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A COLLECTION OF FLINT I MPLEMENTS 
FROM THE HUNSTANTON DISTRICT 

HAMON LE STRANGE 

THE ORIGIN AND PRESENT WHEREABOUTSOF THE COLLECTION 

I T must be nearly forty years ago, while walking over ploughed fields in the neigh-
bourhood of Ringstead, near Hunstanton in Norfolk where I used to live, that I first 
noticed some queer-shaped flints. These I showed to Mr M. C. Burkitt at the Museum 
of Archaeology and Ethnology, Cambridge, who encouraged me to keep on searching. 
I found many similar flints and became very interested in the subject. Since then, 
I have found many thousands of specimens, many of which are very nice implements, 
and am still exploring and collecting. This article is thus really a progress report. 

The objects are all surface finds : each flint is marked with its exact provenance, 
related field by field to a complete set of 6-inch to the mile Ordnance Survey maps of 
Norfolk. These have been deposited at the Cambridge Museum of Archaeology and 
Ethnology, together with the pick of my collection. I have also given typical collec-
tions to the Norwich Castle Museum, the King's Lynn Museum and Art Gallery, 
and the Wisbech and Fenland Museum, who also have relevant maps ; but as I have 
indicated the major part of my finds is at Cambridge. 

I have found everything myself, except for about a dozen or so specimens picked 
up either by the late Mr R. Stebbins, of Neat's Ling Farm, Ringstead, or by 
Mr F. C. Hunter, of Red Barn Farm near the village of Fring, or by reliable em-
ployees of one or other of them. 

PHYSICAL FEATURES AND SURFACE SOIL 

The greater part of the area whence the finds come consists of somewhat undulating 
agricultural country, very little of which is more than 200 ft. above sea level. The 
subsoil is for the most part chalk, with clay and sands coming a good deal to the 
surface. It is important to mention an unusual piece of scenery for Norfolk, which 
is known as Ringstead Downs. This is a very beautiful, well-wooded narrow valley 
cut in the chalk, and having sides in most places as steep as those of the Downs in the 
south of England. The bottom of this valley is below the o ft  contour level through-
out its length. The Downs extend eastward for about a mile from easting 5688. The 
woods of Hunstanton Park adjoin and extend over the high part of the Downs to the 
north. Nearer the sea, a plain of boulder-clay and alluvium up to a mile 'or so broad 
borders the coast, except in the vicinity of Hunstanton cliffs. 

CAS 
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Fig. i . Map of Hunstanton district. Areas explored for flints are hatched. (Based on the i in. Ordnance 
Survey map, sheet 1124,  by permission of the Director General.) 
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Another important fact is that the area under consideration is traversed, more or 
less diagonally, by the ancient trackway known as the Peddar's Way (Fig. I). 

THE FINDS, AND WHERE THEY OCCUR 

(Figs. I, 2 and 3) 
On the whole there is little doubt that my finds have been most abundant in fields 
which are near the Peddar's Way, when I have been searching near Ringstead and 
Holme. The same applies when I have explored farther south at Red Barn and on 
neighbouring farms. The next most fruitful locality has been near Ringstead Downs, 
especially on the south side of the valley.For instance, one field (Nat. Grid 696398) 
has yielded especially well (Fig. 2 : 3, 6,  9  and Fig. 3 : 10, 11,  29). In three years 
running I found four types of arrowhead, the remains of a red stone with a hole in it 
(Fig. 2 : 6), and a fine Neolithic axe, polished near the cutting edge, where it is 
perfect, and hardly damaged at the other end (Fig. z : 9). Again it is notable that 
finds are more common on sandy and chalky land than on heavier ground. 

But there are plenty of exceptions to these general observations : an odd axe or 
arrowhead, or a few common implements can appear anywhere in the district. For 
instance, in spite of having found tools less abundant between the western parts of 
Hunstanton Park and the town itself, I did find there a fine little barbed and tanged 
arrowhead, which is now at Cambridge (Fig- 3 : 8), while King's Lynn Museum has 
two similar arrowheads (one perfect) and also a leaf-shaped one which were all 
picked up in that area (68544).  Again, while working in an allotment (672403) and 
later in my own garden (676407)—both  located in the southern parts of the town-
I came across a fine leaf-shaped arrowhead (Fig- 3 : 5) and a spearhead (Fig. 2, 5), 
both of which are now at Cambridge. 

A few implements have also come from a field (Nat. Grid 678422) between Old 
Hunstanton village and the northern part of the cliffs, some from within a few yards 
of the extreme edge thereof. 

As far as I have been able to search on the flat land between the main Hunstanton-
Thornham road and Holme Street, finds are scarce compared with those from higher 
ground ; nevertheless, in May 1967 a recently ploughed and cropped field, on ground 
rising a few feet above the surrounding marsh (Nat. Grid 704440), yielded a con-
siderable number of flakes and several good implements. 

No pottery has been found, nor has any specific excavation seemed worth while. 
The searching time for flints is of course limited to seasons before the state of the 
crops renders it impossible. Nevertheless, in the course of years an enormous number 
of finds has been made. At Cambridge alone there must be at least 750 specimens, 
to say nothing of a variety of worked flakes and incomplete or broken implements. 

The good specimens include the following: 

Leaf-shaped arrowheads (Fig- 3 : 4-6) 
Barbed and tanged arrowheads (Fig- 3 : 8-1) 

There are comparatively few of both the above types. 
1-2 
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Fig. 2. Larger flint and stone implements. Scale . New Hunstanton : 11,  5 ; Ringstead : z, 7; 
Ringstead Downs : 3, 6, ; Snettisham: 4,  8. 
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Spearheads, or similar implements (Fig. 2: 4,  5 and Fig. : 21) 
These are comparatively rare, but beautifully made. 

Fabricators (Fig- : 22) 
These are also not common 

Awls (Fig. : 14-17) 
These are found in considerable numbers. 

Axes, including the beautiful specimens (Fig. z : 7, 9) 
These tools are not common and are often broken ; some show more or less 
of a polished surface. 

Chisel, (Fig. z : 2) 
This beautifully chipped specimen has its tip polished to 
form a chisel edge. 

Scrapers 
As might be expected, these are more than common, and include 
many types, from core-scrapers (Fig. z : i and Fig. 3 : 24), to 
button-scrapers (Fig- 3 : 13) and discs (Fig- 3 : 29). 

Holed stones also occur, including the red stone fragment 
(Fig. 2 : 6), in which the hole is splayed to give an hour-glass 
cross-section, and Fig. : 8, in which the sides of the hole are parallel. 

Reference to the sketch-map (Fig. i) and the illustrations will give an idea of the 
distribution and types of the objects found. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS 

As my exploration and finds have all been within three miles of the Peddar's Way, 
I cannot but wonder whether they do not have some connection with this ancient 
route across the country—particularly as I understand there is said to have been a 
prehistoric trackway here before the Romans made it into a ' first-class road'. 

Incidentally, I should like to call the attention of those interested to a small point 
about the seaward end of this trackway. On the maps it is marked as an absolutely 
continuous line from Castle Acre to where it crosses the Sedgeford-Fring road, being 
a rough lane in parts and a better road elsewhere. But from thence to Holme-next-
the-Sea, where it is said to have ended on the coast, it has only have survived in 
places, whether as a country lane or a made-up road. I should like to suggest that the 
lane coming down the hill to the Hunstanton Road at Holme and continuing as the 
road to the beach north-west of Holme is much more in line with the rest of the 
Peddar's Way on the map, than is the modern Ringstead-Holme road which is both 
signposted as the Peddar's Way and marked as such on the maps. I should like 
interested people to keep their eyes open at the seaward end of the Way, wherever 
it is. 

Be that as it may, I feel that my finds must have some connection with the persons 
who in early days used this ancient trackway. 
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Another point arises : if my finds are typologically of late Neolithic or Early Bronze 
Age date, why have I not come across any of the pottery that these people must have 
used, nor indeed anything but their flint implements ? It is true that some dozen 
years ago a hoard of Late Bronze Age socketed axes was found in the neighbourhood 
of Red Barn, and also a single bronze axe further south. However, I am continuing 
my searching, and perhaps one day more evidence will come to light about these 
ancient people, where they came from, and what their dwellings were. 
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A NEOLITHIC HUT AND-FEATURES AT 
LITTLE PAXTON, HU'NTINGD-ONSHIRE 

GRANVILLE T. RUDD 

DURING the early summer of 1967, work was begun on the improvements to the 
I road between Hail Bridge (a mile NNW of St Neots) and Southoe, Huntingdon 

shire. The line of the new dual carriageway cuts straight across cultivated land to the 
west of the existing road, by-passing the large curve between Hail Bridge and a point 
north of Little Paxton. Since scattered surface finds of worked flints had been made 
in the area involved, it was decided to keep a watch on the work as it progressed. 
This was undertaken at the request of the Ministry of Public Building and Works. 

Once the heavy earth-moving equipment used by the contractors to remove the 
topsoil began to operate, features were soon revealed as dark areas showing in the 
light, sandy subsoil. Almost all these features were clustered in a strip some 300 ft 
long, almost opposite the point on the existing.road where it isjoined by Little Paxton 
Lane (TL/i83627).  The plan of the site (Fig. i) shows the features strung out in 

' 	
•1 	• 	1rtb.• 
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10 30 SOfeet 	 . 
w th 

Fig. i . Plan of features revealed by road works west of Little Paxton Lane. 

. 	. 	 .. 

a line down the centre of the scraped area. This apparent concentration may well be 
due to the comparatively undamaged surface of the scraped area along the centre of 
the strip, for the heavy scrapers and other machinery constantly ran up and down 
on either side of the cutting, to avoid the survey pegs along the central area. How-
ever, nothing was noticed in the sides of the cutting even when freshly scraped, 
although the alarming speed at which the earth was stripped off would have meant 
that shallow features could have been destroyed without ever being seen. 
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Approximate ground surface before removal of topsoil 

silt 	 brown silt 	and soil 

Clay 	Scraped surface  
B  
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Fig. z. Cross sections and plan of Neolithic hut, Little Paxton Lane. 
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Since we had a very limited time to excavate the site, it was decided to investigate 
the most promising of the features as fully as possible and only to spend what time 
we had left on the others. Having cut small trial holes in the large circular features, 
we found that they were shallow, with a homogeneous black fill apparently sterile 
of finds. A horse-shoe shaped feature near the centre of the complex seemed the 
most likely to yield information quickly. 

When the surface of this feature was cleaned, it showed itself to be D-shaped, with 
the straight side marked by postholes, and the curved sides bounded by an 
irregular trench filled with a very dark, slightly fibrous material (see plan, Fig. z). 
Almost certainly it represented a structure, most probably a small hut. The south 
side, the bottom of the D, seemed very slight in comparison with the north side, 
until it was noticed that the ground surface had been scraped off to a deeper level 
at this point. Sections cut across the northern half of the trench showed that the dark 
fill, probably decayed turf, had a vertical face on the inside, with a foundation trench 
against it filled with rammed gravelly soil, and with the turf supported in places with 
stakes driven through it into the gravel below. An earlier feature, perhaps a small pit, 
in the middle of the north side, had been cut through by the foundation trench. Its 
soft, light brown silty fill had caused the edge of the trench to fall in when being dug, 
so at this point the foundation trench widens out on the inside, and the turf wall is 
reinforced with larger stakes or posts. The sections cut through the trench on the 
southern side showed that the ground had been scraped too low to allow the vertical 
edge of the turf to be seen, but the general features of the fill appeared the same. The 
inside edge of the trench was not so clear to follow as it had been on the northern 
half of the feature ; for here it was bounded by a dark, muddy soil, only distinguish.. 
able from the trench fill by its texture, while below this, a black layer—like the turf, 
but of a more open texture—sloped downwards towards the middle of the feature. 
This open-textured fill I interpreted as decayed hay or straw. Finally a section (A–B 
on the hut plan) was cut right across the hut to determine the relationship of this 
layer to the wall on the north side. This cutting showed that the southern half of the 
floor had been dug away to a depth of 12-15 ifl., leaving a raised ' bench ' or shelf, 
some z ft. wide, running the length of the hut from the entrance along the north 
side. The lower part of the floor had apparently been covered with a thick layer of 
straw, possibly for a bed. Afterwards, a 6-in. layer of dark soil had been deposited 
over the straw, and a second layer of straw was laid over this. Then later, the level 
of the whole floor was raised by a thick layer of the same dark soil, covering both the 
lower floor area and the ' bench '. Finally, probably after the hut had been abandoned, 
an irregular pit had been dug inside against the south wall to the depth of the original 
straw layer. 

The hut had been strongly built, with turf walls on three' sides from 18 in. to 2 ft. 
thick, and supported by posts and stakes. The entrance was at the north-west corner, 
leading on to the ' bench '. The remainder of the west wall, the straight side of the 
D, is marked by two large postholes, between which the floor finished on a straight 
line, showing that some form of thin material, perhaps boards or skins, had filled 
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the space between the posts. Excavation of the stake holes supporting the walls 
showed that they had been pushed outwards by the thrust of the roof radially from 
the large post in the centre of the west wall. Thus there seem to have been rafters 
radiating from this post, sloping to the turf walls and fastened to the supporting 
stakes. The roof must presumably have been heavy to warrant such sturdy walls on 
so small a structure, and may well have been also of turf. Internal dimensions of the 
hut were approximately 9 ft. along its longer axis, and about 6 ft. across. 

7 

41 

10 

Fig. 3.  Neolithic potsherds (i, z) and flints from the site at Little Paxton Lane. Scale 1  3 0  

For dating evidence for the structure we have to rely on the only fragment of 
pottery found in a stratified position, a tiny fragment of a Peterborough ware pot, 
decorated with oblique whipped-cord ' maggots ', in reddish brown ware with coarse 
flint temper ; it was found in the foundation trench lying on the natural gravel below 
the turf (Figs-2and 3,  no. i). A similar sherd, but undecorated (Fig- 3,  no. 2), and 
a number of worked flints, mostly crude scrapers (Fig. 3,  nos. 3-I i), were all found 
lying on the scraped surface nearby. No artifacts of any other period were found. 

Since the excavation of the hut took longer than was expected, there was no time 
for detailed exploration of the other features. A cursory investigation confirmed that 
the large, circular feature, 15  ft. south-west of the hut, was 13 ft. in diameter and 
only I ft. deep. Nothing was found to indicate its use or date. The feature next to 
the hut on the north could perhaps have been a second D-shaped hut. A lightly built 
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rectangular structure, its walls traced by sleeper-beam slots, was noted some 150  ft. 
south-west of the hut ; the fill of these slots was very different from that of the other 
features, and may well have been much later in date. . . 

My thanks are due especially to Mr C. Dames, who did much of the hard work, 
and to the Resident Engineer and contractors on the, site for their help and co 
operation. 
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A ROMANO-BRITISH SETTLEMENT SITE AT 
BRICKHILLS ESTATE, EYNESBURY, HUNTS 

GRANVILLE T. RUDD AND COLIN DAINES 

THE site, TL/188593, lies beside Cemetery Lane in Eynesbury, on ground which 
rises from Hen Brook on the north and east sides, to the modern cemetery on the 
south. The theory has been expressed that Cemetery Lane follows in part the line of 
a Roman road from Sandy. Proof is yet wanting for this, but certainly Roman sites 
occur along its suggested route. The present site was discovered when the land was 
taken for building purposes, and the removal of topsoil for roads and the digging of 
trenches for foundations and mains services revealed dark areas and large quantities 
ofpottery fragments. Work on the site began early in 1966 and went on through 1967. 

Little detailed investigation of the site was possible since we were not able to 
follow features which ran under houses, brick-clamps and the like. We therefore had 
to content ourselves with the examination of such features as occurred in the open 
spaces. A considerable amount of pottery was collected in this way, but without 
giving us much idea of the overall nature of the site. 

4 	 )5 

'---: 

Fig. i . Native Iron Age pottery from hut floor, Brickhills Estate, Eynesbury. Scale 1. 

Two features, apparently circular, about 15  ft across, surrounded by large cobble-
stones, and having postholes at the edge, had a hard, black, level fill to a thickness of 
6 in., containing fragments of burnt daub and domestic pottery (Fig. i). These 
features could well have represented huts, but excavation was limited to cleaning and 
recording the sections cut by the builder's foundation trenches. 

Many pits and ditches were cut into, as building work progressed, and several of 
these could be wholly or partly excavated. In general, those features on the south-
west of the site, including the (?)  huts mentioned above, were earlier in date than the 
majority over the rest of the area, and contained potsherds of late Belgic types, often 
handmade and dating from about 50 B.C. to about A.D. 50. Features over the remainder 
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of the site produced sherds mostly of the late first century A.D., but with a few which 
extended into the early third century A.D. A large V-shaped ditch was located and 
sectioned in several places and could have represented the boundary to the settle-
ment, for, although pits occurred beyond it, they appeared to be fewer and to belong 
to the later part of the occupation on the site. A series of platters and cooking pots 
found as a stratified group in the fill of this ditch are illustrated in Fig. 2. 

2 
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Fig. 2. Pottery from Roman ditch, Brickhills Estate, Eynesbury. Scale . 

An interesting feature of the site was a cremation burial of the later first century 
A.D. ; the ashes were in a cordoned whiteware pot of which the upper parthad been 
ploughed away, but which was reminiscent of face urns found at Colchester. With 
the burial were two small glass vessels, a flask in plain blue-green glass io cm high, 
and a ' test-tube ' unguentarium 8 cm high, also in plain blue-green glass. The latter 
contained a blue-grey powder and a broken, but bluntly resharpened, bone needle, 
probably the remains of a cosmetic or ointment and the ligula used with it ; the bone 
is stained green, as if it had been in contact with copper. The true nature ofthe con-
tents is awaiting identification by analysis (see Fig. 4).  A structure (see plan, Fig. 3), 
consisting of wooden boards z in. thick, supported by split stakes, had been erected 
around two sides of the burial, extending 7  ft to the north, where a return was made 
to the east. The boards had been covered with a thin layer of very hard, fine plaster, 
and had been painted with orange-red paint. This painted plaster remained on both 
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sides of the wood, indicating that the structure had probably been free-standing like 
a headboard rather than enclosing the area of the burial like a tomb. No trace of its 
having continued beyond the point planned could be found at either end, although 
a careful search was made. Its shape would therefore suggest that a second burial 
was intended for the other angle, but no evidence for this could be found, other than 
a few scraps of burnt bone which could equally well have been scattered by ploughing 
from the recorded cremation. 

A bronze fibula (Collingwood Group F) in excellent condition was found, together 
with more traces of calcined bone, in spoil from a workman's trench nearby (Fig- 4, 
no. 5).  This could have been from another cremation burial, but no pot or grave 
goods were found. 

The writers would like to thank the builders, Messrs Henry J. Firman Ltd, and 
the Engineer and Surveyor of St Neots Urban District Council for their helpful 
co-operation. 

THE FINDS 
Native Iron Age pottery (Fig. i) 

Some of these sherds (e.g. Fig. i ; i , 2, 6) appear to be Belgic wheel-thrown forms, but are 
in fact made by hand. 

Romano-British pottery from ditch (Fig. z) 

I . Platter in black burnished ware. Rim diameter c. 7 in. 
Platter in smooth grey-buff fabric. Rim diameter c. 8 in. 
Platter in fine grey-brown ware. Rim diameter c. 7 in. 
Platter in buff gritty fabric. Rim diameter c. 8 in. 
Small bowl in fine, sand-gritted brown ware. Rim diameter c. 4 in. 
Cooking pot in brown, shell-gritted fabric with flaky surface. Rim diameter c. 6 in. 
Rim in sandy fabric, fumed red to black. Internally grooved for lid. Diameter c. 9  in. 
Rim of cordoned cooking pot in brown gritty ware. Diameter c. 7 in. 
Splayed rim in brown fabric with sandy texture. Diameter c. 7 in. 

I0. Rim in red, shell-gritted fabric. Internally grooved for lid. Diameter c. 6 in. 
I I . Rim in fine grey burnished ware. Diameter c. 4 in. 

Rim in grey sandy fabric. Diameter c. 5  in. 
Rim in brown fabric with mica. Diameter c. i i in. 
Rim of cordoned pot in buff fabric with dark grey core. Diameter c. 5  in. 

Grave goods ftom Roman cremation burial (Fig- 4) 
1 2  2. Unguentaria in plain blue-green glass. 

Bone needle, broken, but with re-cut point ; green staining. 
Iron object with sprung vanes ; probably a fragment of a lock. 
Bronze fibula, Collingwood Group F. 
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A ROMAN FARM-SETTLEMENT AT 
GODMANCHESTER 

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

IN the summer of 1962 the attention of the writer was drawn by Dr J. K. St Joseph, 
Director in Aerial Photography at Cambridge University, to some interesting crop 
marks in a field belonging to Rectory Farm on the eastern outskirts of God-
manchester. The field, situated around Grid Reference TL/2571, lies just south of 
the disused Huntingdon—St Ives railway and forms part of the low-lying Ouse valley, 
below the 50 ft contour line. The gravel subsoil is overlaid by a light loam which 
dries out quickly after even the heaviest rain, and not surprisingly the area has 
attracted human habitation from at least Neolithic times to the present day. 

The air photographs showed up a wide variety of archaeological features. Near the 
railway line a small Roman corridor-house was plainly visible as a crop mark. This 
is now being excavated and a south frontage of 95 ft has been discovered, consisting 
of foundations z ft 3 in. wide composed of hard-packed gravel, part of which overlie 
pits containing early second-century pottery. This building will be recorded in a 
subsequent issue of the Proceedings. Further south were a series of dark straight lines, 
probably indicating trenches left from the robbing of a substantial building. The 
whole of this area had been enclosed within a well-defined boundary ditch forming 
a rectangle some 300 x 250 yards across the long axis, aligned east—west. 1  In addi-
tion, about i oo yards south-west of this complex of Romano-British remains, photo-
graphs indicated the existence of a circular enclosure with a large pit in its centre 
and, nearby, parallel ditches perhaps denoting trackways. Casual finds of Neolithic, 
Beaker and Bronze Age scrapers and other flint tools, together with fragments of 
Early Iron Age pottery, have been made while walking over the fields. 

The site had originally been selected for work by the Cambridge Field Club 
following the conclusion of the excavation of the Cherry Hinton War Ditches, but 
distance from Cambridge proved too great a handicap to sustained work, and in the 
summer of 1963 the writer gained the interest and help of Huntingdon Grammar 
School. 2  Under the guidance of Mr John Mills, Head of the Classics Department, 
training has been given to sixth-form students, and their work has been supple-
mented by undergraduates, mainly from Gonville and Caius College. The writer 

1  Only approximate owing to the distorting effect of an oblique air photograph, but the general impression 
given is that of a plan similar in many respects to the Ditchley Park villa (Oxoniensia, I (1936). 

2 The material from the excavation has been presented to Huntingdon Grammar School. 
2-2 



Fig. i. Rectory Farm Field, Godmanchester. 
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would like to thank most warmly his colleagues Mr and Mrs N. Alcock, Messrs John 
Rainbird, Paul Wilkinson, Roger Jacobi, David Hardy, Paul Callow and Jocelyn 
Crocker. He is indebted for the pottery drawings to Miss Carolyn Hull, and to 
Mr John Rainbird for his survey of the Rectory Farm field, and he would like to 
thank Mr W. B. Mailer, the tenant of Rectory Farm, for all his help and kindness 
over many years. . . . . 

Work could. only be carried out at weekends, supplemented by one hour a week 
class-work, and so it was decided not to investigate the Roman building shown in the 
crop-marks before getting acquainted with some of the other problems of the site. 
Two areas were selected for . investigation (Fig. i). 
. : (a) Between 50 and 130  ft west of the field path and between 650 and 725 ft south 
of the centre of. the old railway line, an area where surface remains of brick and 
Barnack ragstone were particularly abundant (Area A). 	 . 

.. (b) An area 150 ft to the north of Area A and between i6o and 200 ft west of the 
field path, where a quantity of mortar debris had been ploughed up (Area B). 

AREA A 

Trial trenches were dug 50 ft long on a north–south axis with the aim of establish-
ing the extent and direction of the foundations that caused the debris on the surface. 
The Roman level lay only a few inches below the surface and had been considerably 
disturbed by ploughing and robbing over a long period. In addition, a rise in the 
water table since Roman times prevented thorough investigation of levels below 
3 ft 6 in. from the surface. The following results however were achieved: 

A. The surface debris originated from a substantial building, possibly a bath-
house. Below a level fairly uniformly 6 in. deep in . all the trenches—consisting of 
broken flue and voussoir tiles—brick, ragstone, . bits ofpointed roofing slates,' 
fourth-century pottery and meat-bones were encountered above the remains of clay 
foundations. On these had evidently been laid a spread of opus signinum which in turn 
had served as the bedding for mosaics. More than one hundred mosaic cubes were 
found. These included very small ( in.) grey limestone and chalk cubes for a central 
pattern, and larger tesserae Q in. and i in. square) of limestone and brick used in 
the outer.  borders. There was also a considerable quantity of coloured plaster lying 
o.n top of the clay surface. 2  This fell into three main types : 

. . I should also like to acknowledge the subvention from the Council of Gonville and Caius College for 
the purchase of tools and a grant from the Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies. 

1  The catalogue of building debris is very similar to that recorded by H. J. M. Green in his description 
of the architectural remains recovered in the bath-house he excavated in Godmanchester itself (see Archaeo.- 

 Newsletter, io, i i and iz (1960), especially pp. 252 and 276). The remains of the hollow voussoir 
tiles, in particular, suggest the vaulted structure of a bath-house. The roofing slates probably came from 
Collyweston like those described by Mr Green, op. cit. p. 253. 

2  Analysis in the chemistry laboratory at Huntingdon Grammar School showed that the coloured paint 
contained iron oxide and that the plaster was a lime/sand mixture 52 - 5 % sand and 475 % acid-soluble 
content (CaW3). 	 . 	 . 	 . . . 	 . 	 . . 	 . 	 . .. 
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A pattern which had included a rectangular plum-coloured frame on a white 
background. 

Panels bounded alternately by two thin grey lines ( in. thick) and plum ( Y1 in.) 
strip on a white background. 

(c) Plaster coloured bright crimson or plum with a backing z in. thick of a coarser 
style of mortar containing much compacted brick, probably for exterior use. On 
some of these fragments criss-cross brush strokes similar to the hatchings on flue 
tiles could be observed, and some of the wall plaster showed traces of wooden slat 
marks in the mortar backing. 

