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JOAN LIVERSIDGE 

HONORARY SECRETARY OF THE CAMBRIDGE ANTIQUARIAN SOCIETY, 1955-1981 

1  Apicius, Barbara Flower and Elizabeth Rosenbaum (1958). 
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her extensive knowledge and in addition called forth some charming domestic touches - a combination 
which is the essence of Joan ; the whole project brought her great interest and keen enjoyment, both 
of which can still be shared by those who see the final display. 

When she came up to Newnham College in 1934 she had planned a career as a musician. But her 
health and the interruption of the war caused her to turn comparatively late to the serious study of 
archaeology. Under the sympathetic guidance of J. M. C. Toynbee she undertook a survey of 
Romano-British villas (for which she was awarded an M.Litt. in 1949); she developed a speciality in 
the art of the province, in Roman furniture (on which she published a valuable book in 1955) and 
the evidence of everyday life. The breadth of her scholarship is seen in her largest book, Britain in the 
Roman Empire (1968), which brought her a wide and continuing readership. She became a Research 
Fellow of Newnham College and was elected a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries in 1951. 

Among professional archaeologists it is perhaps especially as an authority on Roman wall-painting 
that she is best known - both for her work on the material they excavated and in numerous publications. 
Many excavation reports have been enlivened by her acute observations. She solved the problem of 
the high cost of coloured plates by developing a useful scheme of colour identification on black and 
white drawings. In 1980 she founded an International Seminar to further the subject and edited the 
first volume of its Proceedings, Roman Provincial Wall-painting of the Western Empire (1982). At the 
second meeting in Paris also - which ill-health prevented her attending - another new paper of hers 
was read. 

Joan Liversidge was a Founding Fellow ofLucy Cavendish College and she served on the Governing 
Body from 1965 to within a few weeks of her death. She was College Lecturer and director of Studies 
in Archaeology and a valued member ofthe Education and Fellowship Committees. As Praelector from 
1970 to 1982 she ensured that the College's graduands appeared at the Senate House in good order, 
and she presented them in beautifully rendered Latin. The College was also privileged to hear her play 
the piano from time to time, and the College garden benefited from her knowledge and interest. 

Lucy Cavendish College has attracted many mature students to read archaeology and Joan's high 
standards of scholarship and her thorough and sympathetic teaching greatly inspired Lucy Cavendish 
undergraduates. Supervisions were characterised by a kind and hospitable welcome, which Joan 
extended to all her visitors. 

Her great learning was lightly borne, for she was a friendly and homely personality ; a pupil arriving 
for supervision might well find the chairs occupied by balls of wool, catalogues of plants or sheets of 
music, for she continued to play and was a fine pianist. Her many pupils recall with gratitude her real 
and practical interest in their work and subsequent careers. 

MARY CRA'STER 
MARIE LAWRENCE 

GRAHAM POLLARD 
JOYCE REYNOLDS 

Countless students of Roman archaeology, professional and amateur alike, have good cause to 
remember Joan. Many will have sat through her supervisions in her crowded Museum office, or in 
her book-strewn study. And many more will have read and absorbed her books, which so successfully 
illuminated Roman Britain and its wider aspects. For, notwithstanding a quiet and unassuming 
personality, she had that happy and enviable knack ofputting over her subject with skill and enthusiasm 
and, above all, with a deep learning, the fruit of a lifetime of assiduous study of the evidence. 

Circumstances prevented Joan from travelling anything like as much as she would have liked, and 
her inclination was not for field archaeology. She thoroughly enjoyed visiting sites, and I have the 
happiest memories of showing her our schoolboy efforts at Grandford, near March, in 1962 and, two 
decades or so later, our work for the British Museum at Stonea. How interested and supportive she 
was ! But her real involvement lay in the realm of museum and study. She very early conceived an 
interest in Roman villas in Britain, and wrote them up in thesis form. Out of this grew a lifetime's 
work on the interior decoration of Romano-British houses. Furniture in Roman Britain (1955) was an 
early and successful venture, but the main effort was directedat the study of wall-plaster. Techniques 
designed to retrieve information from painted wall-plaster that survives just in fragments were evolved 
in the 'thirties, but began to be widely applied only in the post-war years. Joan was to play one of the 
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very key roles in this work, as several general surveys and countless reports on the plaster from villas 
and town-houses show. Now classic sites like Winterton, Gadebridge, Brantingham, Verulamium 
and, above all, the unique Christian house chapel at Lullingstone, come readily to mind, to name just 
a few ofher many projects. Interpreting these difficult vestiges ofoften complex scenes is a task requiring 
vast patience and determination, coupled with a fine visual memory of the comparative material - all 
qualities that Joan had in abundance. Latterly, indeed, she was able to bring together students of 
wall-plaster for a conference - the first no doubt of many. 

Her interests did of course extend far beyond the realm of wall-plaster and furniture, and she wrote 
with authority on numerous other classes of artefact. But it is the more general books that many will 
remember with particular pleasure. There was an early Roman Britain, published by Longmans in 1958 
and, from the same house, a Roman Gaul (1974), a brief sketch that merits wider attention. Here will 
be found one ofJoan's firmest convictions, that Roman Britain must needs be seen in the widest context 
in order to set the province in perspective. However, it was in her Britain in the Roman Empire, published 
in 1968, that the definitive statement was made. This superb and massive book, researched in meticulous 
detail and couched in an approachable style that appeals both to student and layman alike, immediately 
became a standard textbook. On the one hand, it attacked the ' isolationist ' view of Roman Britain 
and, on the other, it brought together a vast amount ofhitherto obscure information. It will long remain 
a classic, especially when taken in conjunction with the slighter but so very useful Everyday Ljfe in 
the Roman Empire (1976). 

These services to the world of scholarship, both popular and academic, are reason enough for 
gratitude. But she adumbrated the cause of Cambridgeshire archaeology as well, as is witnessed by 
a string of articles in these Proceedings and elsewhere. There was a particularly good general survey 
of Roman archaeology in the volume edited by J. A. Steers for the British Association meeting in 
Cambridge in 1965 and, more recently, a paper on the cemeteries (PCAS, LXVII (1977), 11), an area 
of study that, rightly, she felt to be neglected by those responsible for setting up excavations. And, 
above all, there was encouragement for those working in the region, not least myself. 

The latter years brought frailty, but no less enthusiasm for her subject. How good it was to show 
her the Thetford Treasure, and to see her excitement over this fabulous gold and silver, and to go round 
together our new Romano-British display at the British Museum, when it opened in October 1983. 
Like myself, many will count it a privilege to have been taught by, and to have worked with Joan, 
and it is good that she was able to set down in writing so much - and so well - of what she knew 
and thought. These books and papers are lasting memories of a scholar whose role in the advancement 
of Romano-British archaeology can already be seen as truly significant : for both as a scholar and as 
a person she was a very special lady. 

TIMOTHY POTTER 

PUBLICATIONS 

Reviews are not included in this list. 
PCAS = Proceedings of the Cambridge Antiquarian Society. 

