortunately, had no trade mark, but a wig curler found with the glass-
ware was marked R.W. surmounted by a crown; there is a similar one from London 
in the Guildhall Museum. 2  . 

In the west foundation trench the Priory wall was found in the position expected. 
It was represented by a robber-trench containing mortar. All stone had been removed, 
and indeed a great deal was found in the walls of the eighteenth-century house above 
it. On the south, or outside, of the wall was a berm 4  ft. wide and then a shallow 
ditch which contained a sherd of black unglazed pottery of earlier than sixteenth-
century date. At some time when the wall was still standing, the ditch had been 
filled-in level with the berm, and a small building of stud and mud built against the 
wall. It had posts driven into the berm and had been destroyed by fire. Minute 
fragments of stained glass were found among the rubble. 

North of the Priory wall and inside the precincts was an open space 34 ft. wide; to 
the north of this again there was a building of monastic date; it was 40 ft. wide, 
divided by a wall into two rooms and oriented east and west. The floors of these 
rooms were of level mortar on which still survived a number of fragmentary 9  in. 
square floor tiles, a few showing traces of glaze, but all being much worn. The south 
wall was represented by a foundation of cobble stones, the middle wall by a4 ft. gap 
in the floor from which I presume stone had been removed. At the north end the 
floor just ceased 35  ft. south of Priory Lane. 

The east trench confirmed the finds in the west trench, except that the cobble 
foundations of the middle dividing wall were here intact. Also a floor of mortar, and 
in some places cobbles, extended 18 ft. further south than in the west trench. 

From all over the south side of the site human remains were found, both disturbed 
and undisturbed, representing at least fifteen individuals. Those that I was able to 
examine were all adults, of various ages, and included two women. All the undis-
turbed burials were south of the monastic buildings, but were found indifferently 

1  Pottery from some of these pits seems to be comparable to that found recently on a kiln site at Harlow. 
Newton, ' A Seventeenth Century Pottery Site at Hãrlow, Essex ' , Journal of S. W. Essex Technical College 
(January, 1955). 

2 Guildhall Museum Catalogue (and ed. 1908), p. 135. 
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both north and south of the Priory boundary-wall and it seems that at the time they 
were buried this boundary had no significance. This was further proved by finding 
an undisturbed burial under the actual wall position and another disturbed by the 
digging of the ditch that ran just outside the wall and would seem to have been a part 
of the boundary. 

The bodies were all buried carefully and were oriented east and west in Christian 
fashion, apparently without coffins. Similar burials on the sites of Boots and Wool-
worth's shops and at Barclays Bank were also of both sexes and on both sides of the 
Priory wall. One can only imagine that they date from an early phase of the Priory 
when the south boundary extended as far as the Market Square, and that in the 
cemetery established lay men and women (perhaps benefactors to the Priory) were 
buried as well as monks. I would guess that later, probably in the fifteenth century, 
when the town became an important trading centre, the boundary was set back to 
enable valuable space for shops, stalls and workshops to be let alongside the main 
road and facing the Market Square on the important sunny side (where, indeed, nearly 
all the shops still are). I think the small burnt building described above was one of 
these early shops. 

It is interesting that at the Visitation of Bishop Ainwick of Lincoln in 1439,  corn-
plaint was made of the ruinous state of the enclosures (a wall is not mentioned) round 
the Priory, so that laymen and monks could go in and out without check. Also, it was 
complained that townsfolk were being attracted to attend service at the Priory rather 
than their own parish church, thus robbing the vicar of St Neots of his dues and 
profits. 

Much bronze and iron slag was found, probably from the nearby, bell foundry of 
Joseph Eayre (who is shown on the 1757 map as having workshops on the site). 
Masonry from the Priory was found in the walls and foundations of the later buildings 
which have been pulled down, and this is being saved to make an ornamental feature 
in the new arcade. 

CONCLUSIONS 

All the. above evidence seems to point to several significant phases in the growth of 
St. Neots from a small village, dominated by the Priory, and adjacent to the more 
populous Eynesbury across the Hen Brook, to the prosperous market town of today. 
The evidence shows that its growth started in the late fifteenth century as practically 
nothing earlier than this date was found in the street excavations. 2  It was then 
evidently able to share in the general growth of trade and commerce of the bigger 
towns and ports throughout the country. This, in my opinion, was due to several 
causes. It was situated on an ancient main road from Cambridge to the Midlands 
where it crossed the Ouse at a point that was virtually the head of the navigation or 

1 Hamilton Thompson, ' Visitation of Religious Houses in the Diocese of Lincoln ', Lincoln Record 
Society, vol. ii (1918), pp. 325, 327. 