Traces of the clay floors were found over an area of some 35 X 40 ft. They had 
been badly cut up by robber trenches and rubbish pits and there was evidence for 
burning in reddened building stone and charcoal. On the north side it was possible 
to trace the line of the foundation of a wall, marked by broken tile fragments, 
running in an east—west direction for zo ft, and both on the east and west sides of this 
were traces of flint wall foundations. On the south side the line of a robber trench 
4 ft wide may have marked the south wall of the building. The result was evidence 
for a rectangular structure which however may continue towards the west and the 

. south-east. Found in the wall foundations was a fragment of a base of Castor ware, 
while a denarius of Caracalla (A.D. 216) in good condition was found in a clay flooring 
which had, however, been much disturbed by robbing. 

The building had been destroyed and robbed before the end of the Roman period. 
The robber trenches and pits dug into the floors and along the line of the walls 
contained at all levels a relatively large amount of Roman pottery as well as broken 
flue tiles,1  charcoal, 2  oyster shells and meat bones. A complete fourth-century 
mortarium, a complete colour-coated pie-dish and an abundance of sherds from 
medium-mouthed jars, with rilled surfaces were found among the objects in them. 
This pottery would seem to date as a group to the last quarter of the fourth century 
(see  below, p. 42). An interesting discovery was a large, well-hewn limestone block, 
2 ft 9  in. long and i ft io in. wide, found on the edge of a robber trench as though 
it had been abandoned there by the robbers. Two worn coins (3AE)of  the House of 
Constantine were found on top of the clay bedding. 

B. Ten Leet to the south of this complex of house floors and robber trenches was 
found a sulstantial robber trench 4  ft wide and more than 3  ft 6 in. deep, running on 
an east—west axis. It was out of alignment with A but contained the same abundance 
of late-Roman pottery and bright crimson wall plaster as elsewhere on this part of 
the site. One complete cooking pot of shell-gritted ware was found lying upside down 
on the south side of the filling i ft below the surface. A feature of the pottery was 
a number of half pots that had been used as cooking bowls and thrown into the trench 
with their upper halves and rims missing. 

1 Most of these had been decorated with combed decoration in scrolls, but a few had been marked by a 
simpler cross-hatching. 

2 Charcoal from the robber level was submitted to the Royal Botanic Gardens (Sir George Taylor) for 
analysis. It was Fraxinus excelsior (ash) and Prunus (cherry). 
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C. Between 65 and 70 ft west of the field path and some io ft east of the main 
building complex was traced a ditch (Ditch A), of depth varying from 2 ft to 4  ft 6 in., 
running almost due north for a distance ofat least 50 ft. The upper levels had been used 
in the late fourth century as a rubbish dump, and building material—wall plaster with 
a white background and linear plum-coloured strips alternating between broader 
Q in.) and narrower (I4  in.) bands—was found. Some of this material had been burnt. 
Below this, however, was found a thick waterlogged layer of grey-black clay which 
extended 1 5  ft along the line of the middle of the ditch. This contained a large amount 
of grey wares typical of Nene Valley sites of the second century, two fragments of 
Samian form i 8/3 I , and the top of a bronze key, also of a second-century pattern 
(see below, Small Finds no. i and Fig. 4). The presence of this second-century 
deposit immediately below one at least two centuries later needs explaining. 

AREA B 

The second site explored lay 150  ft to the north of Area A. It was found as the 
result of the discovery, while ploughing, of a mass of roofing debris at a spot 500 ft 
from the centre of the old railway line and approximately 1 65 ft west of the edge of 
the existing field-path. A cutting 40 ft long and io ft wide was made along the line 
of the deposit in an east–west direction in the hope of uncovering any traces of walls 
that might be concealed beneath it (Fig.2). Below the plough line was a layer, some 
3 ifl. thick on average, of dark earth mixed with a little gravel and containing a scatter 
of tile fragments and worn sherds of fourth-century Castor ware, and soft, shell-
gritted ware (Level z). This overlay a compact layer of mortar debris mixed with 
roofing tiles and brick, which was found consistently along the trench about one foot 
below the surface, and extended over a roughly rectangular area on an east-west axis 
22 ft x io ft (Level 3). 

Some fragments of imbrices and tegulae and stone slating were found, together with 
a few black and white half-inch tessarae, some fragments of wall plaster painted 
bluish green, and remains of opus signinum floor. But the mass of the deposit con-
sisted of mortar cores of ridges between roofing tiles and tile eaves, laid down to form 
a hard, compact layer which at first gave the impression of a badly laid mortar floor. 1  
Pottery in this layer included a Castor ware base and a fragment of figured Castor 
ware—indicating a date towards the end of the second century A.D. 

. Set into the natural loam beyond the northern edge of this deposit, were found two 
small rectangular areas of ragstone. These were later identified as the remains of the 
substantial packing of postholes probably connected with a building whose remains 
were found lying north-east of the mortar deposit. The removal of the mortar debris 
revealed a layer of greyish-brown earth mixed with a good deal of gravel which 
increased in density towards the west end of the cutting (Level 7).  The presence of 
numerous sheep and ox bones and miscellaneous broken pottery indicated that this 

1  For illustration of various types of roofing material found at Godmanchester see H. J. M. Green, ' An 
Architectural Survey of the Roman Baths at Godmanchester ', part ii, Archaeological Newsletter, vi, no. i i 
(1960), P. 253. 
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was a rubbish deposit which had been sealed by the thick layer of building material 
spread over it. It was now noticeable that the layer tended to slope downwards to-
wards the south side of the trench and to thicken to an overall depth of 5-6 in. This 
level contained much mid- and late- second- century pottery, including Antonine 
Samian ware i 8/3 1,  Castor ware, a very worn i AE of Trajan, and a fine bronze signet 
ring with a blue intaglio on which had been engraved a standing figure of Bonus 
Eventus (see below, Small Finds no. 8 P1. If). It also contained a certain 
amount of clay daub, and iron household objects including the handle of an iron key, 
a door latch, an iron hook and a staple, and some thirty nails. 

Below this level was an even spread of painted wall plaster, also covering a roughly 
rectangular area some 8 ft x 18 ft on a general east—west axis, lying along the north 
slope of the ditch (Level 8). At the east end of the trench the fragments of wall plaster 
lay face downward on top of loose clunch stones which sloped towards the middle of 
the trench. Toward the west end of the trench the plaster overlay a thick burnt layer 
consisting mainly of wood ash (Level 9).  Throughout, it had been spread in a single 
extended level and fragments up to i ft square could be fitted together. There were 
no signs of tip marks such as would have occurred had it been dumped from a building 
some distance away. The fact that the great majority of the fragments lay face down-
wards also suggested that they belonged to a single wall which had collapsed along 
the line of the trench. 

The plaster consisted of several varieties (Pl. I a—c) : 
(a) A white background, with three main types of decoration. 

Horizontal strip decoration in four narrow - in. linear strips, shading from 
plum . through deep orange to light orange. Each strip had been painted between 
carefully ruled lines. 

Horizontal strip decoration of the same type, with a thicker plum strip in., 
compared with in. , wide and the orange band of a single undifferentiated deep 
orange shade, i in. wide. 

The same arrangement as (i) above, but the colour of the strips was deep blue 
blending with two intermediate colours of purple and mauve to sea-green in painted 
strips in. wide. Each zone had been divided 'from its neighbour by a black 
horizontal line . I in. thick. Of this plaster Miss J. Liversidge writes, ' It is possible 
that the linear decoration formed the framework for the panelled ' decoration which 
is customary for Roman painted walls, although proof in the shape of lines painted 
at right angles to each other is lacking'. 

(b) Imitation marble composition on a light-plum background, the impression of 
marble being given by groups of dark brown, yellow and off-white splodges, perhaps 
from a dado. Nearly all this plaster was concentrated in the middle or the west end 
of the trench. 

(c) 'Deep  red linear design on a white background. Some of the plaster was from 
a quarter-round moulding at floor level, while other fragments came from near a 
window. This was also concentrated towards the. west end of the trench. In addition, 
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from the rubbish layer above came some fragments of plaster with white slip on a 
plum background. 

The colouring was very well preserved and the fragments, which ranged from 
I in. to 2 in. thick, came originally. from a substantial wall. Most bore traces of the 
slats of a timber framework on which they had been laid. 

At the east end of the trench the plaster overlaid a layer of loose stones sloping 
inwards towards the centre of the ditch, where they merged into a heavier deposit of 
stones which appeared to have been laid on purpose to fill up some soft ground 
beneath. About half-way along the trench, however, the deposit changed completely, 
and below the plaster was encountered a layer of ash and charcoal between 4  and  5 in. 
thick. The plaster had been deposited on this ash probably not long after it had been 
laid down, for, though none of it showed signs of having been burnt, a number of 
pieces were discoloured as if by contact with embers. The burnt area (Level 9) 
contained pottery indistinguishable from that found in the rubbish layer immediately 
above, but it also produced a number of'small iron objects, notably a wedge, the blade 
of a saw, a staple and a key similar to one found at the east end of the trench. Most of 
these objects came from the immediate proximity of a small clay hearth, round which 
was also found a considerable amount of iron slag, including some sizeable iron 
nuggets (average weight 6 oz and diameter Nain.). These suggest the existence of 
a small forging hearth where fairly high temperatures had been attained.' Careful 
investigation of the ash and other evidences of burning revealed the outlines of 
carbonized oak planks preserved in the soil (Fig. 3). The ash, on analysis, proved to 
be a mixture of oak wood and hawthorn, 2  an indication perhaps that the deposit 
came from fuel used for a working hearth. Burnt daub was also recovered, and a 
group of small post- or stake-holes following the line of a thin (3 in. wide) clay 
partition wall could be traced round the northern rim of the site. Though a structure 
is hardly possible, the existence of a temporary shelter round the hearth leaving it 
open towards the west, the direction of the prevailing wind, is conceivable. 

Below the burnt layer and clay hearth there was a further i ft of occupational 
deposit before natural soil was reached 3  ft 6 in. below the surface. This deposit 
consisted of orange clay debris (perhaps the remains of a rustic house-wall), inter- 

1 owe this suggestion to Mr Henry Cleere of the Iron and Steel Institute, to whom one of the nuggets 
and other slag from the same area had been submitted. He writes ' This material is very difficult to identify 
accurately. In chemical composition and superficial appearance, it is indistinguishable from smelting slag. 
However, those of us working in the field have learned very recently to recognize the existence of another 
material not formed in a bloomery furnace, but in a forging hearth. During the process of forging imple 
ments from roughly worked-up blooms, small particles of entrapped slag are forced out of the metal. 
A scale also forms on the outside of the iron. Both these materials tend to collect in the base of the hearth, 
where they are subjected to' prolonged high temperatures. The result is that they become liquid and are 
homogeniied to a material that is indistinguishable from blast furnace slag. At our present state of knowledge, 
we cannot differentiate chemically or microscopically between the two materials. It is only the overall 
morphology, together with the find places, that enable one to decide in the majority of cases. The God-
manchester specimen, in particular the " nugget ", seems to me on balance to be almost certainly formed in 
this way.' 

2  I owe this information to Sir George Taylor, Director of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, who kindly 
analysed samples of ash submitted to him. 
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spersed with bands of burning which sloped sharply towards the east end of the trench. 
All this overlaid a damp layer of sticky grey-brown earth which formed the lowest 
level along the whole length of the trench (Level io). These intermediate levels also 
contained a quantity of second-century pottery, including typical reed-rimmed 
sherds. 

The rubbish deposit (Level i o) covering the bottom of the ditch was in places i ft 
thick. In it were found the skeletons of two dogs and a whole cooking pot of grey 
fabric lying on its side (see below, Pottery, Fig. 8, no. i). Some fragments of Samian 
forms Walters 79,27  (one piece), 33 and Ludovici S.B. were also found,' as well as a 

Fig. 3. Area B. Trench i . Plan. 

small fragment of a rim of highly coloured NeneValley ware (perhaps imitation of a 
glass vessel (Fig. 12, no. 8) and a rim of a delicate pale buff Castor beaker also came 
from this level (Fig. 12, no. 4),  indicating a date circa iso. 

The ditch now revealed was relatively shallow and flat bottomed, running 25 ft 
diagonally down the length of the trench in a general east—west direction and varying 

I owe these identifications to M. R. Hull, F.S.A. 
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between 6 and 7  ft in breadth from lip to lip. Its south side had been cut sharply but 
irregularly into the gravel. On the bottom were some fragments of mortar and loose 
clunch. A parallel cutting dug along the line of its south edge revealed that a deter-
mined effort had been made to cover over the rubbish which had accumulated at the 
east end of the ditch with clunch cobbling. At the west end were found traces of 
another trench joining the ditch at right angles and extending towards the south-
west into which had been dug a small circular pit. The fill of the continuation of the 
ditch consisted of a thin gravel spread, itself a continuation of the mortar level 
(Level 5),  below which was a mixture of earth and gravel (Level 6). This contained a 
considerable number of fragments of Samian ware, including Forms i 8/3 i , 27 and 
33, and a base of small delicately made Castor ware (Fig. 12, flO. ). From the pit came 
fragments of a fine Castor beaker ornamented with scroll decoration (Fig. iz, no. 9), 
and the head of a hollow-socketed hunting spear, as well as a few fragments of wall 
plaster of the same type as found in the main ditch, and meat bones. 

The discovery that the ditch branched sharply to the south-west is an indication 
perhaps that this complex may be interpreted as robber trenches, perhaps from the 
north-west corner of a large wooden-framed building abandoned in the mid second 
century and robbed for its stone foundations, the robbers leaving a chaos of builder's 
rubbish, the remains of earth and stone walls, and household debris in their wake. 
The rubbish layer, the pit at the west end, and the smithy belong to this period of 
abandonment. The presence of the wall plaster above the burnt layer left by the 
latter still needs explaining, and further work to the south will be necessary before 
an answer can be found. 

The reason for the subsequent careful filling-in of the ditch with mortar debris 
and clunch was made clear by cutting another trench (Trench. 3),5  ft wide at the east 
end of the site towards the north at right angles to the existing trenches for a distance 
of 30 ft. At a depth of i ft 9  in. a row of eight postholes were found extending a 
distance of 25 ft in a north-easterly direction, dug into the natural soil. At this point 
they were interrupted by a late fourth-century rubbish pit which produced a 3 AE of 
Theodosius (379-95) and a fragment of a shell-gritted ware pot. A single large post-
hole (no. 9)  was found 3  ft west of the main line of postholes but soundings along 
this axis revealed no others (see Fig. 3). 

The postholes were of two distinct varieties. Postholes 1,  7 and  9  were large 
rectangular cavities 18 in. long and 9 in. wide and dug i ft 6 in. into the natural soil. 
They were solidly lined with stone to the depth of i ft and, from the angle to which 
P.H. 7  leant outward towards the east, they had been subjected to considerable 
pressure. They were probably the slots for upright beams. The remaining holes were 
round and set at i ft intervals up the trench. They were 9  in. in diameter and shal 
lower, only between 9  m. and, i ft deep, but they had been heavily packed by small 
clunch stones which formed mounds along the trench. Postholes 7  and 8 yielded 
sOme small fragments of wall plaster of greenish-blue colour in the packing, of a type 
exactly similar to some found immediately below and in the mortar filling of the 
main trench (Level 3)..  A fragment of hard white ware, probably late second century, 
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was also found in P.H. 7. Daub and traces of charcoal were found in.P.H. i, 3 and  7, 
and a 2-inch nail in P.H. 7. 	 . 

The three postholes found on the north side of Trench i (see above) at right angles to 
P.H. I are roughly parallel to P.H. 9.  They are certainly later than the ditch, part of 
. whose debris they overlay. They therefore probably belong to the same building as the 
others ; fragments of charred oak stakes 1  and daub were found in two these postholes, 
together with a base of a dish of hard pinkish ware, probably late second century. 

A cutting 10 ft square (Trench 4).  was dug to the east of the line of postholes, 
between no. 4  and no. 7.  No further holes were found in this area, but i ft below the 
surface some burnt limestone and a coin of Valentinian I (364-75) were recovered, 
perhaps the remains of a squatter's hearth. . 

Further work will be needed before definite conclusions can be reached regarding 
the postholes. A wooden-framed building is indicated, and the finding of fragments 
of window glass and an iron key lying on the cobble filling of the ditch south of 
P.H. I suggests a dwelling rather than a barn, perhaps an aisled building of a type 
used sometimes for farm labourers on villas. The care taken to cover the whole of 
the ditch area either with roofing cores or cobbles also suggests a dwelling. The date, 
from the few indications so far, points to this occupation from the late second century, 
or early third century, ending before the digging of the rubbish pit at the north end 
of the site and the late fourth-century squatter occupation noted in Trench 4. 

'SMALL FINDS 

Bronze and bone objects (Fig.. .) 

AREAA 

I . Perforated handle of bronze key (top only). From bottom of Ditch A. Compare example from 
Richborough ( = Richborough, iv, p1. xxxiv, 86, and p. iz). Second century. Another example in 
the Braybrooke Collection from Great Chesterford, in the Museum of Archaeology, Cambridge. 

' 2. Tweezers, from debris overlying clay floor foundations. Late Roman type. Compare Lydney, 
f. 18, no. 6o. A similar pair was found on the surface. . 

Ornament consisting of a bronze hook with a ring at one end enclosed in a delicate bronze 
sheath. Purpose unknown. L. i I in. Robber trench 	, 

Bracelet, decorated by sets of five parallel vertical lines on rim. Robber trench. Compare 
Lydney, fig 17,  no. 58, and Proc. C.A.S. LII 	p. 71, fig. 2. Late fourth-century.type., 

Bone needle with plain bulbous head, L. 3  in. From upperlevel of Ditch A. Late Roman type. 
Compare Lydney, pl.  xxxii, no. 164, and samples from Godmanchester hoard, c. 300. H. J. M. 
Green, Proc. C.A.S. L (11956), p1. vi . 	 . 

AREAB 	' 

. . ' 6. Triangular sheet of bronze, L. 2 in. and W. at base 19 in., with raised linear decoration 
along edge. Perhaps part of a bronze covering for a box. Level 5. 	. 
. . 1 The charcoal was of Quercus robur type, similar to the wood-ash found near the hearth. Information, 
Sir George Taylor.  
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Bone needle. L. 4  in., with undecorated flat top and vertical slit for thread. Level 5. Similar 
type found at Great Chesterford and now in the Museum of Archaeology at Cambridge. 

Broken shafts of two other needles were also found in this level. 
Bronze signet ring (pl. If). Internal diameter of hoop 077 in. with intaglio of dark blue 

paste, flat and oval in shape with bevelled edge. L. 	in. and W. 035 in. State of preservation 
very fair despite some corrosion. The form of the ring is of late-second-century type. Intaglio 
represents a youthful figure with flowing hair standing, facing left. His legs are crossed, and in 
his left hand he holds what appears to be a cup. • His right arm is outstretched with his hand 
slightly crooked. He is naked except for a long cloak (or wineskin) draped from his right shoulder. 

!1 

Fig. 4. Bronze and bone objects. Scale 1. 

No exact parallels occur in the British Museum Collection or in Furtwangler, Antike Gemmen, or 
Paul Fossing's Catalogue of Antique Engraved Gems and Cameos (Copenhagen, 1929), but the 
stance and cloak are similar to Ganymede on a Godmanchester Hoard intaglio. See H. J. M. 
Green. Proc. C.A.S. L, 86 and p1. vi  central gem. 

Compare also G. M. A. Richter, Catalogue of Engraved Gems, Metropolitan Museum of Art, 
New York (1956), flO. 374, p. 375 and p1. xLvH. This seems to be an almost exact parallel; the 
figure is Bonus Eventus, holding a dish of fruit and a branch. 

Other finds 
AREAB 	- 

Two whetstones from the rubbish layer, Level 7,  and an appreciable amount of daub from 
this level also, and daub in a burnt condition in the hearth area (not illustrated). 

Graffito (Pl.' I e). Picked up on field surface by Mr Roger Jacobi, near Area B. Scratched on 
tile, before firing. 
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iron objects 
AREA A 

Except for some thirty ordinary flat-topped iron nails ranging in length from 3  in. to z in., nil. 
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Fig. 5.  Iron objects. Scale . 

AREA B (Fig. 5) 
I and 2. Iron key with ioop at end for suspension. L. 4  in. L. of blade i in. and W. of blade 

03 in. Originally three tangs, of which two survive. Compare Richborough, ii, pl. xxiv, no. 69. 
Found below burnt area near centre of cutting. Two other examples less well preserved found in 
rubble layer (2). Level 7. 

Small wedge, L. z in. W. across base o6 in. Compare Proc. C.A.S. LIV (ig6o), p. 66, no. 6 
(Orton  Longueville) and Leicester, Jewry Wall, p1. xxii, no. z. Hearth area. 

Fragment of blade of saw L. 4  in., W. iz in. Hearth area. 
Fragment of iron draw-knife. L. 4  in., W. i in. Hearth area. One other fragment found in 

same area. 
Fragment of iron shoe (?). Rectangular fragment of iron. L. 3  in., W. i in. with one side 

upturned. Hearth area. 
Clamp, L. 2 in., from hearth area. 
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Latch, L. 4  in., below mortar fill at east end of trench. Level 7. 
Fragment of bracket. Level 7. 
Hook, L. 3  in. Haft flattened. Same area. 	 - 

I I . Stilus? L. 4  in. Level io. 
Object with centre flattened between two equidistant points, L. 4  in. Purpose unknown. 

Hearth area. 	 . 
Staple, L. 5: in. Pit fill at west end of trench. Level 6. 

14-24. Varieties of nail : (i) Square-sectioned with cohical round head, L. 3-21  in. One other 
example, Level 9. (2) Flat-headed 4  in.,  3  in., 2 in. and i I in. More than ioo other examples 
recovered from Levels 3, 7 and  9. 

25.. Iron spearhead, leaf-shaped type with hollow, splayed socket, L. 4 in. Width across 
widest part of head i in. Blade length z in. From loose fill of ditch at west end of cutting10  
(Level 6) and associated with fragments of decorated Castor. ware (see Pottery, Fig. iz, no. 9).  Not 
illustrated ; published in Journ. Roman Studies, LVI (1966), -  P. 207 and p1. ix, z. 

Compare similar examples from Ditchley Park Roman Villa, Oxoniensia, i (1936), p1. x, 36, 
and Brigstock, Ant. )1ourn. xLiii ( 1 963'), p. 249, flO. 4. 

The glass (Fig. 6) 
Window glass was found on both sites,'- and at the bottom of Ditch A (Area A) a. small frag-

ment of a pillar-moulded bowl of whitish glass. 

Handle scars 

Ar  

' 

2 
3 

- S 	
Fig. 6. Glass fragments. Scale . 

AREA A 	 - 	 . 	. 	 . 

I-. Fragment of a decorated glassvase (Pl. I d). This was a surface find on theline of Ditch A. 
" It consists ofa circular fragmenti in. in diameter and oz in. thick, and is composed of-dark-blue 

glass enclosing a spiral design of white glass thread. This was submitted to the British Museum 
(Mr K. H. Painter) but no parallel is known. It is suggested, however, that it could have formed 
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the link between the base and the .body of an elaborate vase. Objects showing a similar technique 
in blue and white glass have been found at Great Chesterford and are now in the Museum of 
Archaeology, Cambridge. 

AREAB 

Fragment of the base of a large dark-green bottle. Vine scroll (?) decoration. Level 7. 
Fragments of a delicate vessel of fine clear white glass. Surviving fragments indicate a 

bulbous body with a flat base z in. in diameter, a narrow neck, and a ribbed handle joining the 
rim. The spout was pointed and finely moulded, the rim being thickened and twisted over near 
the point. Found immediately below the mortar filling (Level 3)  and associated with small 
fragments of Samian form 27 and of a Castor ware beaker. Dating probably from the second half 
of the second century. No exact parallels known, but the neck and spout resemble the technique 
employed in the glass found at Hauxton, Proc. C.A.S. LI 	p. 13, fig. 5. 

Coins 

AREA A 

I . Denarius of Caracalla: 
Obv. Head of emperor laureated AJNTONINUS P[ius AUG] GER[M]. 
Rev. Nude standing figure looking R. PM. TRP xviii cos liii =Coins ofBritish Museum Collection, 

v, Caracalla, 16, i 11. 71, 13. A.D. 216. In good condition, amid clay and building rubble at bottom 
of robber trench over west wall of building i. ft. 9  in. below surface. 

2AE of Constantius II. FEL. TEMP. REPARATIO,-A.D. 348-353. 
Very worn, from debris above foundations of clay floors. 

AREA B 

I AE Sestertius of Trajan. Very worn. 
Obv. Emperor's head laureated. 
Rev. Standing figure looking L. Rubbish layer below mortar fill. 

2AE of Valentinian : SECURITAS REIPUBLICAE : Mint. 	(Trier). 
From hearth in Trench 4.  Fair condition. 	 TRS 

3 AE. House of Theodosius. VICTORIA AUGGG type. 
Pit fill at north end of site. Worn. 

3 AE. Worn and indecipherable coin fragment from same area as 5 . 

P 0 T TE RY' 

I. AREA B 

With the exception of a few late Castor sherds of colour-coated ware from the level overlying the 
packing of mortar cores (Level z), the pottery from the ditch and the fill appears to form, a 
relatively homogeneous group dating to the latter part of the Antonine era (A.D. I 6o-8o). It may 
be significant, however, that the finest of the reeded-rim bowls (Fig. io : 3 ,  4 and 8) came from 
the silt in the ldest level ofthe ditch (Level io) as did one ofthe Castor ware beakers (Fig. iz, no. 8), 
suggesting perhaps a datea little earlier in the century for this level. Most of the pottery illustrated 

1 Parallels have been sought wherever possible from local sites. 
CAS 
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here came from the rubbish layer (Level 7)  encountered immediately below the mortar cores. 
Only a few small fragments of ring-necked jugs were found (not illustrated). 

cTJ 
CT) _ 
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10 

12 
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Fig. 7. Area B. BOwls, pie-dishes and platters. Scale 1. 

Samian ware (not illustrated) 
No potter's marks or decorated fragments were found. Forms 18/3 I (several fragments), 27, 33, 
37, Walters  79  and Ludovici S.B. were represented 1  fromlevels 3  downwards, the Walters 79  and 
Ludovici S.B. sherds coming from Level io. The dating is consistent with a deposit sometime 
near the middle of the second century. 

Coarse wares 
Fig. 7. Bowls, pie-dishes and platters. 
. I Bowl : straight-sided, drab ware with groove round body (Level 7).  Compare example in 

Wisbech Museum W. 7  fig. 32:  T. Potter, Coidham Camp, p. 31, and H. J. M. Green, Roman 
Godmanchester 13,  from Godmanchester town, p. 14, I. 