'Tables in Roman Britain.' Antiquity XXIV (1950), 25-9. 
'Painted wall-plaster from Roman villas in the Cambridge region.' PCAS XLIV (1950) 9  13-17. 
'A Roman shale table-leg from Dorset.' Antiquaries Journal xxxi (1951), 193-4. 
' Shale foot of a Roman table from Upper Langridge Farm.' Proceedings of the Somersetshire 

Archaeological & Natural History Societyfor the year 1951, XCVI (1952), 233. 
'A new-year lamp from Ely.' PCAS XLVII (1953), 40 ('Archaeological Notes'). 
' Painted wall-plaster', pp. 47-50 of' Verulamium 1949 ', Transactions ofthe St Albans and Hertfordshire 

Architectural and Archaeological Society (1953). 
' The Thornborough barrow.' Records of Buckinghamshire XVI (1) (1953-4), 29-32. 
Furniture in Roman Britain (1955). 
' Furniture, furnishing and fittings.' The Archaeological News Letter vi (2) (1955) 9  46-9. The issue is 

subtitled ' Report of the Conference on Romano-British villas'. 
'A hoard of Romano-British ironwork from Worlington.' PCAS XLIX (1955), 89 ('Archaeological 

Notes'). 
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' Kitchens in Roman Britain.' The Archaeological News Letter VI (4) (1957), 83-5. 
' Roman discoveries from Hauxton.' PCAS LI (1957), 7-17. 
Roman Britain (1958). 
'Wall-painting in Roman Britain: a survey ofthe evidence.' Antiquity and Survival II (4) (1958), 373-86. 
'A new hoard of Romano-British pewter from Icklingham.' PCAS LII (1958), 6-10. 
' Roman kitchens and cooking utensils ', pp. 29-38 of B. Flower and E. Rosenbaum, [Apicius] : The 

Roman Cookery Book : a Critical Translation of 'The art of cooking ' ( 1958). 
'Pottery from a Roman well in Coidham's Lane, Cambridge.' PCAS LIII (1959), 55-6 ('Archaeological 

Notes'). 
'Appendix 2, the painted wall-plaster,' pp. 254-7 of 'A Romano-British Villa at High Wycombe.' 

Records ofBuckinghamshire XVI (4), 1959. 
'A new Roman shale table-leg from Dorset.' Antiquaries JournalxL (1960), 72-3. With R. N. R. Peers. 
'A bronze bowl and other vessels from Icklingham, Suffolk.' PCAS LV (1961) 9  6-7. 
' Cirencester : Romano-British wall paintings from the Dyer Court excavations, 1957.' Transactions of 

the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Societyfor 1962, LXXXI (1963), 4 1-5. 
'Interior decoration: Greece and Rome' Encyclopaedia Britannica XII (1964), 475. 
'Archaeology: the Romano-Bntish period', pp. 125-32 of J. A. Steers, The Cambridge Region (1965). 
' Greece, Rome ', pp. 14-18 of H. Hayward, World Furniture : an Illustrated History (1965). 
Britain in the Roman Empire (1968). 
'Art and architecture in Roman Britain'. History of the English Speaking Peoples I (1969), 109-12. 

[a part-work]. 
' Furniture and interior decoration', chapter 4, pp. 127-72 ofA. L. F. Rivet, The Roman Villa in Britain 

(1969). 
' Wall-paintings from Verulamium ', pp. 87-93 of G. de G. Sieveking, Prehistoric and Roman Studies 

(1971); also published as The British Museum Quarterly XXXV (1-4). 
' Brantingham Roman villa : discoveries in 1962.' Britannia IV (1973), 84-106. With I. M. Stead and 

D. J. Smith. 
Contributions to the Supplement to Enciclopedia Dell'Arte Antica Classica e Orientale VIII (Rome, 

1973). 
Roman Gaul (1974). 
'Wall-painting', pp. 200-3 of David S. Neal, The Excavation of the Roman Villa in Gadebridge Park, 

Hemel Hempstead (Reports of the Research Committee of the Society of Antiquaries of London, 
xxxi) (1974). 

Unsigned articles on classical subjects in H. Osborne, The Oxford Companion to the Decorative Arts 
(1975). 

'Painted wall-plaster', pp. 199-201 of Peter Marsden et al., ' Excavations on the site of St Mildred's 
Church, Bread St, London, 1973-74 ', Transactions ofthe London & Middlesex Archaeological Society 
XXVI (1975), 171-208. 

Everyday Life in the Roman Empire (1976). 
'Woodwork', chapter 12, pp. 155-65 of D. Strong and D. Brown, Roman Crafts (1976). 
'Winterton wall-painting', pp. 272-87 of I. M. Stead, Excavations at Winterton Roman Villa (Dep-

artment of the Environment Archaeological Reports IX) (1976). 
' Roman burials in the Cambridge area.' PCAS LXVII (1977), 11-38. 
' Recent developments in Romano-British wall painting', pp. 75-103 of J. Munby and M. Henig, 

Roman Lfe  and Art in Britain B.A.R. XLI (1) (1977). 
'Wall-paintings', pp. 139-45 of I. M. Stead, Rudston Roman Villa (1980). 
[Editor], Roman Provincial WallPainting ofthe Western Empire (B.A.R. International series CXL (1982). 
'Wall painting and stucco', chapter 4, pp. 97-115 of M. Henig, A Handbook ofRoman Art (1983). 
Report in G. Meates Lullingstone Roman Villa II, (in the press). 

J. D. PICKLES 



ANTLER CHEEKPIECES FROM EDMUNDSOLES, HASLINGFIELD, 

CAMBS 

WILLIAM J. BRITNELL 

This short note is intended to draw attention to the very close similarity between the pair of antler 
cheekpieces recently published in these Proceedings (Miller and Miller 1982, p. 58, fig. 1 5, said to be 
' of early Iron Age pattern '),l  with the small number of single examples from Britain published several 
years ago which it was argued were of later Bronze Age date (Britnell 1976, fig. 1). The Edmundsoles 
examples would seem to be the only pair from Britain, and it is unfortunate that, like so many of the 
British examples, independent dating evidence is so poor. The only other recent finds of this type in 
Britain that are known to me are one complete and one fragmentary example from a Late Bronze Age 
occupation site at Runnymede Bridge, Egham, Surrey (Longley 1980, 27, 29-30, fig. 14, nos. 37-8). 

The central perforation of the Edmundsolés examples would have been intended to hold a 
mouthpiece ; the upper and lower slots would have held the leather cheek-straps of the bridle (Britnell 
1 976, fig. 3 ; Longley 1980,   fig. 1 5). It is interesting to note the close similarity in the decoration of 
the pair from Edmundsoles with that on the single example from Washingborough Fen, Lincs. (Britnell 
1976 9  fig. 1, no. 7). In each case this appears as a decorative band to either side of the point where 
the cheek-straps would have joined the cheekpiece. In the case of the Edmundsoles pieces there is some 
difficulty innvisaging how the cheek-straps could have been fixed to the antler tines. Other British 
examples of this type seem to have secured the cheek-straps by one to three lateral peg-holes, or by 
allowing the strap to pass right through the tine, or by securing it with pegs driven into each end. Only 
one of the Edmundsoles cheekpieces is said to have a longitudinal perforation, but it is not stated 
whether this extended as far as the adjacent strap socket. Possibly the pair is unfinished, and they may 
indeed have been found with antler manufacturing debris (Miller and Miller 1982, 58). To be certain 
of this, however, it would be necessary to look for the absence of any wear caused by the bit around 
the central perforations ; this is a distinctive feature of the other British examples which were discarded 
after having been used. 