2  All evidence of pagan and late Saxon settlement has been found east of Huntingdon Street and Church 
Street. Victoria County History, Huntingdonshire, vol. i, P. 277. Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxiii (i), P. 137. 



86 	 C. F.TEBBUTT 

the furthest inland port. Before the seventeenth century there were no locks on the 
Ouse, but since Roman times navigation had been carried on from the sea as far as 
the St Neots area, though this must have been at most times a slow and difficult 
process, only possible for small vessels of shallow draught. From the seventeenth-
century navigation records' we know how much more difficult was the passage above 
St Neots towards Bedford. Furthermore the Priory had a charter giving them the 
privilege of holding a market, and they had with foresight planned a town with a wide 
main street and large market square for the purpose. In the late fifteenth century the 
monks saw profit in moving back their south boundary to half-way across the old 
cemetery and letting for shops the valuable space opposite the cattle market (the 
square being then ungravelled), and along the main road, building a wall along the new 
line. As shops and houses grew up there, open sewer ditches were dug connecting 
them with a ditch system following the road to the river, in the usual medieval 
fashion. 

Perhaps the greatest evidence in support of this theory is the fact that the old 
church was pulled down and the splendid parish church of today, with its wealth of 
wood carving, was built during the same period of prosperity. A few ancient wooden-
framed houses in the town also date from this time—including a fine example, now 
in the course of restoration, in the High Street next to Church Walk. 

The evidence seems to suggest the same or perhaps a lower level of prosperity 
during the sixteenth century when the Priory was dissolved and its rights and privi-
leges came into lay hands. The next change noticeable in the excavations was that 
caused by the replacement of the old wooden bridge by the present fine stone arches 
at the very beginning of the seventeenth century. The disused Priory nearby pro-
vided a cheap stone quarry, and the need for making up the approach to the new 
bridge caused the medieval road to be covered with several feet of gravel. 

In the seventeenth century, however, a change took place which must have coincided 
with another great increase in prosperity and population. During this century large 
areas of the floodable green meadows in St Neots and Eynesbury between the two 
churches were raised at great expense and built on. The Market Square was gravelled 
over and a system of expensive brick sewers was laid to replace the old open ditches. 
This system apparently consisted of a main sewer from the brook in Cambridge 
Street via the High Street and Market Square to the' ' riverjust above the bridge. When 
the brook was in flood, water washed right through the pipe to the river, flushing it 
clean. Subsidiary pipes fed into it, and the . other shorter independent lengths led 
direct into the river and brook. 2  

This new growth I also attribute to the navigation of the river. In i6zo locks were 
completed up-river as far. as St Neots and were not carried on to Bedford until 1680. 

1  T. S. Willan, ' The Navigation of the Great Ouse between St Ives and Bedford in the Seventeenth 
Century ', Bedfordshire Historical Record Soc. vol. xxiv (1946). 

2  T. Hennell, Schemefor Sewage and Water Worksfor the Town of St Neots (1874). 
3 The contractors, with great difficulty, did actually extend them to Great Barford, but after functioning 

for a few years they became ruinous during the Civil War. 
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Trade with north-west Europe expanded greatly in this century and the locks 
enabled vessels of greater draught to use the river with far less difficulty and at much 
cheaper rates., St Neots became a thriving inland port, serving a large area of Bed-
fordshire, Huntingdonshire and Cambridgeshire. 

The extension of the navigation to Bedford did not seem to have greatly affected 
the trade of the town, and when the locks were much improved about 1800 further 
reclamation of land took place at Brook Street, and a public quay was made there. 

It was about ico years later that the navigation finally came to an end through 
competition from the railway; at about the same time a new system replaced the old 
brick sewers. 