1 J owe the identification and suggested dating of these sherds to Mr M. R. Hull, F.S.A. 
2  T. Potter, ' The Roman Pottery from Coldham Camp ', Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), pp. 12-37. 
3  H. J. M. Green, ' Roman Godmanchester I ', Proc. C.A.S. LIII 05), pp. 8-22. 
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Bowl : drab ware, small rounded rim, sharply carinated with shallow groove round body. 
Originally a Belgic type (Level 6) and another example from Level 7. 

Compare Leicester, Fig. 23, 6.' 
Pie-dish: grey ware with plain rounded rim and straight side. Common type on Fenland 

sites in first two centuries (Level. 7).  Many examples found. Compare Arbury Road, 1a2  
(Antonine). 

Variant of 3  (Level  7).  Compare Arbury Road, 14b (Antonine). 	. 
Variant of 3  (Level  7),  rim flatter and side more oblique. Compare Orton Longueville, 3  

fig. 6, 28 (early third century). 
Dish : straight-sided grey ware with slightly oblique side. Common type (Levels 3  down-

wards). 
Dish : straight-sided, pipeclay fabric with glossy slate-grey surface and finely chamfered 

base (Levels 6 and 7).  Compare, for shape, Arbury Road, i (Antonine). 
Pie dish : deep vessel, straight-sided of hard grey fabric with heavy rounded rim (Level 4). 

Compare Leicester, fig. 41 , 21. 

Bowl: pipeclay fabric and glossy slate finish similar to 7 ; chamfered base. 
Bowl : straight-sided with rounded rim, gritted ware, oatmeal colour. Native tradition 

(Level 7).  Compare Arbury Road JJ,4  fig. 2, 5. Fragments of other vessels of similar type found 
in Level io. 

I I . Pie-dish : light grey ware, oblique-sided with rim curving outwards (Level 7).  Compare 
Leicester, fig. 19, 25. 	• 

Pie-dish : white fabric, finely made with notably acute angles at base and rim. No decoration 
(Level 4).  Compare, for shape, Leicester, fig. 41, 16-18 (Hadrianic). 

Pie-dish : grey ware, brown at break, finely made with notably thin sides (Level io). 
Compare Leicester, fig. 19, 4 (Hadrianic-Antonine). 

Fig. 8. High-necked cooking pots. 
These were a common type on the site and are a standard Nene Valley ware of the second cen-

tury. Arbury Road, Orton Longueville, Earith5  and Horsey Toll6  have all produced examples. 
I . Hard grey fabric, found complete resting on south edge of ditch (Level io). Traces of rilling 

round neck. Compare D. Atkinson, Caistor,7  p1. viii, B4, Earith, fig. 7, 3,  Horsey Toll 3-5,  and 
Leicester, fig. 24, 12 (Antonine). 

1 K. M. Kenyon, ' Excavations at the Jewry Wall Site, Leicester ' (Society of Antiquaries, Research 
Committee Reports xv, Oxford, 1948). Still the most comprehensive account of second-century pottery from 
southern Britain. 

2 W. H. C. Frend and B. R. Hartley, ' A Romano-British Settlement at Arbury. Road, Cambridge', 
Proc. C.A.S. XLVIII 	pp. 10-43. 

3 G. F. Dakin, ' A Romano-British Site at Orton Longueville ', Proc. C.A.S. LIV (1960), pp. 50-67. 
4 W. H. C. Frend and B. R. Hartley, ' Further Romano-British Burials found at Arbury Road in 1953', 

Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (i?), pp. 25-7. 
5 D. A. White, ' Excavations on a Romano-British Settlement at Earith ', Proc. C.A.S. Lx (1967), pp. 7-17. 
6 B. R. Hartley and E. Standen, ' A Group of Romano-British Pottery with an owner's name ', Proc. 

C.A.S. LII 	 pp. zi—z. 
7 D. Atkinson, ' Three Caistor Pottery Kilns ', Journ. Roman Studies, xxii (1932), pp. 33-46. 

3-2 



rT 12 

5 

TT_ 

i9 

V 	

L  
10 

t6rTY 

36 	 W.H.C.FREND 

. 2. Gritty grey ware, rim weakly angled. Compare Earith, no. 2, and Hull, Cokhester,' fig. 69, 
I 16.. Many other examples found. . 	 . 

Light-grey ware with hard smooth surface (Level 7).  Compare Orton Longueville, no. 21, 

Earith, fig. 7, 5. 
Large pot of hard grey gritted ware with grooving on shoulder (Level 7).  

Jar of hard grey fabric with cordon round neck (Level 7).  Common type on site; also a 
variant without cordon. 

F 4 	 13 
Fig. 8. Area B. High-necked cooking pots. Scale. 

Hand-made gritted ware, black exterior, orange interior, and fiattish rim ; native tradition 
(Level 7).  Arbury Road, ii, no. 5. 

Small pot of hard grey gritted ware with light ruling round neck (Level 6). Compare 
Horsey Toll, no 5  (late Antonine). 

Variant of I and 4  (Level  7).  Compare Earith, nos. 4  and  5. 
Grey ware with slight groove on underside of rim and rilling round neck (Level 7). 

JO. Variant of I, 4 and  9  (Level  7). 
11 and 12. Smooth grey ware with slightly bulging neck (Liwel io). Compare H. J. M. Green, 

Godmanchester II, 2  fig. 5, 10. Could be early second century. 
13. Drab grey fabric with traces of black burnishing; cordoning at neck and shoulder (Level 3). 

Type paralleled from fourth-century rubble layers on Area A. 	 V V 

1 C. F. C. Hawkes and M. R. Hull, Camolodunum, Research Committee of the Society of Antiquaries, 
xv. 	 V 

2 H. VJ• M. Green, ' Roman Godmanchester II ', Proc. C.A.SV. LIV (1961), pp. 68-82. 
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Fig. 9. Cooking pots with everted rims, and lids. 
The general type is illustrated in Leicester, fig. 27, but exact parallels to the series shown here 

are hard to find locally. 
I . Hard grey ware with flat overhanging rim cut with groove, and grooving on shoulder. From 

hearth overlying north side of ditch and associated with worn sestertius of Trajan (Level 9). 
Hard, light-grey smooth ware with light-brown interior. Small grooved rim thickening at 

edge (Levels 7  and io). 	 . 
Hard drab ware with rim almost horizontal to body and recessed for lid (Level io). Com-

pare Leicester, fig. 45, I 5—I 8 (Antonine).'  
Larger variant of 2. 

Hard buff ware with squared rim and grooving (Level 7). 
Large vessel, hard, off-white gritted fabric, blackened on exterior. Grooved rim (Level 7). 

__ 
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Fig. 9. Area B. Cooking pots with everted rims, and lids. Scale . 

Deep brown ware, rouletting round shoulder, plain squared rim (Level 3). 
Hard gritted off-white ware with slight recess for lid (Level io). 
Gritted buff ware, rim squared and undercut with slight groove (Level io). Compare 

Verulamium, Fig. 31, 41 (120-1 6o)." 
Gritted pinkish ware, with squared and undercut rim (Level 7). 

I I . Variant of 9 and io. Rim less undercut. 
12. Smooth buff-brown ware with pronounced groove along rim. 

1  R. E. M. Wheeler and T. V. Wheeler, Verulamium, a Belgic and two Roman Cities. Research Committee 
of the Society of Antiquaries, xi. 
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Lid. Grey ware, rim rounded and flat on underside (Level 7). Leicester, fig. 31, 2 (second 
century). 

Lid. Grey ware with strongly marked rim projecting upwards (Level 7). Leicester, fig. 3 1 , 

8 (A-ntonine). 

1 % •  

2% 

7% 

Fig. io. Area B. Reeded-rim bowls. Scale 1 . 

Fig. 10. A group of reeded-rim bowls. 
The majority of the fragments of the finer types came from Level ic, but the type was repre-

sented uniformly in all the levels below Level 3,  and in the pit fill at the west end of the trench, 
Level 6 (Fig. a). On military sites in northern and western Britain this type is late-first and early-
second century, but on civil sites such as Leicester and Verulamium it is usually associated with 
material dated to A.D. I 20-40. Examples found in the Fen area (e.g. Godmanchester Town) suggest, 
however, that the type had a long life on East Anglian sites. 

I . Creamy buff ware, finely made ; narrow horizontal rim and inner wall of pot curved inwards 
below rim (Level 6). Another example shows groove round body. Compare Leicester,.. fig. 44, 
16 (A.D. 150-60) and Verulamium, fig. 35, 70 (Hadrianic). 

White gritted ware with coarser reeding and groove round rim. 
Creamy buff ware, finely made, rim slightly downturned. Slight hollow in wall below rim 

(Level  io). Compare Leicester, fig. zi, i i, and Verulamium, Fig. 35,  69 (Hadrianic). 
Greyish ware similar to 3  with groove round body (Level io). 
Buff ware, coarse and rather gritty fabric, wider and less well-executed reeding (Level 9). 
Buff ware, rim slightly dipping and side groove above carination (Level io). Found on 

Fenland sites, Arbury Road, fig. 5, 13 (Antonine). Godmanchester II, fig. 5, 16, and Leicester, 
fig. 44, 116. 

Drab grey ware, with thicker rounded rim horizontal to body and straight sides (Level 7). 
Compare Leicester, fig. 21, 16 and 44, 17 (Antonine)., 

Light buff ware, similar to 6 but with sharper carination. Compare Earith, fig. 8, 3. 
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Fig. i i . Storage jars, mortaria and pottery from later levels. 
i. Hard coarse gritted ware, rounded rim, light buff colour, externally blackened, rilling on 

outside. Compare Leicester, fig. 30, 18 (Level 7). 

7 	 4 
I 	:::Z;l 9 

Fig. x x. Area B. Storage-jars, mortaria, and pottery from later levels. Scale 11 . 

2. Hard coarse gritted ware of light buff, blackened on outside with flattened inward sloping 
rim, and rilling on outside (Level 7). 

3 . Variant of 2, but smaller pot and slight ruling on body (Level 13)-  
Coarse, gritted ware, oatmeal colour, heavy rounded rim. Compare Leicester, fig. 30, 19 

(Level io). 
Largejar of coarse fabric, gritted ware, light oatmeal colour. Probably locally made (Level 3). 
Mortarium ; hard pinkish-buff type with sparse grit patricles. Broad gently curving flange 

with end of rim curved and rolled over (Level 4).  Compare Leicester, fig. 46, 2, and fig. 18, 
16 (Late second century). 	• 	 . 

Bowl : pink fabric, pointed flange, mottled grey-brown colour-coat. Fourth-century I type 
(Level 2). Compare Arbury Road, fig. 6, 45 (late fourth century). 

Bowl : rounded flange, pipeclay ware with glossy grey coating. Fourth-centurytype (Level 2). 
Compare Green, Godmanchester, ii, 20, and Arbury Road, fig. 6, 57  (late fourth century). 

Cooking pot: pink ware, grey-brown colour-coat, rounded rim. Fourth-century type 
(Level z). Compare Orton Longueville, 90. 

Many similar fragments found in robber trenches of Area A and, not illustrated. 
Not illustrated : base of a strainer of buff ware with lemon slip. 
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Fig. iz. Beakers, etc. 
I . Castor ware box : pipeclay fabric, rim black, blending at shoulder into orange coating. 

Interior black (Level 6). Another example of a smaller pot (Level 7). Compare Orton Longueville, 
no. 33  (second—third century), and for a lid see A. W. G. Lowther, Verulamium (1 934),  fig. 9, 
10,1  Arbury Road, fig. 7,  85-6 and B. R. Hartley, Nene Vally Pottery, fig. 4, 17_182. 

Beaker : Nene Valley, chocolate colour-coat on pipeclay fabric. No rouletting (Level 6). 
Other examples from Level io. Compare M. R. Hull, Coichester, fig. 70, 132. 

Beaker : Castor ware. Salmon pink to dark brown slip. over pink fabric. Smooth surface. 
Double groove below rim (Level 6). Compare Leicester, fig. 27, 50 (Antonine) to end of 
second century. 

Beaker : Variant of 3  with single groove below rim (Level io). Other examples from Level 7 
. . and below. 

. 	 . 

4 	 61W 
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Fig. iz. Area B. Beakers, etc. Scale 1. 

Beaker : base of small Castor beaker. Mottled black and brown slip over pipeclay fabric 
(Level 3). 

Hunt cup or beaker : fragment of side, showing elaborate barbotine scroll decoration ; black 
slip over pipeclay fabric. Salmon-pink interior (Level 7). 

Compare Arbury Road, no. i i (A.D. 170-80). 	 .. 
. Similar vessel showing animal's head and snout ( ?)  as part of decorative pattern. 
Beaker (?).  Small fragment of rim of delicate beaker of pipeclay fabric. Elaborate mottled 

black, orange and white slip decoration. (Imitation of imported glass vessel?) (Level io). 
Hunt cup. Pipeclay fabric with orange slip ; black interior. Elaborate scroll decoration 

(Level  6). Compare Orton Longueville, no. 85 (late second century). 	. .. 
1  A. W. G. Lowther, ' Report on Excavations at Verulamiurn 1934 ', Antiquaries journ. xvii (17), 

pp. 28-55. 	 . 
2 B. R. Hartley, Notes on the Roman Pottery Industry in the Nene Valley. (Peterborough Museum, 1960). 
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_ 

Fig. 13. Area A. Fourth-century pottery. Scale . 

I0. Beaker with thumb-indented sides, pipeclay fabric with dark brown slip ; roughcast ware 
with small everted rim (Level 8). Another example (Level 6). COmpare J. P. Bushe-Fox, Rich-
borough, iii, fig. xxxix, 305 (early second century), and A. W. G. Lowther, Verulamium (1934), 
fig. io, 12. 	 .- 	

\ 
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ii and 12. jar of brick-red fabric with white slip, painted on neck and body with parallel 
horizontal strips in brown and orange' (Level 9). 

H. AREA A 

Fig. 13. 

The pottery from Area A falls into two groups. The majority illustrated came from either the 
fill of the robber trenches or the rubble overlying the remains of clay foundations of floors. It 
is a late fourth-century group, associated with worn coins of the house of Constantine (P-  33). 

I . Storage jar: medium mouthed, of calcite-gritted ware with surface varying from black to 
orange-brown. Traces of rilling on exterior. Compare Arbury Road, fig. 5 2  i (late fourth century). 

Cooking pot: same fabric and decoration as i. 
Cooking pot: hard grey-black fabric with burnishing. Compare R. E. M. Wheeler, 

Segontium, 2  fig. 80, 55-7  (mid fourth century). 
Cooking pot : medium mouthed, calcite-gritted ware, no rilling ; found complete, lying 

upside down near top of fill of robber trench. Native tradition. 
Jar : medium mouthed, of hard drab fabric (rubble layer). Compare Arbury Road, fig. 6, 

36 (fourth century). 
Cooking pot : smaller variant of i (rubble layer). 
Cooking pot : oatmeal ware, flat rim (rubble layer). 
Base of large, barrel-shaped storage jar, hard pipeclay fabric, smooth, burnished exterior of 

chocolate colour, and similar interior. Upper portion cut off for use as bowl (robber trench). 
Beaker : large funnel-shaped beaker oflate period of Castor ware. Bulbous body with hatched 

decoration. White pipeclay fabric with reddish-buff exterior. Interior painted with light-brown 
blobs and patterns on white surface. Neck and rim broken before discard (robber trench). 
Compare R. E. M. and T. V. Wheeler, Lydney, fig. 27, 6o-i.3  

Mortarium : whitish fabric, grit probably ironstone. Fourth-century type. Compare Arbury 
Road, no. 43.  Another similar example of light-buff fabric found in upper level of Ditch A. 

I I . Bowl: soft calcite-gritted ware. Markedly inverted rim, leaving ledge for lid. Local native 
tradition (robber trench). Compare Arbury Road, no. 93  (late fourth century). 

Bowl: flange wide and rounded. Pipeclay ware, orange colour-coat. Imitation Samian 
38. Compare Wheeler, Segontium, p. 168, 53 (POst-35o), and Lydney, fig. 26, 24, Orton 
Longueville, no. 92, Arbury Road, no. 47. 

Bowl : heavy rounded flange, -pinkish fabric, orange colour-coat. 
Bowl : flanged, with oblique straight side ; pipeclay ware with grey colour-coat, glossy 

surface. Many examples found. Compare Orton Longueville, no. 91, and Bushe Fox, Ric/iborough, 
I, no. 121. 

Bowl : flanged, narrow and angular. Pipeclay ware, and orange colour-coat. 
Bowl : oblique straight side, hard grey fabric ; grey surface. Compare Orton Longueville, 

fig. 8, 83.  
. 17. Bowl : flanged, straight-sided bowl of hard grey fabric with orange exterior. No colour-coat. 

1 Fragments of two similar jars were found. The effect is reminiscent of Mediterranean pottery of the 
Mycenaean or Helladic periods. 	 - 

a R. E. M. Wheeler, ' Segontium and the Roman Occupation of Wales ', Y Cymmrodor, xxxiii (1923). 
3  R. E. M. Wheeler and T. V. Wheeler, ' Report on the Excavation of the Prehistoric, Roman and Post- 

Roman Site at Lydney Park, Gloucestershire ', Research Committee of the Society of Antiquaries, ix (1932). 
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18. Bowl: oblique straight side and rounded flange, of white pipeclay fabric, with deep brown 
glossy colour-coat. Found complete in robber trench. Compare Arbury Road, no. 45,  and Green, 
Roman Godmancliester II, fig. 5, 20. Common mid- or late fourth-century type. 

I 9. Bowl : roll rim, of smooth white fabric. Orange-painted stripes on outside of rim. Compare 
Orton Longueville, no. 79  (fourth century). 

Not illustrated: numerous fragments of colour-coated pots of late Castor type, common on 
Fenland sites. 

7\3 /2 

\ H  4 T?  / . 
_/7 

7L/2 5 

8,  

7 j i 
Fig. i. Area A. Second-century pottery. Scale 1. 

Fig. 14. 

A smaller group came from the bottom of Ditch A. It contained grey cooking pots and pie-
dishes, and was associated with fragments of a pot of chocolate colour-coated Nene Valley ware, 
and Samian forms i 8/3 I and 80. This group would appear to date to the same period (late second 
century) as the pottery from Area B. The lack of third-century types on the site is interesting. 

1-3. Straight-sided pie-dishes of hard light-grey ware. These three examples came from the 
lowest level of Ditch A, and are second century. Compare Arbury Road, no. 14 and Earith, fig. 7,7. 

Dish : hard grey ware, straight side, no decoration. 
Shallow platter : hard grey ware. Exceptionally large and finely made, with a small rim and 

chamfered base. Same area as 1-3. 
Large cooking pot : smooth grey fabric, rounded rim, shoulder defined by grooves ; Nene 

Valley ware second century. Compare Arbury Road, fig. 5, 8, Orton Longueville, fig. 6, 27. 
Cooking pot, of similar type to 6 but smaller. Compare Earith, fig. 7, 3. 
Variant of 7,  but with thinner walls. 
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THE ANGLO-SAXON S-SHAPED BROOCH 
IN -  ENGLAND WIT.H SPECIAL REFERENCE 
TO..ONE FROM LAKENHEATH, SUFFOLK 

TERESA BRISCOE 

THE LAKENHEATH BROOCH 

D u R I N G the spring of 1 958,   after the field known locally as ' No. i ' at Lakenheath 
in Suffolk (N.G.R- 52/733833) had been ploughed slightly deeper than previously, 
an S-shaped brooch of the Anglo-Saxon period (Fig. i a) was found lying on the 
surface.' Unfortunatelythe exact find-spot was not marked, so further investigation 
of the site was not possible. The field in question has yielded Iron Age. hèarths, as 
well as Anglo-Saxon decorated sherds :2  there is an extensive scatter of Roman sherds 
overall. The distribution of these surface finds, coupled with the fact that none of 
the previous excavations have yielded any trace of a cemetery, 3  suggest the presence 
of an Anglo-Saxon habitation site in this area. 

The Lakenheath brooch would appear to be of debased type (see discussion below); 
it is ofbronze and the S is reversed. Fastening was by means of an iron pin, sufficient 
of which remains to show that this included a spring. The one remaining complete 
terminal of the S takes the form of a bird's head with hooked beak, suggestive of a 
bird of prey. The other terminal is missing ; the break is an old one. 4  There are 

The following abbreviations are used: 
Baldwin Brown The Arts of Early England (G. Baldwin Brown). 
De Baye I 	The Industrial Arts of the Anglo-Saxms (Baron de Baye). 
De Baye II 	La Cimitière visigotique d'Herpes, Charente (Baron de Baye). 
Lethbridge x 	The Cemetery at Lackford, Suffolk, C. A. S. Quarto Publications (195  i)(T. C. Lethbridge). 
Lethbridge ii 	' The Anglo-Saxon Settlement in Early England ', T. C. Lethbridge, Dark Age Britain, 

ed. D. B. Harden. 

I  Bulletin no. 5  of C.B.A. Group 7 (1958). 
I  Grace Briscoe, ' Combined Beaker and Iron Age Sites at Lakenheath, Suffolk ; Proc. C.A.S. xiii 

(i4). 
a The Anglo-Saxon cemetery at Lakenheath lay approximately half a mile to the south-west of ' No. i' 

site and to the east of a green road known as ' Sandy Drove '. It is on considerably higher ground and is 
recorded in Cyril Fox, Archaeology of the Cambridge Region. V.C.H. Suffolk, i, P. 344. 

4 Miss V. Evison has pointed out to me that, if an outline of the brooch is reversed over it, the broken 
part cannot have carried a head of the same shape and size as the existing one. She suggests that the broken 
end may have had a tail of the type carried by the earlier continental brooches discussed in this paper. As 
it seems that the Lakenheath brooch cannot be much earlier than the middle sixth century and this would 
seem to be too late to incorporate this feature, it may be suggested that a second head was of a different 
shape, as is one on the Mildenhall swastika brooch (Fig. 2 c). 
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incised lines marking the neck of the bird's head and outlining the profile of the S. 
The length of the brooch is 44  cm. It is now in the Museum of Archaeology and 
Ethnology, Cambridge. . . 

The nearest example to the Lakenheath brooch in form is a pair of brooches from 
the cemetery at Sleaford, Lincoinshire' (Fig. i b(i) and b(ii)), now in the British 
Museum. This pair also has the S reversed and has similar bird-headed terminals with 
hooked beaks. They are of bronze but the surfaces are tinned—which is unique-
while the edges are outlined with stab punches. In size they are larger than the Laken-
heath brooch, b(i) being 54cm long and b(ii) 52 cm. Fastening was also by means of an 
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Fig. i . S-shaped brooches. Actual size. a. Lakenheath, Suffolk. b. Sleaford, Lincoinshire. c. Haslingfield, 
Cambridgeshire. d. Howletts, Kent. e. Chessel Down, Isle of Wight. f. Haslingfield, Cambridgshire. 
g. Howletts, Kent. h. Lyminge, Kent. j. Iffley, Oxfordshire. 

I  Archaeologia, L, pp. 798 and p1. xxiii, fig. 9 ; Baldwin Brown, iv, P.  799 ; De Baye i, pp. 43-4, p1. 4. 
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iron pin, the rusted remains of which on b (i) carries the imprint of a finely woven 
textile, while that on the back of b (ii) has traces suggestive of a coarse-woven fabric. 

THE S-SHAPED BROOCH IN BRITAIN 

The S-shaped brooch of this period is fairly common on the Continent, mostly in 
early Frankish and Lombard contexts, and the distribution extends over the whole of 
Europe.1  It is, however, rare in the British Isles, 2  being represented by only eleven 
examples (see Appendix). All these come from an area comprising south-eastern 

TA 

Fig. z. Associated brooch types. Actual size. a. Herpes, Charente, France. b. Rhenen, Holland. c. Milden- 
hail, Suffolk; d. Herpes, Charente. e. ? Herpes, Charente. 

England east of a line from the Isle of Wight to Grimsby. The distribution map 
(Fig. 3) shows that the finds come from the neighbourhood of navigable rivers or the 
coast, that is, from areas of early settlement. Of these a number are undoubtedly 
continental imports, but others are quite different in style and technique and, it is 
suggested, are of native manufacture. 

Continental imports 
The ornate gilt brooches from Chessel Down, Isle of Wight, Haslingfield, Cam-
bridgeshire, Iffley, Oxfordshire, and Howletts and Lyminge in Kent are imports 
and can be paralleled by continental examples. 3  

The Chessell Down brooch (Fig. i e) has stab ornamentation on the bends of the 
outer edges. It is 25 cm long and is of bronze with traces of gilding. The terminals 
are of the ' duck-head ' type 4  (see below). 

1  M. Deansley, History of Early Medieval Europe, P. 255 ; N. Aberg, Vorgeschichtliche Kulturekreise in 
Europa, p. 64. 	2  De Baye i, P. 43. 	British Museum Guide to Anglo-Saxon Antiquities (1923). 

4 De Baye I, P. 44 and p1. iv, 9 ; V.C.H. Hampshire, i, pp. 387-90 ; Baldwin Brown, iii, p. 280. 
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The Haslingfield brooch (Fig. if) is silver-gilt and resembles a figure-of-eight, the 
' eyes ' being retained as roundels at the top and bottom ; these however are filled 
with silver instead of the more usual garnet or red glass. It is 28 cm long and is 
ornamented with panels of chip-carving.' (It has been suggested that this brooch is 
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Fig. 3. Distribution map of Anglo-Saxon S-shaped brooches. 
1 V.C.H. Cambridgeshire, i ; ' Anglo-Saxon Remains ', T. C. Lethbridge; Fox, op. cit. 
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in fact a local copy, but until more examples come to light it is perhaps wiser to class 
it with the imports, which it more closely resembles.)' 

The Howletts brooch (Fig. ig), which has lines of chip-carving outlining the three 
central panels and two garnet roundels for ' eyes ', is 28 cm long ; it is interesting 
that the centre panel of the three consists of an S ending in dolphin tails. 2  It resembles 
the Haslingfield brooch described above and is also figure-of-eight in shape. It was 
found in association with amber beads. 

The Iffley brooch (Fig. ij) is gilt and cloisonné. It is of the most common conti-
nental type, which is usually regarded as being of Lombard derivation. 3  It is 3  cm 
long and one of the bird's-head terminals is missing. The garnet cloisons alternate 
with similar-shaped panels of linear decoration ; two garnets remain in place and the 
bird's head has a hooked beak. 4  

The Lyminge brooch (Fig. i h) is also gilt and is z6 cm long ; the terminals are of 
' duck-head ' type and the lines of the S are decorated with chip-carving. 5  

With the exception of the Iffley brooch, the imported brooches can all be attributed 
to Frankish inspiration. 