REFERENCES 

Britnell, W. J. (1976). 'Antler cheek-pieces of the British Late Bronze Age.' Antiquaries Journal LVI, 
24-34. 

Longley, D. (1980). ' Runnymede Bridge 1976 : excavations on the site ofa Late Bronze Age settlement'. 
Research Volume of the Surrey Archaeological Society, no. 6. 

Miller, T. E. and Miller, M. (1982). 'Edmundsoles, Haslingfield.' PCAS LXXI, 41-73. 

NOTE 

1 The captions of the four illustrated views would seem to have become transposed during publication : the 
caption for top right should be ' inside view ' ; that for bottom left should be ' convex view' ; that for lower 
right should be ' concave view'. 



ANTLER CHEEKPIECES 

Fig. 1. Pair of antler bridle cheek-pieces from Edmundsoles, Lingey Fen, Haslingfield. Scale 5/6. 

Note by C. A. Shell and M. D. Cra'ster 

The longitudinal perforation in one of the pair of cheek-pieces does extend to the strap socket, but appears on 
the whole to be accidental, and in any case leaves the problem of the other sockets unresolved. A suggested method 
of attachment is sketched in Fig. 2. As the slot for the straps widens behind the opening, it would be possible to 
attach these quite firmly by first inserting a small peg or toggle, then passing the strap around it, so that the 
combined width of the peg and strap is greater than that of the opening. Soft leather, or leather softened in water 
could more easily be attached in this way. The pair of cheek-pieces is highly polished, well finished, and also shows 
definite signs of wear at the ends of the central perforations which held the bit and reins; this is particularly evident 
on the outer corners, i.e. on the decorated sides. 

Fig. 2. A suggested method of attaching the two cheek straps of the bridle to the antler cheek-pieces by means of a 
toggle wedged in the slot. 



RESCUE EXCAVATIONS AT COW LANE, GODMANCHESTER, CAMBS. 

DURING 1984 

DAVID HAIGH 

Rescue excavation and survey work were undertaken during the destruction of a Roman and Iron Age 
cropmark site at Cow Lane, Godmanchester by gravel extraction during 1983-4. It formed part of 
a larger field system associated with the Roman farmstead and Iron Age settlement at Rectory farm 
(Scheduled Ancient Monument No. 133), which was itself associated with a possible villa lost during 
the earlier gravel extraction here, when apparently stray finds of worked masonry were recovered 
(P. Carter, pers. comm.). This part of the site was threatened in December 1983 and a watching brief 
was arranged on what seemed to be the most important surviving part ofthe site by Miss Alison Taylor, 
the County Archaeologist (Fig. 1). 

The excavations 

During the next four months a series of small excavations funded by the Manpower Services 
Commission took place, and we would like to record our gratitude to Mr P. Carter the area manager 
for Redlands Quarries, and his foreman. Without their full co-operation and continued assistance we 
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Figure 1. Location plan showing destroyed area and adjacent villa. 
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would not have had access to those areas where topsoil had already been removed, or been able to 
control the depth to which the topsoil was stripped from the areas that we had time to examine. 

Initial work was carried out by Mr P. Croft. He also arranged for computer-corrected plots to be 
made from air photographs of the cropmarks produced by the Cambridge University Department of 
Air Photography. These plots at a scale of 1 : 10,000 were accurate to within about two metres. During 
December and January 1983-4 he excavated two small trenches within the cropmark area in order to 
locate and obtain dating evidence from some of the features shown on the photographs. In April 1984 
quarrying recommenced, and at the request of Mr P. Carter a second attempt was made at recording 
the site by a small team working under Mr D. Haigh (Figs 2 and 3). 

It was agreed that the quarry staff should strip the ploughsoil from each area a few days in advance 
of the rest of the overburden. This enabled planning and selective excavation of part of the site to take 
place during the next two weeks. Initially a basic grid was laid out, and then the features that showed 
up after the initial removal of topsoil were recorded by triangulation, and by limited sectioning where 
time permitted. In this way a basic record was made of some of the features within a 30 x 270 m area 
in the midst of what appeared to be the main cluster of the cropmarks. Owing to the inclement weather 
it was not possible to record the positions of all the features that were initially observed before they 
became obscured by a thin layer of mud (Fig. 4). 

During this time a series of ditches were recorded that corresponded with some of the features 
recorded on the air photographs, as well as a number of both circular and rectangular pits which had 
not been picked up. Three stone-lined kilns which were almost certainly used for corn drying were also 
observed, although it was only possible to examine one in detail. This was shown to have been rebuilt 
at least twice. It was clear however from the surface remains that several other kilns had existed in 
this area, but without additional time it was not possible to record the remaining 300 x 70 m area as 
the Manpower Services Commission scheme responsible for supplying the manpower finished. In 
October 1984 Mr Mark Alexander was able to plot the approximate position of a number of the deeper 
features that were clearly showing, cut into the top of the underlying gravel. The shallower features 
had already been lost during the removal of the rest of the overburden. His additions have been 
incorporated into the published excavation plan. 

It must be emphasised that the plans accompanying this report record only those features that were 
clearly showing at the time that the planning took place. It was clear from Mr Croft's report and from 
my own work that the apparent absence of cropmarks on the air photographs between the area where 
we were working and the Scheduled Monument to the north was due to the increase of overburden 
rather than the absence of archaeological features. The increased depth of the overburden meant that 
the archaeological features were not cut into the gravel and therefore did not show as anomalies in 
the drainage of the area. 

Conclusions 

The results of the excavation can be briefly summarised in the light of the earlier excavations carried 
out on the adjacent Scheduled Monument by Professor W. H. C. Frend during 1966-9. He discovered 
evidence for the existence of a Roman aisled barn of second/third-century date with at least five corn 
drying kilns and a number of other pits and ditches. He also revealed earlier Iron Age occupation on 
the site as well as Mesolithic and Neolithic activity, but was unable to define these phases of occupation 
clearly. 

Our own excavations clearly showed that we were working in an adjacent part of the same settlement 
complex with both Early and Late Iron Age occupation preceding Roman cultivation systems which 
dated from the early second to the late third centuries A.D. We were unable to define which of the many 
cropmarks clearly belonged to which phase of settlement due to the lack of excavation time, but it 
was clear that the field system was relaid out on several occasions. As with Professor Frend's 
excavations, we also noted that there appeared to be a break in activity in the site during the first century 
A.D., and that activity appeared to have ceased at about the end of the third century. We also noted 
the presence of Neolithic flints and recovered a fine polished stone axe, although no attempt could 
be made to record these finds systematically. 

It seems likely that we revealed a further part of a large and successful agricultural settlement with 
the emphasis on corn production. The numerous corn-drying kilns and the possible grain stores 
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identified from their sunken rectangular foundation trenches go well with the results of Professor 
Frend's excavations, where he revealed an aisled barn, a type for which there are many other parallels. 

Only a summary of the features found on the site is given here, first those found by Mr Croft and 
then the ones which were recorded by Mr Alexander and myself. 