I am indebted to Messrs Wm. Farrow Ltd., their staff and the Resident Engineer, 
for allowing me access to their work, saving finds and helping me to interpret sections. 
I am also very grateful to Mr Garritty for allowing me to excavate on his Arcade site 
and often delay and impede his building work. In both cases proprietors and 
workmen displayed the new enlightened interest in archaeology. Mr Reginald 
Brown, F.L.A., F.R.S.A., kindly dated the shoes. To Mr J. Wrycroft I am indebted 
for permission to publish the photographic copy of the 1757  map, the original of 
which is in his possession. The finds have been deposited in the Norris Museum, 
St Ives, with the exception of some shoes which have gone to Northampton Central 
Museum and Art Gallery. 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL NOTES 

JOAN LIVERS ID GE, M.LITT., F.S.A. AND 
CANON F. J. BYWATERS, M.A. 

A HOARD OF ROMANO-BRITISH IRONWORK FROM WORLINGTON 
THE Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology has recently acquired a new hoard of 
Romano-British ironwork found during ploughing in iç4 in a field on Rectory Farm, 
Worlington, Suffolk, and presented to the Museum by Mr E. M. Wailer. In many 
ways this hoard with its axes, hammers, chisels, and sickles can be compared with 
similar discoveries from the Roman sites at Great Chesterford, Silchester, or New 
stead, but it also comprises some more unusual finds including three curved objects 
with points and long tangs (P1. VII a) which appear to be unique. The fact that the 
outer,sides of the curved tips show signs of wear suggests that they may have formed 
the prongs of an agricultural implement, but they hardly seem strong enough to 
withstand such rough usage. On the other hand, if they are turned round so that the 
curved ends are uppermost, it is possible that they were purely decorative in character 
and were used on the harness of horses or of oxen. Support is given to this suggestion 
by the curved horns of very similar type which embellish the collars of two horses 
shown drawing an elaborate carriage on a Romano-Gaulish relief found at Vaison in 
Provence.' 

It is easier to hazard a guess as to the purpose of the two large combs (P1. VII b). 
They were probably provided with wooden handles and used to comb out wool before 
spinning2  and they also have no known parallels, unless one small piece of iron in the 
Newstead Collection in the National Museum of the Antiquities of Scotland in 
Edinburgh is the sole remaining tooth of a comb of this type. 

Lastly, mention must be made of a small bronze head found with this hoard 
(P1. VII c). Of fine workmanship, it presumably depicts a god or person of importance 
wearing a torque round his neck and with elaborately curled hair and beard. Most of 
the hair is covered by a cap or an animal skin and traces of iron rivets suggest that some 
object was fastened to the top of the head, perhaps something in the nature of the 
horns worn by the god Cernunnos. Holes round the base and at the back of the neck 
show that it was attached to a base or support which has perished or been lost, 
possibly a wooden body or some form of ceremonial sceptre. 

A fuller account of these discoveries will be published in due course. 	J. L. 

1  Espérandieu, Bas-Reliefs de la Gaule Romaine, vol. i (1907), flO. 293. 
2  Thanks are due to Mr Patterson, B.Sc., Curator of the Castle Museum, York, for his assistance in 

identifying these combs. 
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FENLAND WATERWAYS, PAST AND PRESENT 

Under the above title, a paper read by Major Gordon Fowler in 1932 was printed in 
vol. xxxiii of the Proceedings of the C.A.S. 

It stated ' it is noticeable that . . . neither Wilburton nor Haddenham whose southern 
boundaries are now on the Old West river, are rated for any fishing in the year io86. 
This raises the question whether the Old 'West river in its present form existed at 
that time '  (p. 123). 

The fact is that Haddenham was rated for fishing in io86, and the question of the, 
existence of the Old West river does not arise. 

Fowler, as he admitted in a letter; followed Evelyn-White's edition of Domesday 
Book, and although in the introduction (p. xxxvii) the editor wrote ' the villages of 
Helle and Lindon in the Isle of Ely have disappeared by synoecism with Haddenham, 
though Lindon was apparently once the principal of the three villages ', yet in the 
text Lindone is identified as Linton, and Helle is not identified. As Lindone was in 
the hundred of Ely, and Linton in the hundred of Chilford, the mistake should not 
have arisen. ' ' 

In the Appendix (IV, on p. 128) Linton is credited with a 'fishery to provide 
3333 eels and 45. as tribute, suggesting that a river of considerable size existed there 
at that time. Ely, by comparison, was rated at 3750 eels. 

It was Haddenham (sub. Lindone) which was rated at 3333  eels, so we may con-
dude that the Old West river was there, and of considerable size. 

The errors in identification are corrected in the first volume of the V.C.H. of 
Cambs, but one wonders how many students of the history and economics of the Fens 
have been misled. ' F. J. B. 
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