Native brooches 
The remaining brooches differ markedly from the continental types. The pair of 
brooches fromHaslingfield, Cambridgeshire (Fig. i c(i) and c(ii)) are of bronze and 
resemble the Lakenheath and Sleaford brooches in technique. This pair, however, 
have ' duck-head ' terminals and linear decoration for eyes and a faint line outlining 
the S . The fastening is by an iron pin, on the rust of which on both brooches there 
appears to be the imprint of a fine textile. 6  

The Sleaford pair, and the Lakenheath brooch have been discussed above, but 
appear to fall into this group. 

The second Howletts, Kent, brooch (Fig. i d) is of bronze, with hooked beak 
terminals. The body is ornamented with ring-and-dot circles, which also form the 
eyes.7  Appliqués of flat bronze bearing a similar ring-and-dot ornamentation were 
found in the Frankish cemetery of Spontin in Belgium and are now in the Archaeo 
logical Museum, Namur. It may be that this brooch is also an import from the Low 
Countries, but it is nearer to the British types in style than anything I have been able 
to find, so far, in continental contexts. 

1  T. C. Lethbridge in V.C.H. Cambridgeshire, i, suggests that this brooch is ' apparently a copy of a 
frankish type ' and Fox (op. cit.) remarks that the use of silver rather than garnets for cloisons is an Anglian 
fashion. However, the brooch is so similar to continental types, with the division of the decoration into three 
sections by means of chip-carved transverse ribs at each end and with the two vertical ribs similarly deco-
rated in the centre, that, if it is a local product, it must surely be the work of a jeweller in contact with the 
Continent or trained there. 

2  British Museum Quarterly Review, xi (5936), pp. 51 -2, p1. xv. 
3  J. Werner, ' Eine nordfranzösische Tierfibel von Basel ', Ur Schweiz, xii. 
4 Baldwin Brown, iii, P. 28o ; De Baye i, p. 43, p1. iv, 8 ; N. Aberg, The Anglo-Saxons in England, 

pp. 95-7. 
5 A. Warhurst, Archaeologia Cantiana, Lxix 	' The Jutish Cemetery at Lyminge'. 
6  V.C.H. Cambridgeshire, i ; Lethbridge, op. cit. ; De Baye i, P. 43, p1. iv, 7 ; Fox, op. cit. 
7  Proc. Soc. Ant. xxx (1918), p. 107. 

cAs 



50 	 TERESA BRISCOE 

There is one final object which has been referred to as a brooch, from Sawston, 
Cambridgeshire,' which I have only been able to trace as an illustration. It does not 
appear to be ornamented and has plain terminals. It does not resemble any of the 
brooches discussed above or any continental types. The drawing suggests that it is 
deeper in section than the normal S-shaped brooch. The S is normal and the drawing 
shows no sign of any form of attachment or fastening. It may be a buckle, as was 
suggested in the original description 2  but it would seem more likely that it was a 
shield ornament or appliqué and related in type to the example of somewhat similar 
shape from Alvediston, Wiltshire, 3  but, without hand-ling it, it is impossible to say. 

There does not appear to be any rule as to the way the S faces, either here or on 
the continent. The imported brooches from Haslingfield, Iffley and Howletts and 
the native brooches from Haslingfield are all the normal-facing 5, whilst in the 
remaining examples both imported and native the S is reversed. 

In all cases, fastening is by means of an iron pin with spring and a simple clasp. 

DISCUSSION 

The Sleaford pair and the Lakenheath single brooch would appear to be the latest 
versions of the type. The native brooches seem to be copies by local craftsmen of the 
continental types brought in by early settlers with Frankish connections. So far, as 
stated above, I have not been able to trace any continental parallels for these plain 
brooches, which would support the suggestion that these are ofBritish manufacture. 4  
All six brooches differ from the continental types Nils Aberg illustrates in his 
Vorgeschichtliche Kulturekreise in Europa, those shown by J. Werner in his Die 
Langobardischen Fibein aus Italien and in Ur Schweiz, xii, and those from France in 
the Ashmolean and British Museums, in that the body of the S is either cut from a 
thin bronze plate or, more probably, cast in a mould. Some of the ornamentation 
appears to have been added later. These brooches are nearer to the stylized S-stamps 
appearing on the cremation urns from Lackford, Suffolk, 5  than the continental 
examples, which are also more cursive and fluid in their lines and decoration. 
T. C 

0

Lethbridge has already suggested that the ornate S-stamps on the Lackford Urn 
No. 50.47 (49.A.2)may be inspired by the garnet-encrusted continental examples of 
Lombard origin, which are represented here by the Iffley brooch. 6  

Terminals 
The native brooches appear to follow two traditions in their terminals : the ' bird-of- 
prey ' (or hooked beak) and the ' duck-head ' types. These two types also occur on 

1 Archaeologia, xviii (1816), E. C. Clarke, pp. 340-3. 	 Ibid. 
3  V. I. Evison, Ant. Journ. XLIII, P. 43, fig. zi C. In a recent article on ' The Dover Ring-sword ' in 

Archaeologia, ci (1967), Miss Evison illustrates the Sawston S-shaped bronze piece (fig. 14d) and identifies 
it as a sword pommel (p. 79). 

4 N. Aberg, The Anglo-Saxons in England, in a note on p. 97, refers to these brooches as follows. 'From 
England are also known a few non-typical S-shaped brooches which are not mentioned here.' 

5 Lethbridge• I, pp. 42 and 54, figs. 20 and 32. 	 6 Lethbridge i, P. zi, fig. 30. 
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continental examples. At times the whole outline in both types is softened into a 
figure-of-eight. When this variation is derived from the ' bird-of-prey ' type it retains 
the eye in the form of a roundel filled with garnet or red glass, as in the imported 
brooches from Howletts and Haslingfield (Fig. if, g). The ' duck-head ' type appears 
to lose the eye altogether, as in the imported brooch from Chessell Down (Fig. i e). 
On the Continent a third type of terminal is fOund which has gaping jaws and a 
projection from the back of the head, which is usually accepted as being an ear. 
J. Werner traces the whole brooch-type to the sea-lion pins of late Roman times 1  
though it may be argued that the head with gaping jaws is closer to the Roman 
' hippocamp ' than to the sea-lion : that both beasts were associated in art forms is 
proved by their occurring together in the second-century mosaic in Room 3  in the 
North Wing at Fishbourne, Hampshire. 2  This argument is reinforced by examples 
from the cemeteries of Herpes, Charente in France 3  and Rhenen, Holland,4  where in 
two brooches the S has a ' horse ' or gaping-jaw head at one end and a tail at the other 
(Fig.2 a, b). These cemeteries are dated to the fifth century at the latest, so that this 
type of brooch must be very early in the series. 

Associated brooch types 
In considering this type of brooch, note may be taken of the swastika brooch from 
Mildenhall, Suffolk (Fig. zc), five miles south of Lakenheath, now in the Fenton 
Collection in the British Museum. 5  This brooch seems unique in England ; though 
other swastika brooches occur, it is the only one with ' bird-of-prey ' terminals and 
is in effect two S-shaped brooches of the Lakenheath type joined together. 6  It is 
4 cm square and in the centre is a square setting which originally contained red 
enamel, the use of which is a Celtic art and was unknown to the Anglo-Saxons ;7  it is 
cast in one piece. A somewhat similar brooch to the one from Mildenhall is illustrated 
in the catalogue Merovingische Kunst of the Royal Museum of Archaeology, Brussels 
(Fig. 2 c) ; no location is given to this last piece, which is described in the catalogue 
as ' Roman ', but it is associated in a case with horse brooches from Herpes. Other 
ornate swastika brooches occur on the Continent with a central boss and four roundels 
on the arms containing garnet inlay. Though these are not usually considered to be 
of a true ornithomorphic type, certain examples suggested the doubled S-shape 
brooch of Lombard type in their technique. 8  In the context of the Celtic enamel 
escutcheons from the hanging bowls, E. T. Leeds points out the evolution of the 

1 J. Werner, op. cit. 
2 Antiquity, xxxix, no. 155 (September 1965), frontispiece. 
3 De Baye II, p1. xv, no. 102. 
4  I am indebted to Dr Bratt of Leyden University for showing me a preliminary catalogue of the finds 

from the excavation of the Frankish Cemetery at Rhenen. The brooch under discussion is not the one illu 
strated in the Illustrated London News of February 1955. This cemetery is still awaiting full publication. 

5 V.C.H. Suffolk, i, P.  346, fig. 15 ; Baldwin Brown, iii, p1. xLviii. 
6  Dr J. N. L. Myres in a letter to the writer points out that the swastikas on the urn from the Lackford 

Cemetery are made by crossing the S-shaped stamp. See Lethbridge i, fig. 30. 
7  E. T. Leeds, Celtic Art, p. i i. 
8  Cf. the brooch from Rhenen, Holland, in the Illustrated London News (February 1955), fig. 40 

4-2 
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swastika into a zoomorphic form' and this may have a bearing on this type of brooch. 
An example of the type from Herpes is now in the British Museum (Fig. 2d) and 
another was found in the Rhenen cemetery. 2  

In view of the nearness of the location and similarity in style of the two Suffolk 
brooches discussed above, it may be suggested that the Mildenhall swastika and 
Lakenheath S-shaped brooches come from the. same workshop. The Lackford/ 
Illington potter was exporting pottery as far afield as Leicestershire and Norfolk 3  
so that it is quite possible that a community capable of supporting one industry 
might have included a jewelry workshop in the same area. The closeness and number 
of cemeteries in this area 4  indicate that there must have been a considerable number 
of Anglo-Saxon settlements in the district from early in the Migration Period, or 
even from late Roman times, as Anglo-Saxon federates. 5  

The S symbol 
The use of the S symbol is a feature of the Anglo-Saxon period, and, though it is 
claimed that the brooches under consideration are derived directly from the classical 
Roman sea-beast (see above), they may well in their double-headed form 'owe some-
thing to contact with the earlier Celtic dragonesque brooch tradition. It may be 
noted that a very fine dragonesque brooch from Lakenheath is in the Ashmolean 
Museum,6  and de Baye illustrates a typically Celtic pair which, he states, comes from 
Faversham, Kent. 7  These brooches are undoubtedly Celtic and cannot conceivably 
be classed as Anglo-Saxon. The excavations at Faversham are completely unrecorded: 
the only other mention of this pair of brooches being in the Catalogue of the Gibbs 
Bequest by C. Roach Smith, where they are illustrated with an Anglo-Saxon square-
headed brooch. They are referred to as being in a ' fragmentary condition ', and now 
appear to be lost. In view of the lack of evidence, it would seem better to dissociate 
these brooches from the Anglo-Saxon grave-goods from this cemetery and to infer 
a Romano-British or Iron Age burial, which was not recognized at the time of excava-
tion as belonging to an earlier period. 

The serpent symbol is found from Neolithic times and also occurs on Pictish 
stones (Class I) where C. Thomas attributes to it a ' religious or talismanic meaning 1 ,8 

and it is also found in later Norse contexts. 9  G. Schwantes in ' Arbeitsweise und 

1 Cf. the brooch from grave 20 from Vors, Hungary. K. Sergi Acta Archaeologia (1964). Here the zoo-
morphic origin of this S-shaped brooch has nearly disappeared into an abstract design. E. T. Leeds, 
Early Anglo-Saxon Art and Archaeology, pp. 12-13. 

2 Illustrated London News (Feburary 	fig. 4. 
3  J. N. L. Myres, Medieval Archaeology, iii, p. 13 (the reference is to pot no. 50. in fig. 30 in Leth-

bridge I) ; Lethbridge ii, pp. 113 et seq. 
4 Fox, op. cit. map of the Anglo-Saxon period ; H.M.S.O. Map of Britain in the Dark Ages. 
5 Lethbridge II, pp. 113 if. ; Grace Briscoe, Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute of Archaeology 

' A Romano-British Settlement at Lakenheath ', p. 8o ; J. N. L. Myres, Dark Age Britain, ed. D. B. Harden, 
' Romano-Saxon Pottery ', pp. zo and 27. 

6 Fox, op. cit. pp. 97 and io6 ; V.C.H. Suffolk, I, P. 271 and plate facing p. 272. 
7 De Baye I, P. 44, fig.  9. 
8 C. Thomas, Arch. Journ. cxvii (1961), pp. 53-6 and cxviii (1962), pp. 57 and 81. 
9 Holger Arbman, The Vikings, P. 30. 
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einige Ergebnisse der Vorgeschichtliche Sinnbildforschung ' in Offa, iv (1939),  claims 
that the S form is in fact a sun symbol and illustrates its use on many forms of 
prehistoric jewelry as well as an Anglo-Saxon urn.from Cuxhaven, Germany. 

The comparative rarity of these brooches compared with other types of the period, 
and the use of the S-stamp on cremation urns of this same period, are suggestive of 
some significance other than just pure ornament or usefulness.' 

DATING 

The dating of these brooches in England is difficult as most of the British examples 
were found in unrecorded or poorly recorded circumstances. The exception, as 
stated above, is the Lyminge brooch : A. Warhurst, writing of the cemetery and the 
brooches found there as a whole, states that they are ' unlikely to be later than 
600 A.D.'. 2  The cemeteries at Chessel Down and Howletts have also been dated to the 
fifth and sixth centuries, 3  and Sleaford to the sixth century. 4  In view of this dating 
it may be suggested that this group of brooches can be confined to the late fifth and 
early sixth centuries, the Lakenheath and Sleaford examples perhaps coming nearer 
to the middle sixth century. 

The writer would like to thank the many people who have helped and encouraged 
her in research for this paper, and with its preparation ; she is particularly grateful 
to Miss Leslie Dobson, of the Department of British and Medieval Antiquities at the 
British Museum, and Miss V. Evison for reading the paper prior to publication and 
for their helpful comments and advice. 

1 J. Werner, op. cit. 	- 	 2  A. Warhust, op. cit. 
3  V. I. Evison, The Fifth Century Invasion South of the Thames ; S. C. Hawkes, Archaeologia, xcviii 

(1961); Ant.Journ. xxx (1918). 
4  Archaeologia, L. 

APPENDIX 

LIST OF BRITISH S-SHAPED BROOCHES 

Provenance Nos. Museum , Remarks 
Chessel Down, I.O.W. i British Museum, London Gilt, continental type 
Haslingfield, Cambs • 	3 Ashmolean Museum, (I) Gilt, continental 

Oxford type ; (z) bronze, 
: native type 

Howletts, Kent z British Museum (i) Gilt; continental - 
type; (i) bronze, 
native type 

Iffley, Oxon I British Museum Gilt cloisonné, 
continental type 

Lakenheath, Suffolk i Museum of Archaeology Bronze, native type 
and Ethnology, 
Cambridge 

Lyminge, Kent i Maidstone Museum, Gilt, continental type 
Kent 

Sleaford, Lincs z British Museum Bronze with tinned 
surfaces, native type 
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THE HIDATION OF 
HUNTING DONSHIREI 

CYRIL HART 

0 UR information on the hidage of Huntingdonshire derives from five main sources, 
covering a time-span of six centuries. A document known as the Tribal Hidage gives 
the assessment of individual groups of Anglo-Saxon settlers in the region at some date 
in the eighth century ; there is good reason to suppose that these ratings had been 
imposed at least a century previously, and they survived unchanged until the Danish 
settlement of 877. A second document, called the County Hidage, records the total 
assessment of the shire and borough of Huntingdon soon after King Edward the 
Elder had brought it back under English control in 917. A number of land charters 
and other records of estate transactions supply the hidage of individual Huntingdon-
shire estates at various dates during the century and a half preceding the Norman 
Conquest. Domesday Book gives a complete picture of the distribution ofthe county's 
hidage assessment at the time of the Conquest, and establishes that there was no 
change in the assessment during the first twenty years of Norman rule. Finally, a 
remarkably conservative memorandum in the Ramsey cartulary shows that the 
nominal hidages of the Abbey's estates were substantially the same in the mid-
thirteenth century as at the time of Domesday, and from this we may infer that the 
assessments of other estates within the shire were similarly stable during this period. 

Before dealing with the assessment pattern in the period 917-1086, which is the 
chief concern of this paper, some reference must be made to the situation during the 
preceding forty years, during which the territory which became Huntingdonshire 
was settled by the members of a small Danish army centred on a burli which they 
fortified at Huntingdon. These army settlers completely dispossessed their English 
predecessors, and as they no longer paid tribute to the English crown the initial 
tribal hidation of the territory was obliterated. The land was shared out instead in 
units known as ploughiands, one unit being the amount of arable capable of cultiva-
tion by an eight-ox plough team in one year. These units were grouped in a duo-
decimal. pattern to form the basis of a new taxation assessment, the proceeds of any 
levies being payable to the earl who ruled them from the parent borough of Hunting-
don. It is becoming increasingly clear that, for many shires of the Danelaw, the 
ploughiand figures of Domesday Book preserve a record of the taxation imposed by 
Danish earls soon after the settlement of 877. 

1  Detailed evidence for the general thesis here put forward will appear in my forthcoming book The 
Hide in English History. Information concerning the pre-Conquest history of individual Huntingdonshire 
estates is to be fouhd in my The Early Charters of Eastern England (Leicester, 1966). 
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That this generalization applies in the case of Huntingdonshire is suggested by the 
duodecimal character of its Domesday ploughiand assessments. Moreover, it could 
be argued, from the fact that these assessments are usually equal to the number of 
ploughs employed on each estate at the time of Domesday, that there was no great 
advance in the exploitation of arable land within the county between the period of 
Danish settlement and the Norman Conquest. There is no space here to pursue this 
important matter further ; we must return instead to the taxation of Huntingdonshire 
under the English, Danish and Norman kings of the tenth and eleventh centuries. 

One of the most interesting aspects of King Edward the Elder's policy during his 
campaign to reconquer the Eastern Danelaw, is the manner in which he came to 
terms with the individual armies. The annals for the years 917-18 leave one in no 
doubt that, as the Danish host owing allegiance to each fortress was defeated, separate 
surrender terms were imposed. These reflected the exigencies of the moment. Many 
of the Danes from the large armies based on Cambridge and Northampton were 
allowed to keep their lands, but landowners in the smaller districts settled from 
Huntingdon and Bedford were entirely dispossessed, and the whole of their territory 
became for a while the personal possession of the English crown. The consequences 
of this tenurial upheaval continued to be felt right up to the time of the Norman 
Conquest, and some of its repercussions are . even to be found underlying the fiscal 
policies of the Norman kings. 

Having reconquered this vast area, Edward proceeded with all speed to bring it 
under effective local government, on the West Saxon model. He retained for the 
most part the boundaries of the territory occupied by each Danish army, creating 
out of these settlement areas the new English shires of Bedford, Huntingdon, 
Cambridge, and Northampton. Upon each he imposed an entirely fresh hidage assess-
ment, the overall figures for each shire being allocated on a duodecimal basis: 
Bedfordshire was rated at i , 200 hides, Huntingdonshire 800 hides, Cambridgeshire 
2,400 hides, and Northamptonshire 3,200 hides. In order to distribute these ratings 
equitably, each shire was divided into units called ' hundreds ', each of ioo hides; 
in Bedfordshire there appear to have been initially 12 single units of this size, in 
Huntingdonshire 4  double units, each of 200 hides, and in Northamptonshire 3 
double units, zo single units, and 4 ' hundreds and a half ', each of i 50 hides. The 
initial arrangement for Cambridgeshire has been lost irretrievably ; by the time 
of Domesday Book it possessed only 14 units described as ' hundreds ', plus the two 
hundreds forming the Isle of Ely. 

Within each hundred the taxation was distributed on a decimal basis, in 5  and 
10 hide units, or multiples for larger estates. Each hide of assessment had certain 
burdens imposed upon it ; when a national ' geld ' or tax was levied, so much (often 
two shillings) was collected from each hide, and in addition each had to supply its 
share of manpower for army service and for duties such as repairing the shire's 
bridges and causeways, and maintaining and defending the walls of the parent 
borough. The boroughs themselves were also assessed, Huntingdon and Bedford 
each at 50 hides, Cambridge at ioo hides, and Northampton at 25 hides. These 
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Danelaw assessments were much higher than those of the boroughs of Wessex and 
Mercia, which commonly had only to discharge the obligations of 5,  io, or zo hides. 
In this connection it may be mentioned that certainly in the case of Bedford and 
Huntingdon, and probably of Northampton and Cambridge too, large stretches of 
territory surrounding each borough were held as crown lands for many years after 
their reconquest. 

As the price of their continued loyalty to the English royal line, the descendants 
of those Danish landowners who had been left by Edward the Elder in possession of 
their estates in Northamptonshire and Cambridgeshire were able to secure very large 
reductions in geld liability, so that by the time of the Norman Conquest the hidation 
of these two counties was much less than the assessment imposed in or soon after 
918. In strong contrast, in Huntingdonshire and Bedfordshire where the Danes had 
been replaced by English landowners, the hidation recorded in Domesday Book is sub-
stantially the same as the initial county assessments. There had been some re-alloca-
tion of geld liability between individual estates, and a few favoured holdings received 
minor beneficial reductions in hidation ; probably the hundredal boundaries in the 
region surrounding Huntingdon underwent some modification. Apart from these 
changes, it can be shown from pre-Conquest charters that the distribution pattern 
of the hidage assessment among the constituent estates varied very little in Hunting-
donshire in the century and a half preceding the Norman Conquest. 

This claim must be qualified to some extent in the case of the double hundred of 
Hurstingstone, where the demesne of the manors acquired by Ramsey Abbey was 
freed of its hidage imposition. To compensate for this loss, the geld liability of 
Huntingdon borough was for a time paid through the Hurstingstone hundred court; 
the borough, being assessed at 50 hides, found a quarter of the total assessment 
of this double hundred. Eventually, however, the borough was allowed to revert to the 
custom of direct payment of geld into the royal fisc. 

The beneficial hidation of Ramsey Abbey's demesne was almost certainly a privi-
lege granted by King Edgar' soon after the monastery's foundation. Bury St 
Edmunds received a similar foundation grant from King Cnut some fifty years later. 
It is interesting that each of the great fenland abbeys of the Benedictine reform was 
given j urisdiction—sake and soke and financial rights—over the court of the double 
hundred in which it lay, or of an adjacent double hundred. Thus Ramsey Abbey 
gained the lordship of Hurstingstone, Thorney Abbey the two hundreds of Norman 
Cross, Peterborough the two hundreds of Nassaburgh which became the Soke of 
Peterborough, and Ely the two hundreds which became the Liberty of Ely. It is 
probable that Crowland received the double hundred formed by Gedney, Tydd, 
and Lutton in the Holland division of Lincolnshire. All these double hundreds were 
adjacent to one another. Only in the case of Ramsey, however, was any substantial 
beneficial hidation granted, and this was probably due to the influence with King 
Edgar of Ealdorman JEthelwine, who was the patron of Ramsey. 

It is proposed now to take each Huntingdonshire double hundred in turn, and 
discuss the internal distribution of its geld liability. 
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THE TWO HUNDREDS OF NORMAN CROSS 

' The two hundreds which owe suit to Norman Cross ' are mentioned in a document 
of c. 963. There is every reason to suppose that the hidage of individual estates within 
these hundreds remained virtually unchanged from 918 onwards, with a few excep-
tions which are discussed below. Evidence of this continuity of assessment is provided 
by pre-Conquest charters, with which Norman Cross is richly endowed. 

. 	Holding Charter no.' Hidage Date 

Water Newton 4 5 937 
Orton II 5 4 948 
Haddon 6 5 95' 
Aiwalton 7 5 955 
Yaxley and Farcet 8 15 956 
Conington 9 9 957 
Orton I 	 . 10 5 958 
Wood Walton 3 I I part of io 969-983 
Yaxley, the other 	1 

973-975 Yaxley, and Farcet) ' . 	
25 

St Mary's, Huntingdon 16 z 973-975 
Sawtry Beaumes 323 4 C. ioo—io65 
Conington 46 3 + 6 C. xo6o 

In every case, the hidage is the same in the charter as in Domesday Book. The 
original hidation was probably as follows: 

. 	 Hides 
Estate of 30 hides Orton 	 30 
Estates of 20 hides Yaxley, Sawtry 	 40 
Estate of 15 hides Elton 	 15 
Estates of io hides Glatton, Chesterton, Conington 	 30 
Estates of 5  hides Farcet, Fletton, Woodston, Bottlebridge, 

Aiwalton, Stilton, Water Newton, Sibson, 	8 Stibbington, Haddon, Morborne, Lutton, 
Folksworth, Wood Walton, Washingley, 
Caldecote, Denton 

TOTAL 200 hides 

A feature of this double hundred is the remarkable frequency with which the 
settlement names have OE tun as the second element. The hidage assessment is 
based on twenty-four settlements, of which no less than fifteen were ' tuns'. 

Three of these, Elton, $tibbington, and Lutton, paid part of their geld in North-
amptonshire by the time of the Conquest. Their assessments were possibly split up 
as follows: 

Hidation 
(- 1 Original Northants 

Estate Original Hunts D.B. Northants D.B. Northants Hundred 

Elton 15 10 	 2 5 Willybrook 
Stibbington 5 22 	 2 22 Nassaburgh 
Lutton • 5 2z z Willybrook 

1  These are the numbers allotted to the charters in The Early Charters of. Eastern England. 
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Two more estates, Conington and Chesterton, were each relieved of one hide of 
their assessment before the Conquest. In the case of Conington we know that this 
beneficial hidation occurred in or before 957. 

It is probable that Yaxley was always the administrative centre ofthe two hundreds; 
this was certainly the case after the foundation of Thorney Abbey in 973.  Initially 
Yaxley was divided into two estates, an upland and a fenland portion, each assessed 
at i 0 hides ; its neighbour Farcet was assessed at 5 hides. Soon after Thorney Abbey 
was founded, it received a 2-hide estate belonging to St Mary's, the mother church 
of Huntingdon. For convenience, the geld from this estate was paid into the hundred 
court at Yaxley. Subsequently there was an internal rearrangement of the hidage 
assessment, by which the two estates at Yaxley were relieved of ç of their zo hides, 
Farcet's assessment was increased by 3 hides (the 8-hide estate appears in Domesday 
Book under the guise of Stanground), and the remaining 2 hides of the combined 
assessment of Yaxley and Farcet were supplied from St Mary's Huntingdon. 

This internal rearrangement probably occurred towards the end of the reign of 
Cnut, when Turkil of Harringworth on the king's orders redistributed Whittlesey 
Mere among the adjacent villages. A similar modification may have been made at the 
same time, by which Glatton's hidage was reduced by two, at the expense of its 
neighbour Sawtry, where Turkil himself held an estate. 

THE TWO HUNDREDS OF HURSTINGSTONE 

That Hurstingstone was originally a double hundred, assessed at 200 hides, is con-
firmed by an entry in Domesday Book. The analysis of this double hundred given 
by Round' cannot be sustained. He includes Spaldwick and part of Catworth (both 
in Leightonstone), and excludes one of the Broughton holdings, as well as two small 
estates in Stukeley and Bluntisham. 