STRATIGRAPHY 

The features are listed under three separate site codes. Mr Croft's work was carried out in two small 
trenches GCL/83/1/1— and GCL/84/2/1—. The other features were recorded under site code 
GCL/84/I/ 1— and then numbered consecutively to GCL/84/I/28. 

Trench 1 (GCL1831111—) (Figure 2) 
This trench revealed the remains of a flat-bottomed steep-sided gully 0.8 m wide and preserved to a depth of 

0.4 m (1), as well as two possible postholes (7) and (8). The other features initially identified by him proved on 
excavation to be areas of root disturbance. 
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Figure 2. Plan of 1983 excavation by Paul Croft (principal features). 
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Figure 3. Plan of 1984 excavation by Paul Croft (principal features). 

Trench 2 (GCL1841211 —) (Figure 3) 
This trench contained two separate layers of features, first a large pit-like feature containing a series of 

charcoal-rich layers (8--1 1). This was revealed in the section and its full extent is unknown. Adjacent to this was 
a thin spread ofcharcoal and burnt daub (6) cut into the disturbed subsoil (3). This layer was covered by a build-up 
of fine sandy silt deposits (2, 4 and 7) to a depth of c. 0.15 m. Into this was cut a narrow V-shaped ditch which 
would have originally been 1.2 m deep. Adjacent to this was a scatter of stone fragments. 

GCL184/I/1 -28 (Figure 4) 
V-shaped ditch running N—S across the site and surviving to a depth of c. 1.00 m. Filled with a dark brown 

sandy loam 1OYR 3/2 over slightly more silty darker deposits which in turn rested on an initial silting which 
reflected more closely the gravelly subsoil into which the feature was cut at the point where we sectioned it. This 
feature, like the others excavated here, seemed to have been filled with material washed into them from the adjacent 
ground surfaces. This means that the fill of the excavated features gave some idea of which areas had a build-up 
of organic and domestic rubbish around them. 

V-shaped ditch running parallel to (1); both features were only exposed during cleaning ofthis area by hand, 
as the upper fills were virtually identical to the surrounding subsoil. This meant that only a short length of each 
of these two features was clearly visible. This feature seemed to be shallower than (1) and may well have had a 
more U-shaped profile. It was not however fully excavated. Both these ditches seemed to have been following 
a slightly curved course. Both these features would have been approximately 2 m deep, allowing for the depth 
of soil removed from this area by machine. It is tempting to suggest that this ditch is the same feature that shows 
clearly on the air photograph plot ofthe site, and that it is the same as the ditch which was unexcavated but recorded 
lying between features (10) and (15). 

The shallow remains of a ditch-like feature that was c. 1 m deep and survived the scraping of the site only 
in short stretches. This was however clearly distinguished where it survived, because it was filled with a darker 
sandy clay silt (10YR 3/4) rather than the lighter soils of the majority of the other features. It was not possible 
to be certain of its shape due to the poor state of survival of the feature ; however, it seemed to have a U-shaped 
profile and was approximately 0.5 m wide. 

Shallow V-shaped ditch which would have been c. 1.5 m deep. Filled with a sandy silt loam (7.5YR 3/4) 
with slightly coarser sandy initial silting where it cut into the gravel. 

(5, 5 a) Substantial V-shaped ditch, apparently recut on a slightly different alignment from (9). This survived 
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to a depth of 1.2 m and was almost 2 m wide for the whole of the exposed length. The fill within this feature was 
similar to that found in the other ditches, with the exception of the upper fill which was a fine sandy silt loam. 
After the removal of this upper fill the lower levels were renumbered (5 a). The initial silting here was almost pure 
gravel washed from the sides of the ditch to reduce the V- to a shallower U-shaped feature and reducing its depth 
by almost 0.3 m. This feature could be traced to the very edge of the quarried area and is shown clearly on the 
air photograph plot, as is feature (6). 

V-shaped ditch of similar size to (5) and running parallel to it. This feature too was cut sufficiently deeply 
into the underlying gravel for it to be preserved after the other features had been lost at the edge of the quarry. 

V-shaped ditch of similar size to (5) and (6) and running parallel to them. This was not fully sectioned due 
to a lack of time, but appeared to be similar to the others. It is strange that this feature does not seem to show 
as a crop mark whilst the others which are so close stand out so clearly. It is probable that the explanation for 
this lies in the shape of the slight gravel outcrop, which correlated with the clearest distribution of the cropmarks 
here. 

This at first sight appeared as a small rectangular area, defined by several phases of recut shallow ditches 
filled with a coarse sandy clay loam with a high content of charcoal, although there was no sign of burning having 
taken place in or near any of the excavated areas. Closer investigation of this area showed that the ditches were 
all part of a series of recuts of a right-angled corner of a larger enclosure which was partially recorded on the 
air photographs. It was hoped that the reason for the mass of charcoal in these ditches would become clear if 
the area was partially excavated. Sections cut through these ditches showed that they were all shallow, with none 
of them being more than 1 m deep, given the estimated depth of the removed topsoil. The charcoal fragments 
were regrettably too decomposed to retain any clear structure. After cutting a couple of sections and cleaning 
the area for recording, it was decided not to concentrate on the area. It was hoped to return to it during the course 
of the summer, but this proved impossible and the opportunity to investigate this area in detail was lost. 

This appeared to be a recutting of ditch (5); if correctly correlated with the air photograph, this appears 
to form part of a rectangular enclosure 18 x 27 m. The profile of this feature and its fill were similar to that of 
(5) ; however, it was slightly narrower and cut less deeply at the point where it was sectioned. 

Short length of a shallow ditch exposed when the area around the junction of ditches (4), (5) and (9) was 
being cleaned. This was a flat-bottomed feature c. 1 m wide which would have been approximately 1-1.25 m deep 
before the removal of the topsoil. It was filled with a fine sandy silt. 

A short length of ditch similar in almost every aspect to (10), which ran parallel to it. It is possible that 
these two were performing a similar function and that one replaced the other. 

The remnant of a ditch running parallel to (10) and (11) which continued further eastwards before turning 
to form the second side of a rectangular enclosure. Again the feature was obviously a fairly shallow one, being 
no more than c. 1 m deep before loss of the topsoil here. 

Possible continuation ofditch (1), although it is wider and is more likely to be another rectangular shallow 
pit similar in shape to (20) and its unnumbered neighbour. It was not possible to define the north and south edges 
of this feature clearly, nor to excavate it. 

Partly excavated rectangular pit similar to (20) but apparently smaller. 
Partly excavated V-shaped ditch. 
V-shaped ditch at north end of the site. 
Shallow U-shaped curving ditch that appears to be part of the circular cropmark recorded on the air 

photographs. This feature had a coarse sandy silty clay fill with flecks of charcoal in it. The finds suggest that 
it was part of the Iron Age settlement, although not enough of the feature was excavated to be certain of this. 

Unexcavated ditch recorded as a soilmark only. This appeared to have a darker fill than the other features 
in this area, which appeared on initial inspection to be a fine sandy silt loam. 

Unexcavated ditch. 
Two rectangular flat-bottomed pits with straight sides and rounded corners which were cut 0.75 m into 

the subsoil. Given that approximately 1 m oftopsoil had been removed from this area it is suggested that originally 
these were between 1.5 and 2 m deep. Only one of these (20) was partly excavated, but the neighbouring feature 
was only cleaned and photographed, and partial excavation was abandoned due to lack of time. 