Some of the changes in the hidation pattern consequent upon the foundation of 
Ramsey Abbey, c. 970, have been referred to already. The picture is further blurred 
by the fact that Ramsey itself—the whole area within the monastic banleuca—must 
have been quit of the geld after its foundation, in addition to all  the demesne hides of 
the Ramsey and Ely manors within the double hundred. Unfortunately, we do not have 
any record ofthe hidation of any estate in this hundred prior to Ramsey's foundation. 

There is good reason to suppose that Broughton was originally a zo-hide estate, 
and St Ives was originally assessed at only io hides. Old Hurst and Woodhurst, which 
do not appear by name in Domesday Book, were probably originally reckoned as 
half of the Broughton estate, but were attached to St Ives to form part of the endow-
ment of the monastery there, which was founded in 1001-2. For this reason, St Ives 
appears as a 20-hide estate in Domesday. Broughton was subsequently relieved of 
one hide of its assessment. Similar beneficial hidation was probably granted to Holy-
well and Wistow, both of which like Broughton appear as 9-hide estates in Domesday. 
One may suppose that Houghton and Wyton, which both appear with assessments of 

1 J. H. Round, Feudal England (London, 1909), P. 58. 
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7 hides at the time of the Domesday Survey, each received a 3-hide reduction; 
Bluntisham's Domesday assessment similarly adds up to 7  hides, and it is quite 
possible that all these estates, together with Come and Somersham, were originally 
io-hide units. Stukeley, Warboys, Upwood, and Abbots Ripton all appear to have 
retained their original i o-hide assessments, so that the exemption of the demesne of 
these estates appears to have been compensated for by an equivalent increase in the 
assessment of their villein holdings. . 

If this hypothesis is correct, it appears that unlike Norman Cross, where the 
average estate received a 5-hide assessment, the estates of Hurstingstone were usually. 
assessed at i o hides. It is impossible to reconstruct the early hidation with certainty,: 
but the following is probably not far from the truth: 

Hidage 

S 	 Estate 918 io66 
Ramsey 20 0 

Broughton 20 9 Hartford 	
. 18 15 

St Mary's Huntingdon 20 
.
2  0 

: 	 St Ives 10 20 

Stukeley 10 10 

Abbots Ripton io io 
Upwood 10 10 

Warboys 	 S  io ' io 
S Holywell 10 9 
Wistow 	 S 10 9 
Houghton 10 7 
Wyton 10 	. 7 
Bluntisham io 7 

: 	 Come io 6 
Somersham io 8 

TOTALS 18o 137 

. The figure of zo hides allotted to Ramsey is purely arbitrary ; on this supposition 
the total hidage of the estates listed comes to i 8o, which allows zo hides for estates 
which may once have gelded in Hurstingstone, but which had transferred their geld 
liability to Leightonstone by the time of the Norman Conquest. . 

THE TWO HUNDREDS OF LEIGHTONSTONE 

The pattern here is more diverse than in the two double hundreds already con-
sidered, and there can be little doubt that - and io-hide units were sometimes split 
between adjacent estates bearing different names, in order to achieve a fair distribu-
tion of the assessment. Sometimes estates lying some distance from . each other may 
have been combined to form one unit of assessment. A group of estates on the 
western border of the hundred were each assessed at 4  hides, and although it is 
possible that each of these represents beneficial reduction of a s-hide unit, I have 
preferred to bracket them with the 4  hides of Godmanchester, to the east of the 
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hundred, to form a total assessment unit of 30 hides. None of the other assessments 
within this hundred suggest that there had been any beneficial hidation. 

There are several possible explanations for the fact that the hidage total for 
Leightonstone at the time of Domesday was 2O hides in excess of its original assess-
ment. Godmanchester is separated physically from the rest of the double hundred, 
and may once have gelded elsewhere. A number of Leightonstone estates divided 
their geld liability between Huntingdonshire and the adjacent counties of Bedford-
shire and Northamptonshire ; originally all their geld may have been payable outside 
Leightonstone. It seems to me, however, that the most likely reason for the surplus is 
that some Leightonstone estates originally gelded in Hurstingstone double hundred. 

There are few early references to the hidage of Leightonstone estates, but Old 
Weston was assessed at io hides in 958, as in io66. 

THE TWO HUNDREDS OF TOSELAND 

As with Leightonstone, there is little evidence of the s-hide unit of assessment within 
this double hundred, and it is clear that larger units of io and 15 hides were broken 
up among a number of adjacent estates. Gransden and Fen Stanton both gelded 
partly in Huntingdonshire and partly in Cambridgeshire at the time of Domesday, 
and it is interesting that there is much earlier evidence in each case that the estate 
was originally a i 5-hide unit. The Domesday assessments were as follows:' 

Estate 	 Hunts 	Cambs 	 Total 
(Great) Gransden 	 8 h 	 5 h 	 13 h 
(Fen) Stanton 	 1 3 h 	

}
h i v Papworth 	 I h 	 i v 

It is clear from the study of Cambridgeshire's hidation that it was the portions of 
these estates lying in that county at the time of Domesday which suffered a reduc-
tion from their original assessments. Early references to Yelling, Hemingford, 
Waresley, and Eynesbury, all quote hidages which are not incompatible with the 
Domesday assessments. 

The total Domesday assessment for Toseland is 214 hides, of which the i4 hides 
representing Fen Stanton and Papworth may originally have gelded in Cambridge-
shire. 

THE DOMESDAY HIDATION 

The Domesday hidation of the four double hundreds is reconstructed in the 
Appendix. The total assessments were as follows: 

Norman Cross 	 188 h 
Hurstingstone 	 137 h 
Leightonstone 	 zzo h 
Toseland 	 214 h 
Huntingdon 	 50 h 

. 	 TOTAL 8o91 h 
1 In this and subsequent tables h = hide, v = virgate, p = ploughiand, b = land ploughed by one ox. 

The equations i h = 4 v and i p = 8 b obtained throughout the Domesday assessments of Huntingdonshire. 
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APPENDIX 

THE DOMESDAY HIDATION 

The two hundreds of Norman Cross 

Hides 

Yaxley 	 1 5 h 
Stanground' 	 8 h 	25 h 
St Mary's (Huntingdon) 2 	z h 	J 
Fletton 	 . 	5 h 
Woodston 	 5 h 
Bottlebridge 	 5 h 
Orton (Waterville) I 	 5 h 
Orton (Waterville) JJ3 	3 h 
Orton (Waterville) III 	3 h + i v - 15 h 	h 
Orton (Longueville) I 	8 h + i vJ 
Orton (Longueville) II 	7 h 	h 
Orton (Longueville) III 	z h 	'° 

Aiwalton 	 5 h 
Chesterton I 	 . 	4 h 	h 
Chesterton II 	 4 h + 2 vJ 
(Water) Newton 4 	 5 h 
Sibson I 	 2 h i 

1 	5h 
Sibsonli 	 z h j 
Stibbington 15 	 5 v 	h 
Stibbington II 	 . 5 v 	J 22  

Elton5 	 10 h 
Haddon 	 5 h 
Morborne 	 S h 
Folksworth 	 5 h 
Stilton I 	 3 V 
Stilton II 	 2 h i v 	5 h 
Stilton III 	 2 h 	J 
Caldecote 	 5 h 
Denton 	 5 h 
Washingley I 	 2j h 	h Washingley II 	 2 -1 h J 
Lutton5 	 2 h 
Sawtry Judith (St Mary) 	io h 
Sawtry Beaumes (St Andrew) 3h 3 V 
Sawtry Moyne I 

(All Saints) 
Sawtry Moyne II 
(All Saints) 

Glatton 
Conington7  
(Wood) Walton 

TOTALS 

RATIO 	ih 

Tenant 

Thorney Abbey 
Thorney Abbey 
Thorney Abbey 
Peterborough Abbey 
Thorney Abbey 
King 
Peterborough Abbey 
Peterborough Abbey 
Bp of Lincoln 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Peterborough Abbey 
Count Eustace 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Thorney Abbey 
Thorney Abbey 
Count Eustace 
Thorney Abbey 
Count Eustace 
Ramsey Abbey 
Thorney Abbey 
Crowland Abbey 
Walter Giffard 
King's Sokemen 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Bp of Lincoln 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Bp of Lincoln 
Eustace the Sheriff 
King's Thegns 
Ramsey Abbey 
Countess Judith 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Ramsey Abbey 

Wife of Aiwine 

Count Eustace 
Countess Judith 
Hugh de Bolebec 

Holding 

7hV. 30h 

h6  

8h 
9h 

188 h 

Ploughiands 
20 p 
lop 
2p 

9p 

3 p 2 b 
3p2bi 114P  
zpib 
5p3b 

5p 
2p J7P 

9p 
7p 7p 114p 

4p I 
4p I 8P  
'p 1 
'p 

24 p 
12 p 

9p 
5p 
2p 

3p Ib-8p 
2p7b3 
6p 
2. p 

4P1 
4p1 8p 
2 

'5 p 

12p 

6b 

24 p 
'5 p 
7p 

256p 

I • 37 p 
1 Includes Farcet. 
2 See Proc. C.A.S. LIX, pp. 105-I I . 
3 Listed twice in Domesday Book; once under the king's holdings, and once under Peterborough. 
4 See Proc. C.A.S. LVI-LVII, pp. 86-7. 
5 Stibbington, Elton, and Lutton lay partly in Huntingdonshire, and partly in Northamptonshire. 
6 Entered in Domesday Book as carucate but two writs of William Rufus show that the holding 

was in fact rated at hide. Chron. Rams. pp. 208-9. 
7 Includes Holme. 
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The two hundreds of Hurstzngstone 
Ploughiands 

Tenant Holding 	 Hides Demesne Men 
Ramsey Abbey Slepe (St Ives)' 	 zo h 3 p 24 p 
King 	• Hartford2 	 11 5 h 17 p (total) 
Ramsey Abbey (Abbots) Ripton3 	 io h 2 p 16 p 
Ramsey Abbey Upwood4 	 io h 3 p 16 p 
Ramsey Abbey Warboys5 	 io h 3 p 20 p 
Ramsey Abbey Stukeley I 	 7 h 	h 2 I I D 
Countess Judith Stukeley II 	 h 	J z p 16 p 
(Eustace the Sheriff Stukeley 1116 	 1 v 'waste') 
Ely Abbey Come 	 . 	 6 h 	• z p 6 p 
Ely Abbey Somersham7 , 	 8 h 	zo h z p iz p 
Ely Abbey Bluntisham 18 	 6 h 	J 2 p 8 p 
Ramsey Abbey Bluntisham II 	 h  5 b (total) 
Ramsey Abbey Holywell 	 9 h 2 p 9 p 
Ramsey Abbey Wistow9 	 . 	9h 3 p 16 p 
Ramsey Abbey Broughton 1 	 4 h 	h 7 ' z b (total) 	16 Ramsey Sokemen Broughton II 	 5 h 	j 8 p  6 b (total)J 
Ramsey Abbey Houghton 	 7 h z p io p 

' 	Ramsey Abbey Wyton 	 7 h 2 p io p 
. 	 TOTALS 	137 h 	207 p + 30 p (demesne) = 237 p 

RATIO 	ih 	: . 	176p 

Excluding demesne ploughlands, Ratio i h 	: 	1- 54 p 

1 Includes Woodhurst and Old Hurst, cf. Proc. C.A.S. LVI-LVII, p. 64, n. i. 
2 Includes King's Ripton, cf. V.C.H. Hunts, ii, P. 207. 
3 Includes Wennington, cf. Chron. Rams. p. 63. 
4 Includes berewick of Great Raveley, cf. Chron. Rams. pp. 52, 186. 
5 Includes possibly Fenton and Pidley, cf. V.C.H. Hunts, II, P. 276. 
6 Probably this virgate was originally part of one of the other Stukeley estates. 
7 Includes Needingworth, cf. Cart. Rams. i, p. 293. 
8 Includes Earith, cf. V.C.H. Hunts, II, P. 153. 
9  Includes berewicks of Little Raveley and Bury, cf. C/iron. Rams. p. 186. 
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The two hundreds of Leightonstone 1  

Tenant Holding Hides Ploughiands 

Bp of Lincoln Pertenhall i v IF p 

King's Thegns Keyso 12 1. v h z b . 

. William de Warrenne Keyso II 3 V j 	I,•  6 b 
William de Warrenne Swinehead I 3 h 5 h 4 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Swinehead II h j 	4 hJ p 
William de Warrenne Kimbolton io h zo p 
King Graffham I 	 . j 	5 h 8 p 
Eustace the Sheriff 	• Graffham II h ? 6 b 

2  
King's .Thegns Brampton I i h i v 5 h i v io bj 
Eustace the Sheriff Woolley 1 -1  h i p 
King's Thegns Woolley II 3 h 6 p 
King Brampton II 15 h 1 5 p 
Ramsey Abbey Ellington io h 16 p 
King Alconbury3  io h 20 p 
Count of Eu Buckworth io h 18 p 
Ely Abbey Spaldwick4  15 h 1 5 p 
Ely Abbey (Little) Catworth I 4 h 4 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Catworth II 	. 3 h 4 p 
William de Warrenne Catworth III i h i p 
King's Thegns Catworth IV 3 h • 	i 5 h 4 p 
King's Thegns Catworth V i h i p 
William de Warrenne Catworth VI i h • i p 
Eustace the Sheriff Catworth VII z h 3 p 
Bp of Countances Hargrave 15 i v z b 
Eustace the Sheriff Hargrave II i v i 	h '° h z b 	z p i 5 P 
Eustace the Sheriff Hargrave I I I i h j j 
Roger de Ivri Covington 8 h 13 p 

1 Including Kimbolton. 
2 Keyso lay partly in Huntingdonshire, and partly in Bedfordshire. 
3 Includes berewick at Gidding. 
4 Includes Barham, Easton, and Long Stow. A small portion of Easton gelded in Bedfordshire. 
5 Catworth, Winwick, Thurning, Luddington, and Hargrave lay partly in Huntingdonshire, and partly 

in Northamptonshire. 



Tenant 
King 
Ramsey Abbey 
Countess Judith 
Ramsey Abbey 
King 
Bp of Lincoln 
Ramsey Abbey 
Eudo Dapifer 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Eustace the Sheriff 
Crowland Abbey 
Eustace the Sheriff, 
Ramsey Abbey 
Ramsey Abbey 
Eustace the Sheriff 
William Engaine 
Earl Hugh 
Earl Hugh 
Eustace the Sheriff 
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The two hundreds of Leightonstone (continued) 

Holding Hides Ploughlands 
. 	Keyston 	 , 4 h ' 12 p 	' 

Bythorn 4h 16h Molesworth 4 h 30 h 4 p 
Brington 4h . 	. 7p 	0 

Godmanchester 14 h 57 p 
Leighton Bromswold 1 5 h 17 p 
OldWeston ioh i3p 
Hamerton 1 5 h Not given 
Winwick I' 2 2 h 5h Not given 
Winwick II 2: h J 2: D 
Thurning I' 	. 5 h 	• 5 p 
Thurning II I 	h 1 2  p 
Luddington' z h }- 	5 h 3 p 
Gidding I I h J 	' I p 
Giddingli 7h 8 p 
Gidding III . 4 h ' i6 h 	h 6 p 
Gidding IV 4 h   j Not given 
Coppingford 4 h 5 p 
Upton '  4h h 6 p. 
Alconbury Weston 0 i h J 2 p 

TOTALS 220h 326p. 
RATIO ih 148,p 

1 Catworth, Winwick, Thurning, Luddington and Hargrave lay partly in Huntingdonshire, and 
partly in Northamptonshire. 

5 	 CAS 
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The two hundreds of Toseland 

Tenant Holding Hides Ploughiands 

Eustace the Sheriff (Hail) Weston i 	h ' i2 p 
Eustace the Sheriff (Hail) Weston h 4 h 	'h 
Robert Fafiton (Hail) Weston 2 h J  6 p 
Bp of Lincoln (Great) Staughton 6 h 1 5 p 
Ramsey Abbey Dillington 6 h 12 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Perry i h 	h 2 
Eustace the Sheriff Boughton (in Diddington) i h z p 
Robert Fafiton Southoe I z h 3 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Southoe II 4 h' 8 p 
Bp of Lincoln Diddington I S h 	xo h 2 p 
Countess Judith Diddington II 	- 3 hj 3 p 6 b 
Bp of Lincoln Buckden 20 h 20 p 
Arnuif de Hesding Offord (Cluny) I so h io p 
Ramsey Abbey Offord (Darcy) II 4 h h 4 P 
Eustace the Sheriff Offord (Darcy) III 3 h io h 3 p 
Countess Judith Offord (Darcy) IV 3 h j 8 p 
Countess Judith (Great) Paxton' 25 h 41 p 
Ramsey Abbey Yelling I 5 h h 
Alberic de Ver Yelling II 5 h  j 8 p 	J 
Rohais the wife of Eynesbury I 15 h 27 p 

Richard son of Gilbert 
Countess Judith Eynesbury II 9 h 30 h 28 p 
Countess Judith Cotes 12  4 h 15 h 8 p 
Bp of Lincoln Cotes II z h J 3 p 
Ranuif brother, of Ilger Everton 7 h 18 p 
Suain of Essex Waresley J3 7 h 9 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Waresley II h io h 	25 h f p 
William son of Ansculf Waresley III 2 .1 h 5 p 
King (Great) Gransden5  8 h 1 5 p 
Ralf son of Osmund Hemingford (Abbots) I i h i p 
Ramsey Abbey Hemingford (Abbots) II i h ' zo h i p 	18 p 
Ramsey Abbey Hemingford (Abbots) III 18 h j 	h 16 p 	J 
Ramsey Abbey Hemingford (Grey) IV 5 h 5 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Hemingford (Grey) V 4 h zo h 3 p 	15 p 
Alberic de Ver Hemingford (Grey) VI i i h J . 7 p 	J 
Gilbert de Gand (Pen) Stanton4  13 h 18 p 
Eustace the Sheriff Papworth5  I h I p 

. TOTALS 2I4h 33IP 

RATIO ih : 1- 50 P 

1 Includes berewicks of Little Paxton, Toseland, and Agden in Great Staughton. 
2 Cotes is now Caldecote, I mile north of Abbotsley. Domesday Book says the soke of Cotes lay in 

Eynesbury. 
3 Includes possibly Tetworth and Abbotsley. 
4 Gransden and Papworth lay partly in Huntingdonshire, partly in Cambridgeshire. 
5 Includes Hilton. 



Proc. Camb. Ant. Soc. Vol. LXI (1968), pp.  67-95. 

THE DISSENTING CHURCHES IN 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE FROM 1660 TO 1700 

MARGARET SPUFFORD 

T H E Commonwealth saw the rapid growth of ' gathered ' churches, which drew in 
their members from a wide area. For instance, the Baptists of Fenstanton in Hunting-
donshire and Caxton in Cambridgeshire, united between 1644 and 1666, baptized 
members from no less than thirty villages and towns in Cambridgeshire, Huntingdon-
shire and Bedfordshire.' As John Cook wrote, ' A Union of hearts rather than a 
vicinity of Houses, is to make up a Congregation according to the New Testament 1 •2 

The Restoration marked the end of the toleration which all but the Quakers had 
enjoyed for most of the preceding twenty years. It also marked the beginning of 
official inquiries by the re-established Anglican church, into the number of these 
gathered churches, and the number of parishioners who had switched their, allegiance 
from the parish church to the nearest Congregational, Baptist or Quaker meeting. 
These Anglican inquiries were naturally made on a parochial basis, whereas the whole 
aim of the sectarian churches they were attempting to examine was to bring together 
believers in a conscious act of choice, wherever they lived. The Church Book of 
Gamlingay Old Meeting defined a true church of Christ as ' visible saints, and . . . a 
congregation of visible Believers in Christ who are separated from the wicked world, 
and give themselves up unto God, and unto one another'. The returns made by the 
ministers on the numbers of dissenters in their parishes therefore only give dis 
membered fragments of the nonconformist churches in the area. It is usually im-
possible to reconstruct the whole body from these fragments. However, the 
Anglican reports of the late i 66os and i 6705 do give statistical information on the 
extent of nonconformist growth in the preceding period. They are therefore valuable, 
particularly since they come at a time when the records of the dissenters themselves 
become extremely thin. 3  

The printed sources available for the diocese of Ely which show the extent to 
which nonconformity had spread under the Commonwealth are the returns made 

1  Records of the Churches of Christ gathered at Fenstanton, Warboys and Hexham, i 644-1 720, ed. E. B. 
Underhill for the Hanserd Knollys Society, 1854, pp. 25 1-4. (Henceforth, Fenstanton Records.) 

2  Quoted G. F. Nuttall, Visible Saints 07), P. so8, n. 2. 
3  The Quaker records are the only ones for Cambridgeshire which continue through the 16705, and they 

in any case record the doings of a hard core of converts which had been under persistent pressure since the 
sect was founded in the 16505. They may be regarded as untypical. The continuous records of the Fen 
stanton Baptists end in 1658/9 (Fenstanton Records, P. 250) and the records of the Open Baptists of Bedford 
become too scrappy in the i 67os for a reconstruction of their history (Church Book of Bunyan Meeting 
1 650-1821 , ed. G. B. Harrison). Even the earliest history of the Cambridgeshire Congregationalists is 
extraordinarily thin, never mind their history in this time of persecution. 

5-2 
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by the bishop, Benjamin Laney, in 1669, the licences issued for dissenting meeting 
places and preachers after the Declaration of Indulgence of 1672, 1  and the Compton 
Census of i 676, 2  listing the numbers of papists, conformists and nonconformists in 
each village. Two unpublished visitations of the diocese, carried out in 1679 and 
I 682, form extra evidence to support or disprove this general information gathered 
by central authority, as do the detailed memoranda made for the visitation of the 
archdeaconry of Ely in I685. Of these sources, the licences issued in 1672 and the 
visitations of the diocese carried out at the end of the decade are the most trust-
worthy, in so far as they are issued to, or they present, specific named individuals, 
whose existence can be safely assumed. Neither, of course, is any guide to the extent 
of nonconformity in a particular parish. Licences were usually, but not always, 
issued only to the larger congregations. The fact that a licence was issued in 1672 
is therefore only proof that nonconformity did exist in a specific place, and the 
absence of such a licence is no evidence. Similarly, the presentation by the church-
wardens of parishioners as conventiclers is proof that the nonconformists they named 
inhabited their parish. There remains the problem of what proportion were so 
presented, and of how far this proportion varied from parish to parish depending on 
the tolerant, or unsympathetic attitude, and on the laziness, or devotion to duty, of 
the individual churchwardens concerned. The necessity for caution is underlined 
by the example of the Warwickshire churchwarden who was presented for holding 
conventicles at his house. 5  His previous reports, made by virtue of his office, on 
nonconformists in his parish, seem unlikely to have been very thorough. However, 
the existence of a licence, or of presentations, for a particular parish is useful con-
firmatory evidence to collate with the episcopal returns of 1669, and with the 
Compton Census. 

The returns of 1669 give details of the places within the diocese where the bishop 
knew, or suspected, that a conventicle was held, together with an estimate of its 
probable size, and the names of its teachers, and the social background of those who 
attended, where possible. The Compton Census listed the numbers of papists, 
nonconformists and conformists in each village. Both these surveys are useful bases 
for forming general impressions of the extent of nonconformity in the late i 66os and 
I 6705, but both are, of course, liable to be inaccurate in specific cases. 6  The Quarter 
Sessions records for Cambridgeshire, as opposed to the Isle of Ely, are unfortunately 
seriously defective. The volume of presentations for dissent at Quarter Sessions would 
provide a useful check on the numbers of dissenters recorded in various parishes in 
1669 and 1676, but the session rolls only survive from 1730. Only the order books, 

1 Both printed in G. Lyon Turner, Original Records of Early Nonconformity under Persecution and 
Indulgence (1911), I, pp. 34-42 and ii, pp. 862-75. 

2 William Salt Library, Stafford. Soon to be printed in the Staffs. Historical Collections, ed. A. Whiteman. 
3 Cambridge University Library, Ely Episcopal Records, Bz/66 if. 13-28v and 39-53  r. 
4 Henry Bradshaw, ' Notes of the Episcopal Visitation of the Archdeaconry of Ely in 168 ', Proc. C.A.S. 

III (1875), pp. 323-61. 
5  Warwick County Records, vu (1946), p. lxxvii. 
6  See note on the Compton Census at the end (p. 94). 
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and a book of recognizances survive from the 16605.1  The former do give registra-
tions of meeting houses after the Toleration Act of i 689, but these, at least until i 715, 
are so sporadic, and omit so many major congregations known to be in existence, that 
they are very little help. 2  

The census showed that the villages of Cambr.idgeshire 3  contained between 4 
and 5  per cent of nonconformists in 1676. This proportion was almost exactly typical 
of the country as a whole. 4  An average figure is, however, deceptive because a de-
tailed survey of the distribution of nonconformity shows that it had obtained a really 
strong grasp in some areas, and was almost completely non-existent in others. 

The census recorded the existence of dissenters in over. thirty more parishes than 
the bishop had done in 1669, perhaps because dissent had spread up to 1675, after 
the Declaration of Indulgence in 1672. Even so, parishes with congregations which 
were entirely conformist made up the largest single group amongst the parishes of 
the diocese of Ely. Nearly half the parishes in the diocese had only two dissenters 
at most. The parishes which stood out in the census as centres of nonconformity 
were those with a group of ten or more dissenters. There were twenty-five of these 
in southern Cambridgeshire, 5  and, on the whole, all the available evidence agreed, 
with remarkable unanimity, on the part they played as strongholds of dissent. 
Bishop Laney had recorded a conventicle in, or a licence had been issued for, 
seventeen of them. Moreover twelve of them also had significantly large numbers of 
presentations for dissent in the visitations of 1679, 1682, and 1685. Only six other 
parishes appeared from the visitations to have large numbers of nonconformists at 
the end of the i 6705 which would not have been selected as significant noncon-
formist strongholds on the basis of the Compton figures alone. 6  

The episcopal returns for the country as a whole showed that in 1 669 the Presby-
terians, with well over 40,000 adherents, were by far the strongest sect. The Baptists, 
with 7,000 or thereabouts, were equally noticeably the weakest. The Congregationa-. 
lists competed with the Quakers for second place. 7  

This order was almost completely reversed in Cambridgeshire, 8  where thepiti-
fully small group of thirty-odd Presbyterians put the county lowest amongst those 
which had Presbyterians at all. 9  The Congregationalists were, by Bishop Laney's 
reckoning, the strongest sect in the shire,'° in 1 669. There were just over 700 of them. 
Only London, Kent and Norfolk in eastern England, and Monmouthshire in the 

1  Cambridgeshire Record Office, Q.S. z I a, etc. and Q.S. 4 (i). 
2  Mapped on Map B. Registrations began in 1699, Q.S. 2.2. See also ' Nonconformist Places of Worship 

Licensed under the Toleration Act, 1688 ', Tr. Cong. Hist. Soc. vi (1913 -15), pp. zoo—i, 206. 
3  Including the Isle of Ely. 
4  I.e. 44  per cent in Cambridgeshire compared with 45 per cent (or i : 22) over the whole country. 
5  Excluding Cambridge itself and the parishes of the deanery of Fordham in the diocese of Norwich. 
6  These were in any case missing for two of them, Swaffham Bulbeck and Willingham. 
7  Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, p. i 19. 
8  Numbers of conventiclers tabulated by denomination in Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, p. i io. 
9  Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, pp. i 27-9. 