All these rectangular pit-like features seem to have had a much more uniform fill, showing that they were not 
exposed long - or weathering would have taken place - and that they were all filled with domestic rubbish. It 
is probable that these features were cellars or hollowed areas below slight storage barns or small huts within a 
field system rather than just rubbish pits. 

The following features were observed but not excavated by Mr M. Alexander. The observations were made 
during the removal of the lower levels of overburden, so only the traces of the deepest features in this area were 
recorded. 

Oval pit. 
Series of intersecting ditches of which only traces remained. 
Two intersecting ditches. 
Ditch. 
Ditch. 
Rectangular pit. 
Ditch. 
Rectangular pit. 
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The other unexcavated features included at least three and possibly up to six corn-drying kilns. These showed 
as oval or circular spreads of charcoal with scatters of burnt stone and fragments of tile. Only one of these was 
cleaned and photographed ; this consisted of an oval setting of tile and sandstone blocks on a cement base, with 
sandstone blocks forming a kerb round the outside and defining the stokehole. The upper levels had been destroyed, 
but there was evidence that the kiln sides had been rebuilt at least once, as a row of blocks survived on a slightly 
different alignment adjacent to one of the kiln sides. 

THE POTTERY 
Mrs J. Pullinger 

The pottery recovered from this area of the Cow Lane site suggests that the area was occupied during the Iron 
Age, and from the second half of the second century to the late third century in the Roman period. There is 
apparently a break in the occupation that coincides with the start ofthe Roman occupation. Early Iron Age sherds 
were found in ditch (6) and in ditches (1, 4 and 5 a) where they occurred with Romano-British sherds. Feature 
(3) in GCL/83/1 (root disturbance), contained Late Iron Age sherds (Belgic) and four other sherds of Iron Age 
'A' type. All the early sherds were black or buff, some showing signs ofburnishing, with one exception, a fragment 
of shell- and grog-tempered ware. 

Iron Age sherds also came from features (22), (25) and (26), which were observed during the final stages of 
stripping. These deposits were not excavated, but were recorded as traces cut into the underlying gravel. The finds 
were recovered at this level as they lay on the newly exposed surface. There were only seven finds in all from these 
three features. 

All the ditches with the exception ofditch (6) contained Romano-British sherds. These included imported Samian 
ware, one with a potter's stamp (?AESTIVI) from Central Gaul, one Rhenish ware base, Nene Valley colour-coated 
wares, black-burnished Dorset type ware, and locally made coarse grey, black and shell-tempered wares. Features 
(1), (23), (24) and (27) all produced Romano-British sherds, but again in insufficient quantity to provide a firm 
date for the features. 

Surface finds also collected by Mr Alexander included a fragment of a stamped Samian base from a large bowl 
and a fragment of a decorated Samian vessel, possibly of Form 37. These pieces are probably of second-century 
date. A piece of red-polished ware, probably a bowl with a wide-flanged rim dating from the mid to late third 
century, was also found. 

The excavated area (Trench I) produced similar sherds with the addition of one amphora fragment and six 
mortaria fragments. The finds in this area may well have been dumped from the neighbouring villa. 

The presence of Nene Valley colour-coated ware (mostly from the third century) and the absence of late third-
and fourth-century red-polished Oxford type ware indicate a date range ofmid to late second century to the second 
half of the third century. 

Samian 
Most of the fragments were of plain bowls or cups, but there were three sherds of Dr. Form 37 decorated bowls 

and one profile of Dr. Form 32 with part of a potter'stamp, FLO - probably FLORI from Central Gaul, which 
came from feature (13). 

Ditch (1) contained the base of a bowl with a potter's stamp, ?AESTIVI, from Central Gaul and a fragment 
of an incised decorated vessel which is not commonly found in Britain and probably comes from Eastern Gaul. 
These sherds appear to range in date from the mid second to early third century. 

This report by D. Haigh summarises work carried out at Cow Lane during 1984 by various members 
of a Manpower Services Commission-funded team working for the County Archaeologist Miss Alison 
Taylor. There were three main phases of work organised by Mr Paul Croft, myself and Mr Mark 
Alexander, the findings of which are included here together with a report on the finds provided by 
Mrs J. Pullinger, whose assistance is much appreciated. The finds and original excavation notes are 
all deposited at the Norris Museum, St Ives. 





A ROMAN STONE COFFIN FROM STUNTNEY AND GAZETTEER OF 

SIMILAR COFFINS IN CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

ALISON TAYLOR 

In February 1981 a farm machine subsoiling on Thorney Hill, Stuntney, near Ely, struck and broke 
the lid of a stone coffin. The owner of the land, David Morbey, notified the author immediately and 
arranged for men and machinery to lift the coffin. It was necessary to remove the coffin the following 
day and so only the contents and sufficient soil to loosen the coffin were excavated. 

The site lay on a small fen-island of Kimmeridge Clay at about 8 m O.D., just east of Ely. The coffin 
was buried on a local high point, with the land sloping down to Rolls Lode, an ancient tributary of 
the River Ouse, about 200 m to the west. 
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The coffin (Figure 1), which was aligned approximately east—west, was made of Barnack-type stone. 
It was 210 cm long, 35 cm deep and 85 cm at the widest point, narrowing to 30 cm at the head and 
50 cm at the feet (outside measurements). The walls were 10 cm thick. The coffin lid was flat on top 
and dished inside. There was an irregular hole that had been covered by small pebbles at the base of 
the head-end. The top of the coffin was about 50 cm below present ground level. The skeleton within 
represented an adult male, probably in his late twenties, approximately 5 ft 9 in tall (see below). The 
body had not been moved significantly after flesh had decayed. The legs had been bent up as if to fit 
the body into a confined space, although its estimated height should have allowed it to lie fully stretched. 
There were no grave-goods apart from two Bos tarsal bones. It was not possible to examine the site 
for features outside the coffin. 

The shape of the coffin, which somewhat resembles conventional modern ones, is unusual for the 
Roman period, when most such coffins were simple rectangles. However, comparisons of all coffins 
of this type recorded in Cambridgeshire reveal some limited variety in their dimensions and outlines 
(Figures 2-5). Of the 20 further examples whose shape is known, 8 are rectangular, 8 taper slightly, 
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2 have rounded ends and 2, from Water Newton and Castor, have shaped ends and tapering forms 
similar to the Stuntney example. 

Because they are such unmistakable, large and imperishable objects, stone coffins are often found 
where no lesser feature would be noted, although our information about their contexts is generally 
very poor. Clearly they were used in different burial rites and with no especial significance attached 
to the use ofstone, presumably excepting the added status it gave. One example, Barton, was in a barrow 
and two, Litlington and Arbury Road, Cambridge, were in chambers of stone or chalk. At St Neots 
the post-holes that held structures to help position the coffins were excavated. At least five sites have 
produced two or more coffins together, and there have been 17 reported from Chesterton, Peterborough, 
most of them from the same area. At Castor and Litlington burials not in stone coffins shared the 
cemeteries, and this was probably the case on other sites. Burials at Alwalton, Cambridge and Castor 
included rich grave-goods, but others, such as St Neots and Stuntney, definitely contained no artefact 
at all. Three coffins had lead linings. Male and female burials occur about equally and are sometimes 
found as a pair. The burial at Upton was a child, sex unknown, of about 9 years old. Where dating 
evidence is found it lies within the third or fourth centuries A.D. 