10  All these figures include the Isle. 
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west, had more, 1  and apart from the last they all, of course, had much larger. popula-
tions on which to draw. 

The evidence for the early growth of the Congregational church in Cambridge-
shire is very scanty. The work of Francis Holcroft, 2  fellow of Clare, seems to have 
been fundamental. He accepted the living of Bassingbourn in 1655, and, according to 
tradition, founded a Congregational church there almost at once. Only the wording 
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1 Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, pp. 130-2. 
2 For Hoicroft, Bradshaw, and Hoicroft's assistants Oddy and Lock, see A. G. Matthews, Calarny 

Revised (1934),  pp. 271-2, 69-70, 325-6, 371. 
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of the covenant which bound the members of this first church survives.' There is 
little evidence which shows how extensive the growth of the Bassingbourn church 
was before the Restoration, apart from the account of Richard Conder, junior, who 
became pastor of a branch of Hoicroft's church at Croydon- cum- Clopton after his 
death in 1692. At about that time, when he was in his early forties, Richard Conder 
wrote a note on the work of ' God's servant ' Francis Hoicroft, at the beginning of 
his Church Book, which afterwards became the Church Book of Great Gransden. 2  
In his account, he described how, after Hoicroft had begun to preach at Bassingbourn: 
the lord oned him much in converchon of soolls and their began to be a talk of him, and my 
father being a anchent profeser then being feri son in this contri heard of his meting on one of 
the holi days as they calle them at Eastr or Whisantid. he maid his servant and chilldren to goo 
with him to the meeting thow it much displeased us and he preached then from them woords 
' the ston that was regectid by yow builders is becom the head ston of the corner'. 

and i being yong did not understand what he preached but thought he was a strang man to 
talk so much about stoons. and when wee cam away he followed us out and tallcked with my 
father about severall things, and my father being feri plain with him he askid him what he thought 
in him, and his ansour was that he toock him to bee on of the reformed prests of that day, and 
hee claped him on the shoollder and said ' thow dost not know my mind, but thow maist know it 
hearaftor '. 

and soo hee partid with him and soon after the woorck of God went forward and soolls was 
convertid and the lord was much with him and soonn seet his hart to builld him an hows. and the 
lord's hand was seen in that day in calling seaverall of the yong schollers in the unifarciti which 
did preach about in the cuntri towns, as mister Oddi at Melidrid and mister Ecins at Chisell 
and mister Ponder at Whadon. 

1  Quoted by Robert Robinson, ' Historical Account ' in his Posthumous Works, ed. B. Flower, (Harlow, 
I 8 i a), pp. 257-9. Most of Robinson's material is drawn from the near-contemporary account of Francis 
Hoicroft's work preserved at the beginning of the Great Gransden Church Book (see below), which 
appears to be the only seventeenth-century documentary evidence on the spread of Congregationalism in 
Cambridgeshire, apart from the list of members of the church made in 1675. The wording of the covenant 
taken at Bassingbourn was recorded in the Gransden Church Book when the members of the Croydon 
church renewed their covenant in the i 6905. The ' Statistical Survey of Dissent ' in the Congregational 
Magazine or London Christian Instructor, ii (1819), P. 437, also records the Bassingbourn tradition, as, in 
a modified form, does the first surviving Church Book of Cottenham Old Meeting (in the keeping of the 
secretary and deacons, to whose kindness I am much indebted). The latter only begins in 1780, and includes 
two passages of meditation on the earlier history of the church inserted amongst the minutes of meetings in 
1823 and i 829 (pp. 107-8 and 163). The writer of the second seems to have had an earlier church book in 
front of him. W. T. Whitley, ' Willingham Church ', Congregational Historical Society Transactions, xii 
(1933-6), pp. 120-30, prints ' An Authentick Account of the Church of Christ at Willingham from the year 
1662 to 1781 ' probably written in 1811. 

The only other possible reference to early Congregationalism in the county is the reference made by the 
Quaker, Margaret Killam, in 1 654  to a church she attended in Cambridge ' where most of those meet which 
are corners from the other priests, and have one, as they say, that speaks freely without hire ' (Early Quaker 
Lettersfrom the Swarthmore MSS. to i 600 (1952), no. 83 calendared G. F. Nuttall). Dr Nuttall suggests that 
this separatist congregation might well have paved the way' for the work of Hoicroft and Oddy after i66z. 
A. G. Mathews, ' The Seventeenth Century ' in Congregationalism through the Centuries (Cambridge, 1937), 
pp. 45-7, was baffled because he had not been able to find any trace of a Congregational church nearer to 
Cambridge than Wisbech at this time. 

2  H. G. Tibbutt, ' Pattern of Change ', Cong. Hist. Soc. Trans. xx, pp. 170-3, and ' Memoir of the Late 
Rev. John Conder, D. D.', Evangelical Magazine, iii (i7), pp. 393-5. I am deeply indebted to Mr Tibbutt 
for his generosity in lending me his 'transcript of the Great Gransden Church Book. 
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and God's servant, being ficxed for the rulls of God's hous, was soonne set apart pastor by 
mister, Staloms and soom others which I hafe forgat, then being feri yong, but this I remember 
they cept the day and all the night after with great joy and singin. and I remember that my father 
and mother cam horn in the morning and as soonne as my mother had doon milleking shee cam 
in and toolid my father that shee must goo to Basingbon again, and they toock their hors and 
weent away. 

their was shuch a mighti preasenc of God amongst them that they ware redi to forsack all to 
follow Crist. 

Hoicroft was obviously drawing large audiences . to Bassingbourn before his 
ejection, although it sounds as if the formation of his church did not take place very 
long before 1662. Richard Conder added that his father ' stood out a priti whil' 
before hejoined the covenant ' but the Lord brought him . . . to see into it afterwards 
and in the time of builidin this church it was a tim of trobell, for now king Charis 
cam in and God's servant . . . was turned out of the publick placises '., 

The lack of references to tension between the Open Baptists of Fenstanton and 
Caxton, and the Congregationalists, in the later i 6505 seems to argue that, although 
Holcroft's church was formed, and had considerable drawing-power, there was no 
overlap in the areas from which the two dissenting congregations were drawn, and 
therefore little opportunity for friction before the recorder of the Fenstanton church 
completed his volume in 1658/9. Hoicroft's work before that date must therefore 
have been carried on to the south of Great Shelford and Harston, the most southerly 
villages within the orbit of the Fenstanton Baptists. Negative arguments are admit-
tedly dangerous, but the struggles between the Quakers and the Baptists are so fully 
noted by the Baptists after the arrival of the Quakers in 1653 that it is difficult to 
believe that debate between the Calvinist Congregationalists and the Armenian 
General Baptists would find no place in the record. 

After Holcroft refused to subscribe in 1662, he became a peripatetic minister in 
south Cambridgeshire, aided by a team of ex-fellows of Trinity, including Joseph 
Oddy. In Richard Conder's words, ' the woork of God went forward and their was 
daly adid to the church '. By 1663,  he had meetings of several hundred people in 
southern Cambridgeshire and the neighbouring counties.' Most of his time between 
1663 and 1672 was spent in prison, but according to tradition he was allowed out to 
preach. Conder testified that with Holcroft's imprisonment ' the churchis aflicton 
began upon her but the moar she was aflicted the moar she gru '. At the same time, 
Nathanial Bradshaw, the non-subscribing rector of Willingham, continued to preach 
in his own house there as well as the neighbouring villages, 2  until he made the place 
too hot to hold him in about 1667. He then retreated to London for a space. Joseph 
Oddy took over his work and became the itinerent Congregationalist minister of 
north-west Cambridgeshire. 

The Baptists, who were generally so weak, were extremely well established in 
Cambridgeshire in 1669. Their congregation in the county numbered over six 

1  Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, pp. 294-6. 
2  Cottenham Old Meeting first Church Book (unprinted), p. 163. 
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hundred, and was probably more considerable than that of any other area except 
London and Buckinghamshire.' Kent and Sussex, in the south-east, also had a strong 
Baptist element. The only other counties where Baptists were found in considerable 
numbers were Wiltshire and Warwickshire. 

The Baptist church in western Cambridgeshire owed its genesis to Henry Denne, 2  
the famous preacher, who was presented to the living of Eltisley by the Disborough 
family under the Commonwealth. The first members of the church all lived within 
easy physical reach of Eltisley, which was once described as ' an asylum for the most 
extravagant fanaticism . . . psalm singing was as heineous a sin at Eltisley as bending 
a knee to Baal, and it was then as much noted for the devout exercises practised there, 
as any other canting place within the kingdom '. Denne's son, John, became elder and 
recorder of the General Baptist church which was established round the joint centres 
of Fenstanton in Huntingdonshire and Caxton in Cambridgeshire in the early 16505. 
J ohn Denne lived at Caxton Pastures, a farm in Caxton parish a mile or so from Eltisley, 
which therefore became one of the principal meeting places of the church. The 
fullness and vivid reporting of the first Fenstanton Church Book, which covered the 
period up to 1659 and includes comment on the relations between the Baptists and 
other religious groups, makes it not only the most complete source for the history of 
the dissenting churches of Cambridgeshire but also the principal source for Baptist 
history under the Protectorate. Even so, little is known of the origins of the other 
Baptist churches in Cambridgeshire, like those at Melbourn and Burwell, which 
were not affiliated to Caxton. These were conveniently listed by the Fenstanton 
Baptists in 1 654,  when they had occasion to send out a fund-raising letter, but nothing 
more is known of their early history. 

There were probably over 600 Quakers in Cambridgeshire, but the county did not 
stand out as a predominant centre of Quakerism in the way that it did as a centre for 

1  Lyon Turner, op. cit. pp. i 33-6, discusses the Baptist figures. The order in which he lists the size of 
Baptist, or, indeed, any, congregations in the counties, depends on the theoretical size given to conventicles 
for which the bishops gave no number of attenders. Lyon Turner adopts the nominal figures of 90 and 50 
for these meetings of unknown size, and gives two alternative tables for each sect, based on them. In these 
tables, Cambridgeshire, which certainly had 610 Baptists, plus three meetings of unknown size, comes out 
sixth and seventh respectively, well behind such counties as Kent, which had 236 Baptists, plus the members 
of 13  meetings of unknown size. 

I feel myself that figures of 90 and 5o are much too large. The whole baptized membership of the church 
of Fenstanton and Caxton, which had been one of the strongest in the kingdom, was only 84 in 1676. This 
included many local meetings, which would have been listed separately by the bishops (Fenstanton Records, 
pp. 255-6). Quaker meetings were undoubtedly smaller than this, judging from the records of the prosecu-
tion of attenders under the second Conventicle Act in 1670. The largest Cambridgeshire meeting recorded 
was one of just over twenty. If this figure of twenty is adopted for the Baptists, whose numbers were 
certainly diminishing under persecution, Cambridgeshire had more Baptists than anywhere except Bucking-
hamshire and London. 

2 The career of Henry Denne is described in most works on the General Baptists. It is given in the 
introductionto the Records ofthe Churches of Christ gathered at Fenstanton, Warboys andHexham, 1 644-1 720, 
ed. E. B. Underhill for the Hanserd Knollys Society (1854), pp. v—xxiii. Adam Taylor, in his History of the 
English General Baptists (London, 118  i 8), i, described both Denne's career and the history of the Fenstanton 
church, pp. 99-100, 101-7, 137-57, 218-24. V. H. Whitley listed Denne's printed works in A Baptist 
Bibliography, i ( i 9 I 6). B. Nutter, The Story of the Cambridge Baptists (1912), mainly concentrated on the 
central figures in the Baptist church rather than its local developments. 
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Baptists. Yorkshire, in the north, and Wiltshire and Somerset in the south-west, all 
had over i , 000 Quakers. Almost all the eastern and south-eastern counties had over 
600 apiece,' even though they were also mostly larger counties. 

Organized Quakerism had first reached Cambridgeshire with the visit of Mary 
Fisher and Elizabeth Williams to the county town in 1653. In the following year, 
Richard Hubberthorne was jailed for visiting a woman imprisoned for ' testifying 
against a false prophet ' in Cambridge. There they were joined by James Parnell, 
who was to be the principal Quaker apostle of Cambridgeshire. He had heard, some-
where in the north, of two of his friends, who were presumably the two women 
visitors of 1653, being whipped for declaring the truth in Cambridge. Although he 
was frightened, and was only seventeen or eighteen, he was moved to come to the 
town and there ' found those that were worthy that received me ' before himself being 
jailed. Sometime after his release from prison in the autumn of 1654, Parnell returned 
to Cambridge, and spent six months evangelizing and ' declaring the Truth in the 
Countries about ', whence he found many ' that received the Truth gladly, but more 
Enemies '. By mid 1655 he was in Essex, where he was finally'  martyred, still only 
aged eighteen. 2  

It was no wonder that Parnell found some willing converts, for the records of the 
Baptist church show that, even before Elizabeth Williams and Mary Fisher reached 
Cambridge in 1653, spiritual seeking and unrest were extremely widespread at the 
lowest parochial level. Many villagers had already reached the Quaker position, like 
the maid Isobel at Kingston, who in 1 653 ' tried the Scriptures by the Spirit, and 
not the Spirit by the Scriptures '. The ground was well prepared to receive Quaker 
teachings. Converts were also made at a higher social level. In 1655, the year of 
Parnell's evangelism, James Docwra, a gentleman of Fulbourn, who was marriedto 
Ann, daughter of Sir William Waldegrave of Wormingford in Essex, settled a close 
of pasture and about sixty acres of arable in Fulbourn on his wife for 500 years. The 

1  Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, pp. i 27-9. I have again used zo as a theoretical number for meetings of 
unimown size. 

2  Information on the persecution of individual Quakers is taken from the Volume of Sufferings preserved 
in the Friends' Meeting House, London, i, pp. 101-35 cOvering Cambridgeshire and the Isle of Ely. The 
original book of sufferings of the Cambridgeshire meetings, from which the transcripts preserved in Friends' 
House were presumably made, did not survive. The first sufferings book in the Cambridgeshire Record 
Office covering Cambridgeshire as well as Huntingdonshire only begins in 1756. Most of the information 
from the Volume of Sufferings is printed in J. Besse, Collections of the Sufferings of the People called Quakers 
( 1 753), pp. 84-99, but he sometimes leaves out entries, or vital information, like the name of the village from 
which the particular sufferer comes. The humbler the Quaker, the more risk of omission. The rest of the 
history of early Quaker evangelism in the shire can be pieced together from G. F. Nuttall (ed.), Early Quaker 
Lettersfrom the Swarthmore MSS to i 66o (1952), particularly numbers 57,  76, 83 (Richard Hubberthorne 
from prison in Cambridge), 84 (Margaret Killam to George Fox), 367 (George Whitehead at Cottenham 
and Ely), 440, 476, and 486. James Parnell, referred to in letter 83, gives his own account of his Cambridge-
shire ministry in the ' Fruits of a Fast ' printed in A Collection of the Several Writings Given Forth from the 
Spirit of the Lord, through that Meek, Patient and Suffering Servant of God, James Parnell (1675).  The 
minutes of the Quarterly Meeting of Friends in Cambridgeshire and the Isle of Ely survive from 1673, 
Cambridgeshire Record Office R. 59.25..1 .5.  The register of Quaker births, marriages and deaths is in the 
Public Record Office, R.G./6/1219. 

3  Fenstanton Records, P.  78. 	• 
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income was to support various Quaker causes, including 3  a year towards the 
charges of ' Travelling Preachers and Horses at Cambridge '•l  This argues a high 
degree of organization by the end of Parnell's ministry. With both this, and popular 
support, it is not surprising that Quakerism flourished, and that despite the intense 
persecution suffered by Quakers, both under the Commonwealth and later, a con-
siderable hard core of adherents still remained in the late 166os. 

The arid figures and estimates given in the bishop's returns of 1669 in fact partially 
reflect the successful evangelism of Henry Denne, James Parnell, and Hoicroft and 
his associates in the 16505. 

All the official sources of the i 66os and i 6705, taken together, show that dissent 
had gained a really strong footing in three well-defined areas of the country. 2  These 
were a cluster of nearly a dozen villages in south-west Cambridgeshire in the upper 
valley of the Rhee, with a couple on the western clay uplands nearby, another cluster 
on the edge of the fens north-westwards from Cambridge, and yet a third group of 
villages sited just above the edge of the fens running north-eastward from Cambridge. 
just  as there were areas where nonconformist influences were strongly felt, there 
were also areas where nonconformity had very little, if any, footing. The villagers 
in the south-east of the county on the chalk ridge had almost no organized centres of 
dissent, and another group of villages west of Cambridge on the north of the clay 
plateau had none at all. 

CONGREGATIONALISTS 

Congregationalism was represented in all three areas. By the time the series of 
official returns on dissent began in 1669, the position once held by Bassingbourn as 
the centre from which Hoicroft formed his first church was only a memory. Yet the 
work he had done there had had a lasting effect, as the amount of nonconformity in 
the villages of the upper Rhee valley showed. Amongst them were Meldreth, 
Shepreth, Fowimere, and Thriplow, together with Orwell and Barrington, which 
lay a little further away at the foot of the western clay uplands. Orwell, which had 
fifty-eight nonconformists in the Compton Census, had more than any other parish 
in the county, and Thriplow with forty-eight, Barrington with forty, and Shepreth 
with thirty-nine ran it close. The only contemporary Congregational document is a 
church list of 1675 .3 It shows that there were two groups of adherents here, one of 
which was mainly derived from Bassingbourn and Meidreth, and the other from 
Barrington, Thriplow, Croydon, and Orwell. These two congregations with ninety 
and , a hundred and twenty-four members apiece were the strongest in the county, 
apart from the one in Cambridge town itself, which had a hundred and ten adherents. 

1 W. Geoffrey Stevens, Old Time Links between Cambridgeshire and the Lake District, ii, ' The Knights 
Hospitallers and the Docwra Family' (typescript 1966), pp. 27 -31 (copy available in C.R.O.). Ann Docwra 
gave the ' Meeting House Yard ' estate to the Friends in her will of 1700. The codicil of 1710 confirmed the 
annual payment of J3  for preachers, and added ,zo towards a new burial ground. The present Meeting 
House was built in 1772. 

2  See Map A (p. 70) and Map B (p. 76) throughout this discussion. 
3  Bodleian Library, MS Rawl. D. 1480, ff. 123-6. 
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This strength of membership reflected Hoicroft's early work, as did the significant 
inclusion of three women from Bassingbourn and Meidreth, along with Hoicroft 
himself and Joseph Oddy, amongst the 'ten stones of the foundation' listed in the 
register.' . . 

THE SURVIVAL OF NONCONFORMITY 
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1  Only eight nanies were in fact given ; the other two identifiable ones were brethren from Cambridge 
itself. This list is a very corrupt copy. It is arranged by groups of members under the headings of the villages 
from which they came. These headings are certainly not complete, and other villages must have contributed 
as well as those named, which presumably sent the largest contingents. The Bassingbourn and Meidreth 
church, for instance, included ninety names, whereas the Compton Census recorded only forty-two 
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Amongst this cluster of villages, Meldreth and Orwell had both Congregational 
conventicles in 1669 and Congregational licences issued in 1672. 1  They must there-
fore have been the respective meeting places for each of the groups of members in the 
area. In these centres Oddy, Corbin and Lock, who had all been ejected from Trinity 
College, nursed Hoicroft's converts. 

Congregationalists were also found in the second nonconformist area amongst the 
villages north of Cambridge on the edge of the fens, Histon, Oakington, Willingham, 
and Over. This was the region in which the influence of Nathaniel Bradshaw, rector 
of Willingham, who was a non-subscriber in 1662, had been felt. He had, he said, 
' left four score and ten praying families in Willingham at . . . ejectment '•2  Joseph 
Oddy moved from Meidreth to minister to this congregation after Bradshaw tempo-
rarily retired from the vicinity in i 667. Most of these villages had large numbers of 
dissenters in 1676 3  and Willingham and Oakington had both had conventiclers 
meeting in the parish in 1669 and licences issued in i 672. There were again two 
Congregational groups hereabouts listed in the church list of 1 675 .   The stronger 
one, with seventy members, includedOver, Willingham, and Oakington, and was led 
by Oddy himself. He was assisted by Samuel Corbin at Willingham and by James 
Day at Oakington. 4  The church of Willingham and Cottenharn, which is now known 
as Cottenham Old Meeting, preserves a continuous tradition of worship ever since 
Bradshaw's ejection in 1662. It had 500 hearers in 171 5—I 6, and was the largest in 
the county after the Barrington and Eversden church, and the Congregational church 
in Cambridge itself. Later in the eighteenth century it fell on evil days, but was 
refounded in 1780, with eleven members, under the guidance of a supply from 
Isleham. It adopted Baptist principles in 1813.  

The weaker group, with only thirty members in 1675, covered Histon, Cottenham, 
Landbeach, and Waterbeach. Histon had had an independent conventicle in 1669, 

dissenters in these two villages. But the census also recorded twenty-four dissenters at Litlington, the next 
parish to Bassingbourn, where Hoicroft had preached. These must surely have been Congregationalists 
included under the Bassingbourn and Meldreth heading in the Congregational church list. The list also 
contains mis-spellings and duplication. As well as the Bassingbourn and ' Meldred ' list, there is a separate 
one for ' Mildred ' which appears to bear no relation to the first. It is very likely that the Bassingbourn and 
Meldreth list is itself seriously defective, for the latter part of it includes Brother John Day as deacon. 
Brother John Day had been licensed at Eversden in 1672, and appears to have been living there in i 68z, 
when a certain John Day was presented for absence from church. It is likely therefore that part of the list 
of members of the Barrington and Orwell church, which included members from Eversden, was wrongly 
copied under the heading of Bassingbourn and Meldreth. 

1 Lyon Turner, ' Classified Summary ' of the 1669 returns and licences of 1672 (op. cit. ii), makes several 
wrong attributions. Thus he enters meetings and licences at Eversden, Orwell and Barrington as Presby-
terian (p. 863) although the people involved in them appear in the Congregational church list of 1675. 
He entered Moses Crab of Little Wilbraham, who also appeared in the Congregational list, as a Baptist 
(p. 872). 

2  A. G. Matthews, Calamy Revised (i), pp. 69-70. Congregational Magazine or London Christian 
Instructor, ii (1819), P. 439, and iii, pp. 168-9. 

3  Led by Over, with forty-two, and Oakington, with thirty-seven dissenters. The figures were missing 
for Willingham in the Compton Census. Quakerism was also strong here however, and the conventicle at 
Oakington in 1669 was entered by the bishop as Independent and Quaker. 

4 The entry for ' Haginton ', printed by Lyon Turner as for a separate place, ii, p. 869, should be under 
Oakington, p. 86, which was frequently spelt thus. 
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as had Milton, which was nowhere mentioned in the church list, but no licences 
permitted the group to function independently in i 672. Possibly the list was mistaken 
in ascribing a separate identity to the group, which was obviously absorbed into the 
joint Willingham and Cottenham church soon afterwards. 

Congregationalism was not nearly so strong a force in the last area in which it was 
found, east of Cambridge in a group of parishes stretched along the edge of the fens 
from Stow-cum-Quy and Little Wilbraham to Burwell, and out to Snailwell. 
A further group included Soham and members in the Isle of Ely and Needingworth. 
Stow-cum-Quy had had a flourishing Congregational conventicle in 1669. It was 
attended by fifty to a hundred people, many of whom came from other places, ac-
cording to Bishop Laney. The conventicle was licensed in 1672, but there were only 
eleven dissenters in the parish in 1676 according to the census.' Burwell, the only other 
village in the group for which a licence was taken out in 1672,2  had a much larger 

' number of thirty-three dissenters in 1676, but these may well have been Baptists 
rather than Congregationalists. There had been a Baptist church in Burwell in 1654, 
and the Congregational list of 1 675 only included between twenty and thirty members 
in the whole area. Amongst these were the Crabb family of Little Wilbraham, who 
were to prove indefatigable dissenters for several generations. 4  The discrepancy 
between the numbers of nonconformists recorded by the census and those recorded 
in the church list is confusing, unless a Baptist group did indeed survive at Burwell. 
No other churches were strongly represented in the area, although there was a small 
Quaker meeting at Soham 5  and single staunch Quaker families at Little Wilbraham 
and at Quy. The later history of the Burwell district is almost entirely Congrega-
tional, and there may well have been some continuity between the members of 
Hoicroft's church who lived in the area in 1675, and the membership of the Con-
gregational church thereabouts fifteen years later. The survey of the Congregational 
and Presbyterian churches made in 1690 recorded that a Scottish minister had been 
working in Burwell, Soham and Fordham for some considerable time, although he 
was discouraged and about to leave. 6  George Doughty, a ' Mechanick ', had already 
been introduced as a replacement, although the Congregational church of Burwell 
and Soham was not formally founded by him until I692. It included members from 
Isleham, Burwell, Reach, Bottisham and Soham, and was soon joined by others from 
the old Hoicroft area of Wilbraham, Swaffham Prior and Snailwell. Baptist ideas 
did not reassert themselves, unless the present Baptist church of Isleham, which 

1  See below, p. 96. 
2  Not identified by Lyon Turner. See ' Classified Summary', ii, p. 870, no. 25, for ' Barrell Hightown'. 

The later Congregational chapel in Burwell was in Burwell High Town. 
3  See below, p.  85. 	 4  See below, p. 82. 
5  No Soham entries appear in the Quaker register for Cambridgeshire, although the elders were occasion-

ally listed amongst the witnesses at weddings. This makes the size of the meeting difficult to gauge. 
6 ' Review of the State of the Severall Counties in England and Wales ', i 690-2, ed. Alexander Gordon, 

Freedom after Ejection (1917), P. 14. 
7  The Church Book of George Doughty's church is printed in the Transactions of the Congregational 

Historical Society, vi 01-15),  pp. 415-28, and vii (1916-18), pp. 3-15. 
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claims seventeenth-century origins, 1  has an early Baptist tradition. It is recorded that 
the minister who was working round Burwell in i 690 was discouraged because ' the 
people are many of such od opinions 1•2  Perhaps these represented a last memory of 
Baptist teaching in Burwell. 