The majority of the coffins occur, naturally enough, in the wealthy and well-populated Peterborough 
area, near the Barnack quarries where they originated. It is more surprising that six have been reported 
from roads leading out of Cambridge, which was a small town with no known stone buildings. Roman 
finds are reported near most sites but, except where they are found near towns such as Cambridge 
and Durobrivae, their relationship to settlements is uncertain. 
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Human skeletal remains from a stone coffin at Stuntney 

F. V. H. Powell 
The surviving skeletal remains represent a male aged between 25 and 35 years, probably in his late twenties. The 
condition of the bone is very good, with only minor damage. All of the skeleton is represented except for both 
patellae; several small bones of the hands and feet are also missing. 

The skull is complete with no wormian bones, metopic suture, or parietal foramina. The orbits both display 
supra-orbital notches and the left orbit shows very slight osteoporosis. The dental formula is: 

K7654321-Y2345672' 
7654324 -Y-234567 

As can be seen, the mandibular third molars are congenitally absent. The ante-mortem tooth loss of the right 
maxillary third molar probably occurred relatively shortly before death, as there is very slight alveolar resorption. 
General alveolar resorption, due to periodontal disease, is marked with moderate calculus build-up. There is slight 
gonial eversion. 

The post-cranial skeleton, in general, shows a moderately muscular individual with an estimated stature of 
173.90 cm (approximately 5 ft 9 in). The ulnae, radii and fibulae display marked interosseous crests. There is no 
marked discrepancy between the left and right long-bone measurements except for the clavicles. The left clavicle 
measures 153 mm long and 10 mm in diameter, while the right measures 147 mm long and 13 mm in diameter. 
As the right clavicle shows a more marked muscular development, this may be evidence for right-handedness. 

Evidence for osteoarthritis is marked on the ocromial facets of both clavicles and scapular acromions; and there 
is marked lipping of the dens facet and dens of the atlas and axis and the intervertebral facets of the remaining 
five cervical vertebrae. 

Two Bos tarsal bones were included with the remains. 
Details of the measurements are held in the county sites and monuments record. 
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Roman stone coffins in Cambndgeshire (Figures 2, 3 and 5) 

Parish 	 Description 	 Present location 	Reference 

Alwalton Male burial with ' silver plate', glass, ? 
jet and bronze ornaments, coins 
and a piece of white wood inscribed 
with Greek and Latin words, found 
1754 

Barton Female burial in a barrow with 2 bone ? 
pins, pottery, bird bones and animal 
teeth. Layer of stones in place 
of lid 

Bourn ' Others believed to have been found CAAM 
with it' 

Broughton Contained 2 ' vases ' Rectory garden 
Cambridge, Arbury Road Male and female burials in 2 lead- CAAM 

lined coffins, one in a chalk 
mausoleum. Third to fourth century 

Cambridge Documentary reference to coffin taken ? 
to Ely for St Etheldreda's burial 

Cambridge Coffin with rounded head NE of Castle, ? 
1820 

Cambridge Two coffins. Female burial accompanied One in Fitzwilliam 
by 4 glass flasks, bronze vessel, Museum 
colour-coated beaker, pottery dish 
amulet, 2 jet pins. Nothing survives 
from male burial 

Castor Found with inhumations in wooden Peterborough Museum 
coffins. Female burial with gold 
earrings, silver brooch, bronze 
bracelets, shale spindle whorl, 
bone comb, colour-coated flagon. 
Fourth-century date 

Chesterton (Peterborough) Ten coffins shown on illustration One in churchyard 
Chesterton (Peterborough) Six coffins Two in Peterborough 

Chesterton (Peterborough) One coffin. Male burial. No grave- 
goods 

Eye Second-century pottery around site 
Hemingford Abbots Male burial with third-century 

Castor beaker said to contain gold 
coins of A.D. 50 

Litlington Within stone chamber in cemetery 
St Ives Documentary reference. Eleventh- 

century account of discovery of 
coffin in 1001, containing metal 
chalice and brooches, 2 more burials 
found near by 

St Neots Male and female burials in 2 complete 
coffins plus fragments of another, 
surrounded by occupation debris. 
Disturbed in Roman times 

Stibbington Skeleton and broken urn found in 
stonecoffin, 6ft 8inx2ft 5inx16in, 
without cover 

Stilton Male and female burials (? 1 coffin). 
Found with tiles and pottery 

Stuntney Male burial. No grave-goods 
Upton Child, 9 years old, contained within 

a lead lining decorated with scallop 
shells and twisted cord. Associated 
pot, late third to fourth century 

Water Newton Two coffins, found when Al was 
dualled. One coffin (possibly 
originally from Chesterton) 

Museum? 
Farmyard 

RCHM, 
Peterborough New Town 

Walker, 1908 

Liversidge, 1977, 24 

VCH Hunts i, 264 
Fell, 1956 

Bede's Ecclesiastical 
History, Caius, 1574 

RCHM, Cambridge, i, lxiv 

Liversidge, 1977, 16 

Interim report by 
J. P. Wild, 1968 

Artis, 1828 
Greenfleld, 1958 

Northants Archaeology, 
forthcoming 
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THREE ANGLO-SAXON CREMATIONS FROM GIRTON, 

CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

C. J. ARNOLD AND J. L. WILKINSON 

In 1874 T. Simpson Jones donated three Anglo-Saxon cremation urns and their contents to the 
Powysland Museum, Welshpool, Powys. According to the museum catalogue the collection in the 
nineteenth century was remarkably varied and cosmopolitan. 1  However, as a result of the loss of items 
from the museum, the National Museum of Wales accepted responsibility for safe-keeping elements 
of the collection in 1961.   These items have now been returned, including the three cremations which 
form the basis of this note. 

T. Simpson Jones (1853-1937) was a gentleman of Welshpool, founder and first secretary of the 
Powysland Club, who was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge before entering Lincoln's Inn in 
1880.2 It seems likely that the items he donated to the museum were collected whilst he was studying 
at Cambridge, although only the cremations now survive. Apart from items ofgeological and zoological 
interest, including a stuffed cygnet killed on the Cam, Jones also donated Anglo-Saxon spearheads and 
amber beads from Cambridgeshire. 3  

The Museum catalogue provides brief details of the discovery of the cremations which, although 
from an unlikely source, may add to knowledge of the Girton cemetery. 4  Jones may have acquired 
the urns in 1871 when work was in progress on the College. 5  

Three cinerary urns, probably Anglo-Saxon, found at Girton. About a mile and a half out 
of Cambridge, on the Huntingdon road, whilst draining the grounds of the Ladies' college 
at Girton, the workmen struck into a number of cinerary urns, five of which at least were 
completely destroyed ; however these three were preserved, and are tolerably perfect, one being 
nearly perfect, and the other two can be pieced so as to show the size and shape of the vessels. 
The trenches in which they were found were from eighteen inches to two feet in depth. 6  

The descriptions given ofthe vessels match the three extant vessels precisely, except that faint decoration 
on one was overlooked. However, few of the grave-goods survive, and they and the cremated bone 
are contained in two bags with a variety of labels. Given the recent history of this group there must 
be doubts about the integrity ofthe samples. Analysis ofthe bones does in fact suggest that the contents 
have in part been mixed. For the purposes ofpresentation and documentation the vessels and the bone 
samples will be considered separately and the original urn numbers used. The vessels are not listed 
in Myres' Corpus. 7  

The Cremation Vessels 

Pot. Catalogued as ' the largest urn eight inches high . . . and nine inches diameter in the 
bulge . . . with no ornamentation '•8  This is identified with the vessel (Figure 1) which is globular, the 
rim absent, dark grey vesicular fabric. Decoration is present in the form of three very lightly tooled, 
continuous horizontal necklines above three-line pendant triangles. Max. Diam. 225 mm, h. max. diam. 
99 mm. 

Pot. Described as being ' seven and a half inches high on top of rim . . . and seven inches 
diameter . . . between the bulge and the neck, it is encircled by six rude lines, and below, similar rude 
lines are drawn in zig-zag form down to the base ' . 9  The vessel (Figure 2) is sub-biconical in a dark 
grey fabric with sparse surface grit, the base slightly rounded. The decoration on the neck and shoulders 
consists of six continuous tooled lines, above three-line pendant triangles. H. 170 mm, max. diam. 
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Figure 1. Girton : cremation urn ' 1 '. Scale 1 :2. 

2. 

Figure 2. Girton : cremation urn ' 2 '. Scale 1:2. 
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180 mm, h. max. diam. 88 m, rim diam. 113 mm. 
Grave-goods. Described as ' a piece of bone comb, and small iron tweezers, both . . . lost '.'° 
3. Pot. The vessel was described as being ' four and a half inches in height, and its diameter . . . six 

inches, and at the orifice four and a half inches . . . The neck is encircled by two rude lines, between 
which are thirty circular impressions like Maltese crosses ; from the centre of the bulge, on which are 
six slight protuberances at equal distances, there are lines running to the base, between which lines 
are impressions as above, and various other impressions.' 11  The bowl is dark grey and buff in a fine 
fabric, with shoulder bosses, decorated with a row of stamps between single continuous necklines, the 
vertical bosses emphasised by two or three vertical lines on each side. There are stamps on the bosses 
and in the intervening areas. H. 120 mm, max. diam. 157 mm, h. max. diam. 65 mm, rim diam. 108 mm. 

Stamps. A4aii, Ala, ASgi, A5d. 12  
Grave-goods. With the burnt bones were ' a glass bead of a greenish blue colour, and two fragments 

of glass, which seem to be half melted beads 1
. 13  
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Figure 3. Girton : cremation urn ' 3 '. Scale : pot 1 : 2 ; stamp impressions 1 : 1. 

The Cremated Bone and Grave-goods (not illustrated) 

The cremated bone and fragmentary grave-goods were contained in two bags ; that described here as Sample 
A was within vessel 1 and contained also two sherds belonging to that vessel. The other, Sample B, was in vessel 
2 with three joining sherds from vessel 2 and four sherds of pottery which are not Anglo-Saxon. 
A. General. Mostly white in colour, about 10% charred, moderately crushed. Total weight, 435 g. 

Skull. Forty-two fragments, mostly of vault, the largest 4 x 4 cm, maximum thickness 7 mm ; includes frontal, 
parietal, occipital and squamous temporal bones. The few sutures present were probably fused endosteally. Eight 
charred bones, also the thickest, are parietal and occipital. Two zygomatic fragments include part of the orbital 
margin. Three ethmoid and 1 maxillary fragments. One 3.5 cm charred piece of left petrous temporal bone. No 
tooth, 1 possible mandibular fragment. 

Vertebrae. One thoracic transverse process, 1 spinous process, 10 pieces of cancellous bone, possibly from 
vertebral bodies. 

Ribs. Articular heads of 3 ribs, 1 charred fragment of shaft. 
Upper limbs. One 4 cm piece of charred lateral border of scapula. Humeri : 1 piece of upper and 1 of lower 

articular surface, 1 5 shaft fragments, cortex up to 4 mm thick. Forearm bones : lower articular surfaces of left 
radius, charred, 1 large-diameter (male-type) fragment of radial head, 2 pieces of charred radial shaft, 4 uncharred 
shaft fragments. Eight probable shaft fragments of ulna. (See also Sample B below.) 

Pelvis and lower limbs. Hip bones : 2 pieces of acetabular surface with large, male-type concavity. One ischial 
tuberosity and a piece of pubic bone. Six pieces of cancellous bone. Femora : 16 shaft fragments, 3 of which are 
charred, maximum length 4.8 cm, generally robust, 4.5 mm thick, but 8 mm thick at linea aspera; appear to be 
of fairly large diameter though no cross-section of the shaft is intact. Tibiae : 2 pieces of tibial plateau and 2 of 
shaft. Fibulae : 3 robust shaft fragments of intact circumference and 1 of lower end. Feet : 1 charred second 
metatarsal, distal shaft and head and one other metatarsal fragment. No phalanges. 

Other bones. Forty-eight unidentified long bone fragments less than 2 cm in length. 
Conclusions. Sex : male according to thickness of skull, humeral shaft cortex, femoral diameters and estimated 

acetabular size. Age : adult, probably over 30 years according to fusion of skull sutures, though this is an unreliable 
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criterion. All bones are of adult proportions. Pathology: nil noted. Type of cremation: the presence of so much 
charring suggests that the amount offuel was barely adequate. The distribution ofcharring suggests that the body 
was lying on its right side and that the head and lower extremities were away from the centre of heat. 

Grave-goods. One piece of flint 15 x 8 mm, 1 piece of cowrie shell, probably Cypraea tigris L.,14  6 substantial, 
and many small fragments of iron. One at least is thin, curving sheet metal 1 mm thick, too fragmentary for 
identification. 

B. General. Overall white colour. Total weight, 341 g. There are 8 charred fragments which are considered to be 
from Sample A. 

Skull. Thirty fragments, mostly of vault, the largest being 3.6 x 3 cm. All of slender build. The midline vault 
is 3 mm thick, but many fragments are only 2 mm thick. Two sutures are unfused, 1 suture probably fronto-parietal 
is fused endosteally. One ethmoid, 2 maxillary and 3 mandibular fragments. One damaged molar crown, some 
enamel persisting, probably unerupted (? third molar). 

Ribs. Five fragments, up to 2.6 cm long. 
Vertebrae and pelvic bones. Nil. 
Upper limbs. Humeri : 1 3.4 cm piece of upper articular surface, 1 piece of lower articular surface. Six shaft 

fragments, the largest 4 cm long and 3 mm thick. Forearm bones : 16 small fragments of shafts. Hand : one head 
of proximal phalanx. 

Lower limbs. Femora: 4 pieces oflower (condylar) surface, 32 shaft fragments up to 5.4 cm long, generally about 
4.5 mm thick, 8 mm at linea aspera. Tibiae : 3 fragments oftibial plateau, 4 pieces ofshaft up to 6 cm long. Fibulae: 
5 shaft fragments up to 4.2 cm long. Feet : 3 probable pieces of metatarsal shaft, one damaged metatarsal head. 