Congregationalism remained strong in the Meidreth and Orwell area, despite the 
renewed wave of persecution in the i 68os, and the eighteenth-century apathy which 
generally seems to have followed it. In 1679 and 1682, the relatively high number of 
eight Orwell parishioners had been presented for absence from church and for 
attending conventicles ; an additional note in the visitation of 1682 3  listed no less than 
twenty-eight names presented by the churchwardens of Orwell at the visitation. 4  
No other village in Cambridge had a similar indictment for nonconformity. This 
estimate was confirmed by the note in the visitation of 1685 that, of the sixty families 
in Orwell, there were many dissenters and about thirty disciples of Holcroft and 
Oddy, most of whom were excommunicated already. 5  No conventicle met in the 
village at that date however. Nevertheless, the survey of Presbyterian and Con-
gregational churches made in i 690 recorded the existence of a Congregational 
preaching circuit in which a new generation of Holcroft's assistants preached every 
third Sunday, in Orwell, Thriplow, Ickleton, Toft and Gransden. 6  The circuit had 
extended its area a little, and Hoicroft's old church groupings had been altered since 
1675, but, although individual villages had changed from one group of the Con-
gregational church to another, or been added to it, the Congregational church of west 
Cambridgeshire had visibly survived persecution and emerged as recognizable as 
ever in its old stronghold. There is, however, a certain amount of evidence that, 
although Congregationalism survived wherever Hoicroft and his helpers had worked, 
his church met with considerable setbacks before the local branches were settled as 
separate churches. Holcroft had been imprisoned again in the later 16705 and 168os, 
and tradition has it that his ill-health was combined with depression towards the end 
of the i68os, and the end of his life. Oddy died in 1687, and Hoicroft himself. in 
1692. Hoicroft's successor, Joseph Hussey, did not openly adopt Congregational 
principles until 1694. The vacuum left was to some extent filled by the activities of 
Richard Davis of the Rothwell Congregational church, as his Church Book shows. 
Although Davis merely preached at the formation of the Burwell church in 1692, 

1 I have not yet managed to investigate the records of this church, which dates its formation to 1693.   So 
far, I have found no reference to a dissenting congregation there in general sources earlier than 17 15-16, 
when there was a joint Presbyterian congregation there and at Fordham. 

2 There was some connection between the church of Burwell and Richard Davis's Congregational church 
of Rothwell in Northamptonshire, for Mr Davis preached at the formation of the Burwell church in 1692. 
This connection, as well as residual Baptist notions, may have accounted for the 'od opinions ', for, in the 
same year, Richard Davis was accused of High Calvinism bordering on Antinomianism at Kettering. G. F. 
Nuttall, ' Northamptonshire and the Modern Question ', 5ourn. Theol. Stud. n.s. xvi (1965), pp. 104, io6-8. 

3 Cambridge University Library, Ely Episcopal Records B 2/66, if. 51 -52v. 
4 Almost all of these were additional to the eight already presented. 
5 See Map B throughout this discussion. 
6 ' Review of the State of the Severall Counties in England and Wales ', 1690-2, ed. Alexander Gordon 

in Freedom after Ejection 0917),  p. 13. 	
\ 

7  See above, n. z. 
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some of the members of Hoicroft's church in Soham, Needingworth and the Isle of 
Ely were received into the Rothwell church itself in 169 1, after messengers had been 
sent from Rothwell to inquire ' into a handfull of late converts in the Fens ', and the 
church had been ' exceedingly affected to observe how the Lord gloriously taught 
those poor people in those dark corners '. The churches of Needingworth and 
Guyhirn in the Isle eventually obtained their collective dismissions from Rothwell 
church in 1693 2 Davis's activities went further. Oddy's death had obviously left the 
church of Cottenham and Willingham lacking a pastor, and in 1692 the Rothwell 
church agreed to send a preacher to them and ' assist and support ' the meeting at 
Cottenham. 3  It is more surprising that amongst the many admissions to the Rothwell 
church from Needingworth and from the Isle in 1691 and 1692 were included half a 
dozen apiece from Willingham, and Swavesey, three or four from Cambridge itself, 
and, most startling of all, a man and his wife from Eversden and a man from Orwell. 4  
It is no wonder that Davis's activities aroused resentment. 5  Some indication of the 
rudderless state of the church after Holcroft's death is given by Richard Conder, 
who wrote of the Croydon church 

The Lord tacking our dear pastor away the lord sturid up som of us seing mani disorders amongst 
us to renew our cofenant and to purg the hous of God but meet with mani hinderances and coolid 
in no wise git forward but contention aroas about mani things to the greef of som of our sools and 
coolid by no means atain to a onnes to folio the lord fully but after much greef and trobell of solle 
the lord seet it upon our harts with desier to follow the lord as he shoold help us. 

Only seventeen members of the church renewed their covenant at Clopton in 
1694, led by the deacon John'Day from Eversden 6  and the propriety of their renewal 
remained a cause of debate and dissension as late as 1702, when ' Brother Nicolls', 
pastor of the Melbourn and Chishill church, was amongst those who did not 
support the Croydon church in their desire to appoint a pastor. Richard Conder 
wrote: 

the meshingors ansured us that if they shoolld stand by us in this woorck that they shoolld bring 
the churchis under blam and our answor was this that they brought them seellvs under blam ... 
namly the church at Needingworth and Gyhorn and Chisill which had tacken our members 
without dismish or recomendation. 

The survey of the main dissenting congregations in Cambridgeshire made by 
Joseph  Hussey in 1715 or 1716 shows that the period of confusion after Hoicroft's 
death had not permanently affected his church. There was one change ; Orwell lost 
predominance as a meeting place and Great Eversden acquired it. The Eversden 

1 Rothwell Church Book transcript, pp. i, 24, 25, 2-6, 29-30. I am again indebted to Mr Tibbutt for 
lending me this. 

2  Ibid. pp. 38, 42 and 46. 
3  Ibid. pp. 34, 36. 	 4 Ibid. p. 36. 
S  G. F. Nuttall, ' Northamptonshire and the Modern Question ', ourn. Theol. Stud. n.s. xvi (1965), 

pp. 107-8, 112. 
6  See above, p. 75 , n. I , and this page. 
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church later preserved a strong tradition of Holcroft's work of foundation and con-
version there. 1  This is verified by Richard Conder's account of Holcroft's work. He 
wrote that after his ejection 

God's servant was for gooing on in church order and for choosing eliders, and at a meting at 
Eavesden was chosen foor . . . and God's servant, after he was turnd out at Basingbon, preached 
in the publick at Croydon and then was turnd out their and then hee preached at Great Eavesdon 
publickly and their they toock him and woolid leet him preach no longer. 

Despite this, the Compton Census had recorded only conformists in the parish in 
1676. The census was certainly in error here, for John Day, Deacon of Holcroft's 
church, had had his house in Eversden licensed in 1672. Congregationalism was not 
numerically strong there, however, for in 1682, John Day was the sole parishioner 
presented for absence from church. Presumably the Eversden church only acquired 
a strong resident membership after 1690, but by 1715 or 1716 the Barrington and 
Eversden church had eight hundred hearers, more than any other except Hussey 
himself in Cambridge. These hearers were of course drawn from the whole area 
round about, the . self-same area in which Holcroft's largest church was rooted in 
1 675 .  The present Eversden congregational church is the heir of a long tradition in 
western Cambridgeshire. 

The mother branch of Holcroft's church, lying in Bassingbourn and Meidreth, also 
survived the varying vicissitudes of both persecution and the eighteenth century, 
also in a somewhat changed form. Three years after the Compton Census, the visita-
tion of 1679 recorded the persistence of nonconformity in Bassingbourn in the persons 
of five absentees from church, although the visitation memorandum in 1 685 reported 
' noe Dissenters, Many Sluggards '. In Meldreth, which had been the traditional 
meeting place of this group of Congregationalists since 1669, the existence of ' Many 
unbaptized dissenters, Holcroft's disciples ' amongst the parishioners was noted. 
Twelve of the seventy families in Melbourn, the next village to the south of Meldreth, 
were Holcroft's disciples. This was new. 2  Melbourn had had a Baptist tradition since 
1 654 at least. However, Congregationalism now gained so strong a footing in Mel-
bourn that, at some point in the next thirty years, the old Meldreth and Bassingbourn 
church moved its meeting place there. 3  Between 1716 and 1717 the charming house 
of brick which is still used by the Congregationalists today 4  was built in Melbourn, 
and by 171 5—I 6 the meeting house, with four hundred hearers, was the fourth best 

1 R. Robinson, ' Historical Account ', p. z6o. By the time the recorder of Cottenham Old Meeting set 
down what was known of the origins of the Congregational church in Cambridgeshire in the nineteenth 
century, all memory of the work of Holcroft in Bassingbourn and Orwell was lost, and the church was 
supposed to have originated in Great Eversden. 

2 As far as the evidence so far goes. It is very likely, however, that some of the members of the Bassing-
bourne and Meldreth church in 1675 came from Melbourn, if they could be identified. 

3  Local tradition dates the move from 1694 when John Nicolls was chosen pastor of the church of 
Melbourn and Chishill, but there seems to be no direct evidence for this. J. Porter Chapple, Congregationalism 
at Melbourn 1 694-1 894, printed with an essay on The Puritan in Melbourn i 640-88, by W. M. Palmer as A 
Nonconformist Bi-Centenary Memorial (London, 1 895). 

4  After a vicissitude during which it was used as a Sunday school in the nineteenth century. 
6 	 cAs 
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attended in the county. Appropriately enough, a Bassingbourn man, John Jermans, 
a tailor, was one of the first feoffees of the new meeting house.' 

The Congregational church in Cambridge also prospered greatly, far more than 
its Presbyterian rival. The Presbyterians in Cambridge were, according to the first 
historian of dissent in Cambridgeshire, ' not many, but they were rich '•2  All the 
thirty-odd Presbyterians noticed by the bishop in 1669 were in the county town 
itself, and in 1672 they acquired two licences. After toleration, their numbers had 
increased to seventy-six by i 691 , when the Presbyterian Joseph Hussey became their 
pastor. The lack of doctrinal dispute between Independents and Presbyterians, who 
disagreed only on church government, made it easy to drift from one denomination 
to the other. In 1694,  Hussey's Presbyterian church was split, and Hussey himself 
with over half his communicants adopted Congregationalism. The Presbyterian 
remnant joined the church at Green Street in Cambridge which had hitherto been 
Congregational and now, in turn, became Presbyterian. 3  

Joseph Hussey, as head of the portion of the Congregational church in the centre 
of the county, inherited something of Hoicroft's position. Despite the fact that after 
Holcroft's death in 1692 his Cambridgeshire church split up and settled itself on a 
local basis, Hussey's list of baptisms in his church book 4  shows him baptizing all over 
the county in most of the main Congregational centres like Barrington, Eversden and 
Linton, eventhough, after his adoption of Congregational views in 1694, his theological 
opinions gradually hardened until by 1707  he was an exponent of the extreme Calvinist 
view that the offer of God's grace should only be proclaimed to the converted. 5  Those 
baptized by Hussey are often stated to be Sons and daughters of parents ' late of Mr 
Holcroft's church in the county of Cambridge '. The family continuity which existed in 
some cases between the early dissenters and their eighteenth-century brethren is 
vividly illustrated by an entry for 1716. In this year Hussey baptized Sarah Crabb of 
LittleWilbraham aged twenty, the daughter of theWidow Crabb, ' after her experience 
of the work of God laid upon her soul in the law of the church ', together with her eight-
een-year-old sister. These were presumably the great-grandchildren of Moses Crabb, 
water-miller, who had held a very small conventicle at his house in 1669, according to 
the bishop. The Crabb family were the only members ofthe meeting to come from the 
village itself. 6  In 1676, four nonconformists were entered for Little Wilbraham in the 
Compton Census ; and in the visitation of 1679 four Crabbs and a Crabb son-in-law 

1 Title deeds of the Melbourn Congregational chapel, copied by W. M. Palmer, A. 27, in his collection 
of papers in the University Library, Cambridge. 

2  R. Robinson, ' Historical Account ', P. 266. 
3  R. Robinson, op. cit. pp. 268-9. It attracted very small audiences compared with Hussey's new 

Congregational church, if Hussey himself is to be believed, for in 1715-16 it had just over two hundred 
' hearers ' compared with Hussey's eleven hundred. See also C. S. Kenny, ' The Earlier History of Emmanuel 
Church, Cambridge ', Trans. Cong. Hist. Soc. iv (io—xo), pp. 183-90. 

4 Partially copied by W.  M. Palmer in his ' Notes on the Non-Parochial Registers of Cambridge ', B 4/3, 
W. M. Palmer Collection, Cambridge University Library. 

5  G. F. Nuttall, ' Northamptonshire and the Modern Question ', Journ. Theol. Stud. n.s. xvi (1965), 
pp. 111-13. 

6  See above, p. 789 
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were being presented by the churchwardens of Little Wilbraham for joining con-
venticles. The validity of Sarah Crabb's marriage, which had presumably been 
performed in a Congregational meeting, was also doubted by her co-villagers. The 
Sarah Crabb baptized by Hussey was presumably her grandchild, and one of the 
fourth generation to experience spiritual convictions deep enough to lead her to 
separate herself off from her natural village community. 

Hussey's pastoral work also took him to baptisms at meetings in many other 
villages, some of which were traditionally held, as was that of the daughter of John 
Giffard of Dry Drayton in 1700 ' at a meeting there held in his barn '. As well as 
inheriting some of Holcroft's peripatetic position in the county, Hussey also records 
that he received some of the members of Hoicroft's old church in Cambridge directly 
into his Hog Hill church, after it had become Congregational. In 1698, he noted 
in his diary ' On this great day, we joyfully received a dozen of Mr Holcroft's former 
members '. 

Congregationalism was spreading. just as Congregationalism moved into Mel-
bourn, to challenge the Baptists, it now moved into Linton to challenge the Quakers. 
There is no surviving evidence that there was any early Congregationalism at Linton, 
apart from the tradition of the church there that during persecution the oldest 
members had been to hear preaching in the woods a few miles away. 2  Apart from 
this the early dissenting history of the place was all Quaker. However, only ten years 
after Toleration, in 1698, the Linton Congregationalists were planning to build a 
chapel. 3  In the eighteenth century this building was described, and the description 
gives a vivid impression of the simplicity of the reformed worship, and the pre 
dominance in it of the preaching of the Word from the dominating pulpit. It also 
shows that Congregationalism had acquired great social respectability by the end of 
the eighteenth century at Linton, where the squire had his own pew, despite the fact 
that the meeting house stood next to a tan yard, since the ground had been given by 
a tanner, ' which rendered it most unpleasant'. 

The pastor of Linton in the late eighteenth century wrote of his chapel: 

In appearance it was rather rough, the shape was like unto a barn divided into three bays, to be 
converted into a barn again if persecution revived . . . the doors opened outside, the windows 
were all provided with shutters to prevent their being broken into by persecuting men, the shutters 
being drawn up with pulleys. As you enter, opposite the doors, stands the pulpit, with a large 
Cumbrous sounding board over it. In front of the pulpit is a long table pew across the building 
capable of holding thirty persons or more, with a large brass chandelier hanging over it. There 
is a square pew for the Squire, lined with green baize surrounded with silk curtains, with a de 
votional table in the centre ; other large square pews lined with green baize capable of seating 
fourteen or fifteen persons, other pews in variety, some long, some square, some three-cornered, 

1 Quoted by A. G. Matthews in 'The Seventeenth Century', one of the lectures in Congregationalism 
through the Centuries (Cambridge, 1937). 

2 Typescript précis of the Rev. Thomas Hopkins and others, History of Linton Congregational Church, 
W. M. Palmer Collection, B 3/8, University Library, Cambridge. 

3  Copy of first trust deed in ' Notes on Linton Congregational Church ', W. M.. Palmer Collection B 4/I, 
University Library, Cambridge. 
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it appeared that each one built his pew as he pleased. On either side of the pulpit galleries were 
erected in 1704, and in front of the pulpit was a circular gallery where the singers like the sons of 
Asaph had their place. On the walls were many monumental tablets in memory of worthy men, 
the Malns, Jacksons, Fords and Taylors, whose voices once filled the house with praise.' 

The later history of the Congregational church in Cambridgeshire shows that, 
wherever Francis Hoicroft and his assistant planted Congregationalism in the county, 
it took lasting root. The descent is not direct, but, in each of the three areas where the 
list of members of the Congregational church in 1 675  shows that Holcroft gained 
support, a Congregational church survives today. The present churches of Eversden 
and Melbourn represent Holcroft's cluster of believers round Orwell and Bassing -
bourn and Meldreth. In the north-west of the county the present Baptist Cottenham 
Old Meeting descends from the adherents of 1 675 in Cottenham and Willingham. 
In the north-east, the churches now to be found in Burwell and Soham probably 
derive from Holcroft's members in Stow, Wilbraham and Burwell in 1675. 

BAPTISTS 

The Baptist cause in Cambridgeshire had taken root in John Denne's farmhouse at 
Caxton Pastures and spread outwards from it in the early i 6505, 2  just as Congrega-
tionalism had done from Francis Holcroft's vicarage in Bassingbourn. By the i 66os 
and I 6705, though, no trace was left of the early pre-eminence of the Caxton area. 
The list of members of what had once been the General Baptist church of Fenstanton 
and Caxton made in 1676 shows that there had been a radical change in the member-
ship, and that the áhurch now barely touched Cambridgeshire. 3  The strength of the 
Fenstanton church now lay in Huntingdonshire, in Fenstanton itself, Godmanchester, 
the Hemingfords, and St Ives, where John Denne was living by 1672. Fenstanton 
still provided more members than anywhere else, but not a single member in 1676 
came from Caxton, which had once stood second only to Fenstanton, or from 
Eltisley, which had once figured so prominently among the ' canting places ' of the 
kingdom. The Compton Census itself recorded five nonconformists in Caxton and 
three in Eltisley ; but they were not General Baptists. 4  

Some disaster seems to have hit the Cambridgeshire part of the Fenstanton church. 
As it happens, the Quaker records of their trial at Assizes for refusing to swear the 
Oath of Allegiance in i 66i give some idea of what this had been. The Quaker spokes- 

1 Taken from the typescript précis of the History of Linton Congregational Church by the Rev. Thomas 
Hopkins and others, W. M. Palmer Collection, B 3/8, University Library, Cambridge. This building was 
pulled down in 1818, according to Hopkins, and the materials were used in the present meeting house which 
stands at right-angles to the original building in Horn Lane, Linton. 

2 This farm still stands today, but, according to the Royal Commission on Historical Monuments for 
Cambridgeshire, it is almost entirely a remodelled eighteenth-century building. 

3 Fenstanton Records, pp. 255-6, compared with pp. 251-4. 
4 Two at least of those at Eltisley were Quakers. Elias and Elizabeth Woodward of Eltisley were presented 

for absence from church in the visitations of 1682, and in 1674 Elias Woodward had been fined for holding 
a Quaker meeting in his house. Volumes of Sufferings, i, p. 126. • 
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man recorded that 'Severall of Bunion's People and also Baptists' were tried along 
with the Quakers, and that among them was 

one John Denne, a teacher amongst you, to whom the Judge was very harsh, more than to any 
other of the prisoners . . . and did much upbraid him for getting up to ye Pulpitt for he and some 
others had crepen into a Steeplehouse to shelter themselves from the King's late proclamation 
against meetings in private, And it became a greater Snare to him, for he was taken in the Pulpitt 
not haveing orders as the Judg said.1  

It sounds as if the Caxton meeting had taken refuge in Eltisley parish church, a mile 
or so away across the fields, when John Denne's father Henry probably still held 
the living. 2  The collapse of the Cambridgeshire section of the Fenstanton church 
seems very likely to have been related to whatever penalties it suffered in i 66i . How-
ever, John Denne was not discredited amongst his fellow Baptists. He remained their 
acknowledged leader, for in i 672 he was responsible for applying for the licences 
for all the meetings in Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire. 3  These showed that 
one at least of the former local meetings of the Fenstanton church in Cambridgeshire 
had survived. The Baptists of Harston who had given Henry Denne hospitality on 
his evangelizing tour in 1653, were still meeting in 1669, and also acquired a licence 
in i67z. At Melbourn, the church taught by the redoubtable farmer Benjamin 
Metcalfe, which had existed by 1 654,  was also still meeting in 1669, and was licensed 
in 1672. 

The Baptists had had early meetings amongst the villages on the edge of the fen to 
the east of Cambridge, just as had the Congregationalists. Great Wilbraham 5  and 
Burwell had had meetings in 1 654,  but apparently only the one at Wilbraham sur-
vived to be reported in i 669. 6  According to the bishop, it was then a small con-
venticle of twenty to thirty people ' all of meane sought most from other places' 
taught in a barn by John Denne who came from Huntingdonshire. The Wilbraham 
influence had spread to Fulbourn All Saints, where there was another small Ana-
baptist conventicle ' neere White hall in a house fitted for it . . . their especiall 
Encouragement '.' The teacher was John Dennis, who really seems to have been a 
different individual from John Denne, for he was presented as a parishioner of Great 
Wilbraham for being an Anabaptist and attending conventicles in the visitation of 

1  Volumes of Sufferings, i, pp. i i 3-14. 
2  Henry Denne is supposed to have died in 1661. Fenstanton Records, p. xxii. 
3  Lyon Turner, op. cit. iii, 299-300. W. T. Whitley included a note on the Cambridgeshire licences in 

'The Baptist Licences of 1672 ', Transactions of the Baptist Historical Society, i ( 1908-9), pp. 162-3. 
4 If the identification of the ' Hawson ' named in the Baptist records with ' Harston ' rather than the 

more likely looking ' Hauxton ' is correct. I have been able to discover no trace of Baptist affiliations in the 
latter. 

5 There is a brief note on the Wilbraham and Melbourn General Baptists in The Baptist Quarterly, n.s. iii 
(1926-), p. 107. 

6  Unless the licence for Edward Gardiner's house in Burwell in i 672 was in fact for a Baptist congregation 
(Lyon Turner, op. cit. p. 870, flO. 25). See above, pp. 78-9. 

7 I have not been able to trace the site of this, which must have been the earliest chapel building in 
Cambridgeshire, and was early by any standards. Most meetings were licensed in houses or barns. The 
earlier Commonwealth meetings had also been in private houses, like the farm at Caxton Pastures. 
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1679. Despite the existence of a house set aside as a. chapel in Fulbourn, the Wilbra-
ham meeting alone obtained a licence in 1672. It was well attended by the people of 
the parish itself in 1679,  when eleven Great Wilbraham people were presented for 
being Anabaptists, in the visitation that year. Amongst them was John Dennis, who 
had been the teacher of the Fulbourn meeting in 1669, and was then described by the 
bishop as a tailor. 

Baisham was the main exception to the rule that the villages lying on the chalk 
ridge which carried the Icknield Way across south-eastern Cambridgeshire were 
almost entirely untouched by organized dissent. Baisham had had a history of 
separatism reaching back to the sixteenth century, when the Family of Love' 
had adherents there. Baptists existed both in Balsham, and in the villages round 
Woodditton in 1654, but only survived in Balsham, where, as might be ex-
pected from the previous history of the place, tiny conventicles of both Baptists 
and Quakers were found in 1669. Neither was large enough to apply for a licence 
in 1672. . 

The last true General Baptist meeting in Cambridgeshire lay amongst the other 
group of villages where dissent flourished, on the edge of the fens north-west of 
Cambridge. A great deal of the pastoral work of the Fenstanton church had been 
devoted to the difficulties of the Baptists in Over, who were much disturbed by the 
arrival of Quakerism there. In 1669, there were only four families of Baptists in the 
place, and, if Bishop Laney is to be trusted, they attended meetings elsewhere. But 
by 1672 the Baptists of Over had acquired their own licence. Here again, the work 
of the Caxton church had an influence which survived well into the period of 
persecution after the Restoration. 

Apart from the General Baptists proper, the Open Baptists of Bedfordshire had 
meetings in Cambridgëshire also. The Bedford church, although it contained many 
members who were baptized as adults, had, since its foundation, made a principle of 
toleration in such matters. Baptism was not a prerequisite of admission to corn-
munion. Its first pastor left a letter as a testament to his church on his death in i 655, 
which ran: 

Concerning separation from the Church about Baptisme, Lying on of hands, Anoynting with 
Oyls, Psalmes, or any externells ; I charge every one of you respectively . . . that none of you be 
found guilty of this great eville : which whiles some have committed . . . through a zeale for God... 
yet they have erred from the Lawe of the Love 'of Christ. 1  

This principle of comprehension held through the i 66os, when ' Bro. hoicroft' 
was amongst the preachers invited to address the church, 2  and the i 67os, when 
Bunyan applied for licences under the Acts of Toleration and styled them ' Congrega-
tional ', since he was at the time vigorously opposing making baptism a test of 
communion. 3  The Bedford meeting had had some influence as far into Cambridge- 

1 The Church Book of Bunyan Meeting, i 650-1821 , ed. G. B. Harrison, f. 3. 
2 Ibid. f. 26. 
3  W. H. Whitley, ' The Baptist Licences of 1672 ', Trans. Bapt. Hist. Soc. i (1908-9), pp. 165-6. 
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shire as Toft as early as i 659. In that year, Thomas Smith, the Cambridge Uni-
versity Librarian, who was also rector of Caldecote 1  near Toft, wrote scoldingly to 
' Mr E.' of Toft, 2  who had ' rebuked ' Smith several times when he spoke at one of the 
meetings held in Toft in Daniel Angier's barn. Angier apparently invited Bunyan 
regularly to Toft, and ' Mr E.' had used him as a counsellor for one of his daughters, 
who was in spiritual distress. According to Smith, Bunyan had ' intruded into 
Pulpits in these parts ' so Toft was not the only village accustomed to the presence of 
' the Tinker ' with whom Smith was ' angry . . . because he strives to mend Souls as 
well as:  Kettles and Pans '. The implication of Smith's pamphlet is that he had been 
visited in his own parish and heckled there after a sermon, by Angier. Smith returned 
the compliment and invaded the Angier barn at Toft, where he was called a liar for 
his pains. The ordinary man behind the plough may have suffered from the curtail-
ment of some of his amusements under the Commonwealth, but he seems to have 
gained some very lively free entertainment in exchange. 

The small meeting held at Toft by John Wait, a yeoman of Toft, in 1669, must 
have been the direct descendant of the meeting in Angier's barn. John Wait started 
his career in the Cambridgeshire Congregational church. He was one of the four 
elders chosen at Eversden to minister to the church soon after Hoicroft's ejection ;4 

with Oddy, Corbin and Bard. They were all, with Hoicroft, imprisoned shortly 
afterwards, but Wait 

maid his escap from them into another counti, and mister Bard liekwise fell under sum surcom-
stance that he leaft the church too and this was a great greef to God's servants whoos harts was 
ficksed for crist . .. 

God's servant, being as a good shepard zealos for God and ready to lay down his life for the 
sheep, was in great disstreas abowght mister Waits and mister Bards leafing the church in its 
aflickhon, and seant seaveroll admonishons to them to retorn to the church, wheirof they returned 
not and the church proceedid againsuhem for theire not ansoerin their call and some other crims 
that was against them, and they was coot of from the church but som was dissatisfied. 

This history explains the letter addressed to ' our elect sister ' in Cambridge by the 
Bedford church in 1671, asking why Brother John Wait had been excommunicated. 
It inquired whether the sentence can have been just, since ' he is not [a] withered 
branch : he is still a fruitful bough by a well, whose branches run over the wall ' to 
' we who heare, see and observe him '. Holcroft replied that Wait, as an elder, had 
become a ' railer, and a blasphemer of God ; who raised up amongst us strife and 
contention '. His answer was judged unsatisfactory and the Bedford congregation, 
' witness of the power of God with our Brother, and of the success of his ministry', 
received Wait into fellowship just the same, in i 671 . The Bedford church seems to 

1 'Cawcat'. 
2 Thomas Smith, ' A Letter in Defence of the Ministry, and Against Lay Preachers ', printed in The 

Quaker Disarm'd (London, 1659). 
3  Henry Denne's description of Smith's case at the beginning of The Quaker No Papist (etc.) (London, 

1659). 
4  See above, p. 8. 
5  Church Book of Bunyan Meeting, 1650-1821, ed. G. B. Harrison, if. 32, 34, 36, 38-9, 47. 
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have had somejustification, since Wait's ministry in Hitchin in Hertfordshire had been 
highly praised in 1669.1  However, according to Richard Conder, writing in the 16905, 

the action taken by Bedford ' maid such a breach of communion between thease 
churchis that to this day is not maid up '. It is possible that a doctrinal dispute lay at 
the back of this quarrel, as well as John Wait's defection under persecution. Wait had 
obviously adopted the principle of comprehension on which Bunyan's meeting was 
based. It is perhaps significant that in 1677, after the dismission of a brother from the 
Bedford meeting to the church at Hitchin, which Wait had earlier taught, a group 
of the Hitchin brethren sought their dismission to Holcroft's church on doctrinal 
grounds, and later formed a true Independent church in Hitchin. 2  Wait was licensed 
at Toft in 1672, but no permanent congregation seems to have been established there 
as a result of his ministry. 3  

The meeting of the Open Baptists of Gamlingay was much more important than 
that at Toft, and, indeed, one of the Gamlingay brethren was joint teacher of the 
Toft group, with John Wait. Gamlingay lies in the. extreme west of the county, 
projecting into Bedfordshire. A couple of converts had been made there by the 
Caxton Baptist church in 1652 and 1653. By 1669 there were no less than forty 
hearers of a weekly conventicle there, taught by the schoolmaster, Samuel Smith; 
Oliver Scott, a maltster ; Edward Dent, a brick-kiln master ; and Luke Astwood, an 
oatmeal maker. The Gamlingay meeting does not appear to have been affiliated to 
Bedford until the following year, when the four men named in the bishop's returns 
as teachers at Gamlingay were received, with five more, at Bedford. The present 
Gamlingay Old Meeting certainly has a longer corporate existence than it claims, 
probably stretching back to the 165os rather than to 1670. Almost at once, 
Gamlingay became one of the places where the Bedford General Meeting, which 
was still under heavy pressure, met. 4  According to the Compton Census, Gamlingay, 
which had forty-five dissenters in 1676, was the third largest nonconformist centre 
in the county after the Congregational villages of Orwell and Thriplow. 

Twenty-three people were presented for absence from church in Gamlingay at the 
visitation of 1682, and this relatively high number is an indication of the continuing 
strength of the support for the Open Baptists in the parish. In 1685 the rough notes 
for the visitation mentioned disgustedly that there were thirty to forty ' unbaptized 
followers of Cummin ye Tinker ' in the parish. The schoolmaster was both excom-
municated and unlicensed. The Bedford General Meeting continued to meet 
occasionally in Gamlingay until 1710. In this year, the Gamlingay Open Baptists 
obtained their collective dismission from the Bedford church and established their 

1 W. Urwick, Nonconformity in Hertfordshire (1884), pp. 639-40. 
2 w Urwick, op. cit. p.  645. 
3 John Wait's identity has been confused with that of Joseph Waite, who was ejected from Sprowton in 

Suffolk in 1662, but died in 1670. G. F. Nuttall, ' Northamptonshire and the Modern Question ', Journ. 
Theol. Stud. n.s. xvi (1965), P. i iz n. z. It is not clear whether John Wait was indeed the minister in 
London in 1681 whom Samuel Palmer, Nonconformists' Memorial, iii, p. 287, took to be Joseph Waite. John 
was still alive in 1692, and acquainted with the situation in Cambridgeshire, for he wrote a letter in that 
year warning the members of Joseph Hussey's church against Antinomianism. G. F. Nuttall, art. cit. p. 112.  

4  Church Book of Bunyan Meeting, ff. 29, 31, 110. 
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own church with thirty founder members. The success of the church is indicated 
by Hussey's list of i7i5-I6, which ascribed two hundred and fifty ' hearers ' to the 
Gamlingay Open Baptists. Hussey did not give estimates of : the size of any 
other Baptist church in the county, and, while this may indicate his natural 
Congregational bias, it may also indicate that the General Baptists in Cambridge-
shire continued to decline in the eighteenth century, as they had under persecution.' 
The Baptist cause faded out at Over for the time 2  but it retained a hold on its other 
old centres. Melbourn and Great Wilbraham, where there had been groups of 
Baptists since 1654, shared a preaching circuit in the eighteenth century with 
Fulbourn and Saffron Walden. 3  The entry for Wilbraham in Hussey's list was never 
filled in, however. The Melbourn Baptist chapel had recently been joined by a 
Congregational chapel in the village in 1717, and the older meeting could certainly 
notcompete in drawing power with the newer, for the Baptists of Melbourn appeared 
only on Hussey's list as a crossed-out entry. However the church was still active in 
1701, as was that of Great Wilbraham, which in this year took a stand against 
Socinianism in the General Assembly of General Baptists. In 1733 Melbourn and 
Fulbourn were amongst the churches of the reunited assembly. 4  Fulbourn had had a 
very ,  early chapel building, and was the place at which converts from Cambridge 
were baptized in the later eighteenth century. 5  However, of all these Baptist centres, 
the . chapel at Melbourn is the only one of the Baptist churches in Cambridgeshire 
known to Henry Denne which survives today. It is therefore the heir of the longest 
datable dissenting tradition in the county, reaching back to 1654. 

QUAKERS 

Much more information is available on the Quakers than any other dissenting body 
after the Restoration. The existence of their carefully kept Volumes of Sufferings 
means that a vivid picture of their tribulations can be built up for a period when 
only the brief factual records of non-sympathizers or would-be-persecutors exist for 
other churches. 

The first Cambridgeshire items in the Volumes of Sufferings which record the 
persecution of villagers, as opposed to Quaker missionaries, for going to meetings 
and public testifying are for 1655 and 166. They show that Quakerism had taken 

1  J owe much of my information on the Gamlingay open Baptists to the kindness and hospitality of the 
minister, Mr G. S. Tydeman, who not only arranged for me to inspect the first Church Book, but also for 
me to see the earliest trust deeds at Messrs E. T. Leeds, Smith and Co., in Sandy. Unfortunately, neither 
the trust deeds nor the Church Book give a date for the erection of the present chapel building. The meeting 
yard was first mentioned in 1722, and the meeting house itself in 1740. 

2 Although later in the eighteenth century the neighbouring Congregational church of Cottenham and 
Willingham itself became Baptist. 

3  The Congregational Magazine, or London Christian Instructor, ii, pp. 503 and 696, and iii, p. 168 (11818). 
4 Information taken from the list • of general Baptist churches in Cambridgeshire compiled by W. T. 

Whitley (ed.), Minutes of the General Assembly of the General Baptist Churches in England with Kindred 
Records, x, 1654-1728 (io), p. lvii, andir, 1731-1811 (1910), P. 12. 

5 R. Robinson, ' Historical Account '. 
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root both in the south and the north-east of the county. Men from Royston and 
Meidreth were imprisoned in Cambridge Castle in 1655 for meeting on the first day, 
so Royston meeting was under way. In the same year, Anne Norris of Swavesey was 
' moved by the Lord to beare her testimony against the priest of Over in the Steeple-
house ' and went to prison for six months as a result. Her husband, who was nearly 
eighty, was fined in the same year for riding on the Sabbath, as he was caught on his 
way to a meeting two miles away from Swavesey. For refusing to pay, he also was 
imprisoned, and so they were both kept from their six children who were still ' not 
able to guide themselves '. A week after his release from prison, Boniface Norris 
died. So began the long series of painful family disruptions, and the imprisonments 
which sometimes led to martyrdom, which the village Quakers were to suffer over 
the next twenty years. Unlike most dissenters, who enjoyed relative freedom under 
the Commonwealth, the Quakers were persecuted from the time when the sect was 
formed. They had already suffered fines and imprisonments for several years when, 
in I 66o, they and other nonconformists were hit by the first of the waves of persecu-
tion which were to continue until brought to an end in 1689 by the Declaration of 
Indulgence. For this reason, the Quakers' fortunes were a little different through the 
166os and 16705 from those of the other, orthodox sects. The sect had had no room 
for the half-hearted since its inception, since it was under constant pressure. The 
names in the Volumes of Sufferings therefore recurred, as often as not, again and 
again, as their possessors were gradually stripped of their goods over a decade or so 
and reduced to the state of John Smith of Over, who, by the end of 1670,  had several 
charges of attending meetings against him, and eventually had two cows taken from 
him ' being all he then had '•l 

The first period of persecution lasted from i 66o, through the passing of the Act 
of Uniformity and the first Conventicle Act proscribing meetings, until the fall of 
Clarendon in 1667 and the adjournment of Parliament from 1667 to 1669 broi.ght 
some relief. The Quakers were probably the worst sufferers. Even before the Resto-
ration, they had been obvious scapegoats for communal feelings of superstition and 
xenophobia, as the credence given to charges of witchcraft brought against them in 
1659 showed. These charges were linked with an unpleasant little tale of the 
defilement of an altar in Norwich, in a way well calculated to rouse feelings of 
disgust and hostility in the reader. 2  

The unpopularity of the Quakers brought mob violence down on them in Cam-
bridge by April 166o, when the meeting in Jesus Lane was broken up, the house 
wrecked, two women stabbed in the street and blood drawn from another couple of 
dozen attenders. They wrote a letter of complaintto the king, quoting the Declara-
tion of Breda against him and adding bitterly ' now heere all may see what muddy 

1 Volumes ofSufferings, I, P. izi. 
2 Strange and Terrible Newes from Cambridge, being a true Relation of the Quakers bewitching Mary 

Philips, etc. Anon. (London, 1659). Replied to by Alderman James Blackley et al. A Lying Wonder Discovered 
and the strange and Terrible Newes from Cambridge proved false . . . and on answer to John Bunions Paper 
touching the said imagined witchcraft, etc. (London, 1659). 
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waters this fountain of Cambridge streames forth '. But by the beginning of the 
following year, their refusal to swear the Oath of Allegiance got them into worse 
trouble, and Cambridge gaol was filled with Quaker prisoners. 2  They were kept under 
evil conditions, which were described by John Aynslo, their spokesman: 

Some of us are kept in and not suffered to go out at all to ease themselves but might doe it where 
they lye, and others of us shut up in dungeons and holes where they keepe their fellons 
and witches and Murderers and soe thronged yt  they have but roome to stirr one by another and 
ye  places doe smell soe nastily yt it were enough to poyson any creature but ye Lord is our 
preserver... 

Worse still, these prisoners were of all ages, all conditions and both sexes, and their 
imprisonment had bitter consequences for their families. The worst-hit village was 
Swavesey, from which twenty-three people were taken, including men whose 
families were wholly dependent on their trade and who were now reduced to destitu-
tion. All adults were removed from some houses, leaving in one case two small 
children ' left as in ye streets without habitation ') 

Another particularly bad period for the Quakers followed the passing of the second 
Conventicle Act in 1670.  The records show the same members of the same meetings 
distrained on again and again during 1670 for doggedly continuing their worship 
together. Proceedings were frequently taken under Elizabethan and Jacobean acts 
originally intended to cripple the Catholic gentry, 4  so the dissenting husbandman 
and yeomen of Cambridgeshire found their farm stock and household goods dis 
appearing to satisfy demands for fines of 2O a month for not attending church. 5  
John Smith of Over had already lost four, cows worth f 13 and three heifers worth 
IC 5. lOS. when his last two were taken from him. 6  Nine cows of John Aynslo's valued 
at 43O, as well as household goods, were taken in 1670. At a time when the ordinary 
husbandman's goods at his death were worth J3O and the ordinary yeoman's goods 
7: 1807 such repeated fines could be completely ruinous and it is perhaps no accident 
that, by 1 674,  John Aynslo only lost one brass pot and a pewter dish when he was 
caught at meeting. He may not have had much left to take. Under-sheriffs and in-
formers grew fat on the proceeds of distraint, and a bitter note made in i 670 records 
that ' Edward Walls, of Cambridge, cobbler, one of the Informers . . . is now turned 
a grazier'. 8  

The Volumes of Sufferings and the Quaker register for Cambridgeshire, taken 
1 Volume of Sufferings, i, p. 107. 
2 Sir Thomas Sciater, one of the Cambridgeshire J.P.'s, made brief notes in his diary on this. They are 

printed as ' Commitments at Cambridge 166o—i ', ourn. of Fñends Historical Soc. xx (1923), P. 32. 
3  Volume of Sufferings, i, p. 109. 
4 A list of statutes under which Quakers were most frequently prosecuted is given in a letter of c. 1685 

printed in J. Besse, A Collection of the Sufferings of the People Called Quakers 07), i, pp. xl—xli. 
5 23 Eliz. cap. I. 	 • 	 s See above, P. 90. 
7  H. M. Spufford, ' The Significance of the Cambridgeshire Hearth Tax ', Proc. C.A.S. LV (1962), p. 54, 

n. 3. 
8 Volumes of Sufferings, i, p. i zz. See also J. Besse, op. cit. P.  97, for the story of the under-sheriff 

deliberately taking household goods from the sufferers, since he was about to set up house himself; 
9 Public Record Office, R.G./6/1219. 
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together, give a very strong impression that Quakerism had got most hold in the 
group of villages round Over and Swavesey, where Anne Norris and her husband 
had been early pioneers, and where John Aynslo lived.' Almost all the identifiable 
Quakers taken in the mass arrests of 1661 came from this group of villages. It is 
perhaps no coincidence that George Whitehead, one of the more notable early 
Quaker missionaries, was visiting Cottenham in 1656.2  By 1669, the Bishop recorded 
meetings in Willingham and Oakington, as well as Over and Swavesey. During 1670, 
meetings were broken up in all these villages except Willingham. They seem to have 
been held in rotation in this group of parishes, so that a meeting in any one of the 
villages drew in members from all of them. The register is preceded by a list of nine 
meetings in Cambridgeshire, and five of them—Swavesey, Over, Willingham, 
Oakington and Cottenham, lie close together in this area north-west of Cambridge. 
There are few entries in the register itself for the early period, from the 16505 to the 
temporary indulgence of 1672, and it does not seem to record most of the major 
events in the lives of those Quakers who are named in the Volume of Sufferings up to 
1670. Many of those early entries which are included appear to be later insertions 
of some of the family affairs of the more notable Quakers of the conversion period, 
like the earliest births to be included in the register, of the children of Boniface and 
Ann Norris of Swavesey from 1648 on, and of the twelve children of John Aynslo. 
There is not much material from before 1665.  However, for what it is worth, the 
register gives the same impression as the volumes of sufferings, that Quakerism was 
more strongly rooted in Over and Swavesey before 1672 than anywhere else. Even 
in Over the doings ofonly half-a-dozen families are recorded, however. After 1672 
there were still more entries in the register for this area than for any other, although 
there were never more than six Quaker families in one village. 

There were also Quakers in two other parts of the county, apart from Cambridge 
itself, but in most cases they were single, and isolated, individuals of strong convic-
tion. John Prime of Little Wilbraham was one of these. In 1674 he was attending a 
strongly supported meeting in Fulbourn, together with Henry Bostock from Quy. 
Henry Bostock seems to have started his dissenting career as a Congregationalist, for 
he bore the same name as the man who had acted as host for a large Congregational 
conventicle in Stow-cum-Quy in 1669, which had since petered out. 3 John Prime was 
steadily muicted of his household goods and farm stock for attending meetings and 
non-payment of tithes. He must have been a very substantial yeoman for, between 
1673 and 1679, five horses, twenty cows, corn, pigs and household goods valued by 

1 Aynslo was not a Cambridgeshire man. According to the register, he came from Aynsley or Aynsley 
Hall in Northumberland. There was at least one gentry family of Aynsley in Northumberland (John  Burke, 
History of the Commoners, i ( 1836), pp. 588-9) although it was not of Aynsley Hall but of Little Harle. The 
surname seems however to have been fairly common. One John Anesley was exempt from the Hearth Tax 
on the grounds of poverty, M. H. Dodds, History of Northumberland, xii (1926), P. 335. It is therefore 
difficult to know what social status John Aynslo was born to, before he married Tabitha Beadle of Bedford-
shirein 1657 and settled in Over, when he was known to the bishop in 1669 as a 'farmer'. 

2  G. F. Nuttall, Early Quaker Letters from the Swarthmore MSS, to 1 66o (1952), no. 367. 
3  See above, P.  78. 
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the Quakers at over ioo in all were taken from him. In 1679 he was still being 
presented with his wife and two daughters for not attending church, and he was 
imprisoned in 1686. His influence must have drawn the meeting at Fulbourn to 
Little Wilbraham, when it was later listed in the Quaker register, for his was the only 
Quaker family there whose births, marriages and burials appeared in the register. 

The meeting at Linton incorporated a handful of convinced Quakers from the 
parishes round about, most of whom had appeared in prosecutions since the 16505, 
like Walter Crane of Horseheath, Richard Webb of West Wickham and John Webb 
of Baisham. John Webb's family were the only Quakers in Balsham, but he held 
meetings regularly in his house. Before 1670,  the family of John Harvey, a grocer of 
Liriton, seems to have been the only Quaker one in Linton, from the register, although 
as many as ten people were caught attending meetings there in that year. The move-
ment obviously gained momentum after 1672, and half-a-dozen families in Linton 
town then had their family events recorded in the Quaker register. Linton Meeting 
grew into a sizeable and strong one and had its own meeting house by the early 
eighteenthcentury,' although it may have suffered a little from the arrival, relatively 
late on the scene, of Congregationalism in the place. 

CONCLUSION 

The distribution of early dissent in Cambridgeshire shows that, on the whole, once 
a parish was touched by dissent, it was vulnerable to dissenting opinions in more 
than one form. Once nonconformist ideas were circulating at all, argument could 
easily develop, and the nonconformists of a single parish were liable to split their 
allegiance between the Baptist, Quaker, or Congregational churches. This did not 
always happen, but it happened in a significant number of places. 2  The Baptists of 
Over were of course early engaged in theological debate with the Quakers, and by 
1669 Congregationalism had got a considerable hold there as well. The dissenters of 
Willingham were divided between Quakerism and Congregationalism and so were 
those of Oakington. Balsham had both early Baptists and early Quakers; and 
Meldreth, which was sending a couple of Quakers to meeting in Royston in 1655, 
was a Congregationalist stronghold by 1663.  Doctrinal convictions not only divided 
villages, but even families within them. The uncommonly named Peacheys of Soham 
not only provided elders of the Quaker. church, but also a member of Holcroft's 
church, listed in 1675, who was later  admitted to the Rothwell congregational church. 
The process of fission and struggle amongst the denominations continued, not only 
in the period of the conversion under the Commonwealth, but under persecution., 
when Quakers first appeared in Little Wilbraham to challenge the Congregational 
family there. It also continued after Toleration. The Congregationalists then moved 
into the Baptist centre of Melbourn, and the Quaker centre of Linton. 

1 This was demolished after purchase by the Loyal Order of Ancient Shepherds in 1921. Cambridge 
University Library, W. M. Palmer Collection B4/1. 

2 See Map A (p. 70). 
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This pattern of the distribution of early dissent within Cambridgeshire, and its 
definite regional concentration, deserves further explanation. No doubt the simple 
process of discussion and argument was partly responsible. Once established in one 
village, nonconformist ideas tended to spread to the villages round about. But other 
factors must surely have been involved to explain the definite lines of demarcation 
which appear on the map between dissenting and conformist areas, and these would 
repay investigation. 

NOTE ON THE COMPTON CENSUS 

The degree of reliability of the Compton Census has been a matter of debate for some 
time (see the bibliography given by H. C. Johnson in his introduction to the Warwick 
County Records, vii (1946), pp. lxxviii—lxxx). One party feels that the number of 
dissenters was deliberately underestimated for political reasons in the return. C. W. 
Chalkin, in his article (' The Compton Census of i 676—the dioceses of Canterbury 
and Rochester ', A Seventeenth Century Miscellany, Kent Archaeological Society 
Records Publication Committee, xvii, 1960, pp. 153-74), agrees that there was 
probably underestimation of nonconformists, although this may not have been 
intentional. The other side feels, from a comparison of the numbers of presentations 
in Act Books and Quarter Sessions minutes with the number of dissenters recorded 
in the census, that at least all active dissenters were probably numbered in it. 

I have found that the census certainly records far more dissenters in the diocese 
of Ely than the visitation returns nearest to it in date. Whereas a group of ten or 
more dissenters stand out as a significant number in 1676, a group of only five 
presentations for dissent stand out in the same way in the episcopal visitations of the 
diocese in 1679 and 1682. Even where an impeccable nonconformist source of the 
right date provides evidence on the size of one particular dissenting group in various 
parishes, like the list of members of the Baptist congregation of Fenstanton and 
Caxton in 1676, or the names of those Quakers distrained on for meeting under the 
Conventicle Act of 1670 in the Volumes of Sufferings, the numbers given never 
approach the numbers given for the same parishes in Compton, which should, of 
course, have included dissenters from all groups, and which should therefore be 
larger. The only exception to this, which might cast doubt on the accuracy of the 
census rather than tending to confirm it, is provided by the Congregational church 
list of 1675, in which the total number of Congregationalists given, for instance, in 
the parishes within and around Cambridge exceed the total number of all dissenters 
for the area in Compton. However, the list is so corrupt (see above )  p. 76, n. i) that it 
cannot carry much weight. On the whole, therefore, the Ely section of the census 
seems to give a more complete record of the strength of dissent in the diocese than 
any other which is available. 

On the other hand, I have also found that calculations based on the frequently 
made assumption that the census includes all adults aged 16 and over, give total 
population figures considerably below those based on, for instance, the 1664 Hearth 
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Tax. (Contrast C. W. Chalkin, art. cit., who feels the chief use of the census is as 
a guide to the size and distribution of population.) Miss Anne Whiteman, of Lady 
Margaret Hall, Oxford, who is at present editing the census for the Staffordshire 
Historical Collections, has been good enough to tell me that those original parochial 
returns which survive for the census indicate that the figures were made up on all 
sorts of different bases : inhabitants over 16 including servants ; inhabitants over 
16 excluding servants ; men only ; families ; and so on. In the circumstances, unless 
the original parochial return exists, it is impossible to be certain exactly what the 
figures entered in each column of the census represent. No original returns have 
been found for the diocese of Ely. This means that great caution must be employed 
in using the census, and that it is a difficult or impossible source on which to base 
estimates of total population, even if not of dissenters. 

I am very grateful to Miss Whiteman for letting me have this information before 
the publication of her definitive edition of the census, and for sparing time to com-
ment on an earlier draft of part of this paper. I am also much indebted to Mrs Dorothy 
Owen, the Ely diocesan archivist, as well as to those ministers and chapel secretaries 
and elders who have helped me at various times by producing their records, and to 
Mr Tibbutt, who lent me his transcripts of the Great Gransden Church Book and 
the Rothwell Church Book. I should particularly like to thank Mr Andrew Smith, 
of Emmanuel Congregational Church, Cambridge, who, with extreme generosity, 
lent me his own notes, and guided me to much material I would otherwise have 
missed. 
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REVIEW NOTE 

County of Cambridge, vol. I: West Cambridgeshire. Royal\Commission on Historical 
Monuments (1968). 6. 6s. 

This is a most welcome successor to the R.C.H.M.'s two volumes on the City of 
Cambridge ; it is only sad to realize how long it is likely to be, before the eastern half 
of the county is covered in similar detail. 

The arrangement is as usual for these volumes, with a long preface, covering in 
brief but informative summary such aspects as geology and village geography, 
building materials and methods of construction. It also draws attention at some 
length to certain buildings, both ecclesiastical and secular, or to their internal 
features or fittings, which are considered particularly noteworthy. A final section of 
the preface, after alluding briefly to prehistoric, Roman and Saxon features, deals 
with medieval and later earthworks and cultivation remains. 

The bulk of the volume consists in the inventory—parish by parish, in alphabetical 
order. There is also a list of moated sites, an armorial index and a glossary of technical 
terms, as well as a useful list of the illustrations, arranged under parishes. 

The illustrations themselves are, of course, numerous and detailed, and a great 
pleasure to browse over. They include several colour-plates (some reproductions from 
old estate maps were my especial delight), and some illuminating aerial views, as 
well as many interior details. The text also holds a large number of useful maps, 
plans and architectural drawings. 

The terminal date for these inventories has now been brought down to 1850, and 
many smaller domestic buildings have been included. One of the most interesting 
aspects, to my mind, is the classification of house types, and the sections on ' verna-
cular architecture ', and such subsidiary buildings as bake-houses or pigeon-cotes. 

The area covered (of which there is a i -inch map in an end-pocket) comprises the 
whole of the county west and north of the River Cam or Rhee, and south of the 
Cambridge–Huntingdon road. 

It is evident that a great deal of original research has gone into the compilation of 
this volume, and into the inspection and recording on the ground which preceded 
it. We are most grateful to have it in print at last. 

A copy of the book is being placed in the Society's room at the Museum of 
Archaeology and Ethnology. 	 M. D. C. 
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