Other bones. Thirty-eight small fragments oflong bone ofindeterminate location. Note. Eight charred fragments 
of femoral shaft (3), ulna (2), radius (1), skull vault (1) and one indeterminate are much more robust than all 
others in Sample B but consistent with those in Sample A, and are probably resultant upon accidental 
intermingling, probably after excavation. 

Conclusions. Sex : female, according to thickness ofvault, femoral and humeral shafts. Age : young agult (?20-25 
years) on basis of unerupted molar crown and thin skull bones with some sutures unfused. Pathology : nil noted. 
Cremation : probably more efficient than for Sample A. 

Grave-goods. Three joining fragments of iron, forming fine rectangular-sectioned bar with one broken and one 
pointed end, and one fragment bent over into U shape, 56 mm long, max. 7 mm wide, possibly part of pair of 
tweezers. One pierced spheroid glass bead 6 mm diam. burnt light brown. One flint flake, 10 x 9 mm. 

Discussion 

A comparison of the original descriptions of the urns and their contents with what pertains today 
suggests that a degree of confusion has arisen. There is no mention of cremated bone or grave-goods 
with vessel 1, but they are mentioned with 2 and 3. We may therefore assume that the two samples 
of bone reflect the original situation. Both bone samples contain- iron fragments, but they cannot be 
shown to be from the same artefact ; however, only vessel 2 is claimed to have had an iron artefact, 
described as tweezers. Fragments of what might be tweezers were located in Sample B. Vessel 3 
contained a glass bead, which may be the bead also located in Sample B. This might lead to the 
conclusion that the two samples have been mixed, but only partially, because apart from the eight stray 
bone fragments in Sample B the integrity of the bone samples does not appear to be in doubt. 

However, to leave the matter there would be to accept two fundamental assumptions. One is that 
all the grave-goods were originally found ; those located may not be those originally described, and 
the bead and iron fragments may be additional to those originally listed. The comb fragment and iron 
tweezers from vessel 2 were originally described as lost. The colour ofthe glass bead is specified, whereas 
that listed here has been burnt and is light brown, not blue-green. While there are the bones of two 
individuals in bone Sample B, this does not necessarily imply that mixing has taken place, as the 
presence of more than one individual in cremation urns has been suggested elsewhere.' 5  On balance 
it would seem that the grave-goods originally described have been lost, that mixing of the bone samples 
is not definite, and that it is not possible to assign bone samples to their respective vessels. 

Little can be said about the surviving grave-goods because of their fragmentary nature. The cowrie 
shell in Sample B can be added to the list of about 25 occurrences of cowries of Mediterranean or 
more easterly origin. As here, few identifications of the genus of cowrie have been definite. Their 
distribution is concentrated in areas of England, the Yorkshire Wolds, Kent and the Cambridge region, 
with sporadic occurrences westwards into Wiltshire. The symbolism of cowrie shells in antiquity has 
recently been discussed.' 6  

The types of form and decoration represented in the three urns are relatively common, especially 
those with horizontal and diagonal decoration. Urns with bosses, as in the case of urn 3, are generally 
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dated late in the pagan period by Myres, 17  and those with such incised decoration, as seen in urns 1 
and 2, are of less specific date. In an analysis of the relationship between urn shape and decoration 18  
it has been suggested that wide pots are earlier in the period than narrow examples (particularly because 
of the rarity of stamped decoration on narrow vessels) ; bosses tend to occur on wide urns whilst 
diagonal decoration is predominantly found on narrow and medium-width vessels. Stamped decoration 
occurs mostly on narrow types. The study of such patterning is in its infancy ; they are not in themselves 
designed to be a dating tool for all cremation urns. 
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THE CHURCHES OF ASHLEY AND SILVERLEY 

ROBERT HALLIDAY 

INTRODUCTION 

Ashley-cum-Silverley, commonly known as Ashley, is a medium-sized Cambridgeshire parish of 2,225 
acres, with a population of 494 (1981 census), in Cheveley Hundred in the south-east of the county, 
three miles to the east of Newmarket (Figure 1). 

The location of the original settlements of Ashley and Silverley is uncertain, for they have merged 
into one village community, situated centrally within the parish and grouped around a green (which 
was built over in the late nineteenth century) and a pond. However, remains of the medieval churches 
of Ashley and Silverley are still visible. 

The tower of All Saints' Church, Silverley stands in a small wood at a road junction about a mile 
to the south of the village (0.5. grid ref. TL 7045 6022). 

The site of the church of St Mary, Ashley is represented by an overgrown and neglected churchyard 
standing in isolation approximately one mile to the east of the village (O.S. grid ref. TL 7113 6156). 

By the start of the nineteenth century both of these churches had fallen into ruin and the villagers 
were using a parochial chapel as their place of worship. Traditionally known as ' The Old Chapel', 
this was a small timber-framed building, standing by the village green to the south east of Ashley Hall 
(0.5. grid ref. TL 68856154). 

In the Victorian period a new parish church was built (O.S.-grid ref. TL 7003 6165). The chapel 
subsequently fell into decay, eventually being demolished. 

None of the four places ofworship in this little-known parish has been studied before, and this paper 
will attempt to examine their history. 

HISTORY 

The Anglo-Saxon period 

Evidence suggests that the forest cover of the East Anglian boulder-clay belt in the south-east 
Cambridgeshire hundreds of Cheveley and Radfield was not cleared before the middle Anglo-Saxon 
period. The nuclei of village settlements lie at the junction of the boulder-clay deposits and the chalk 
downlands, which would have made practical bases for forest clearance, while parish boundaries follow 
a strip-like pattern, allocating each settlement a share of both soils.' Place names also suggest that 
settlement in this area originated from Anglo-Saxon forest clearance. 2  

Ashley-cum-Silverley is the northernmost parish in Cheveley Hundred. The river Kennett runs 
through Dalham to the east, where it has cut a valley into the chalk. The medieval parish church of 
Ashley lies at the top of a chalk ridge against the boulder-clay deposits ; Silverley church lies further 
south on the edge of the exposed chalk soils of the Kennett valley. These two sites could mark the 
location of the Anglo-Saxon settlements of Ashley and Silverley, but this should be investigated by 
fieldwalking. 

The Middle Ages 

Ashley and Silverley appeared in the Domesday survey as manors on the estates ofthe De Vere family. 
Silverley was a Cambridgeshire community of somewhat less than average value and importance, while 
Ashley was one of the smallest manors in the county. 3  

But, as is usual with the Domesday record of Cambridgeshire, there is nothing in either entry that 
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Figure 1. Ashley-cum-Silverley, Cambridgeshire. 

would indicate the presence or absence of a church, and documentary evidence for churches in the 
two villages comes later. 

The rectory of Silverley became a possession of Hatfield Regis priory in Essex, a Benedictine house 
founded by the De Veres in 1135. Although no contemporary record of the endowment has survived, 
the institution registers of the diocese of Norwich contain a short entry concerning a vacancy in the 
living of Silverley in 1475, which states that the advowson had been presented to the priory in 1177. 
This could be the earliest evidence for the presence of a church at Silverley. 

In 1229 Robert de Guisnes, the De Veres' mesne tenant of Ashley, acknowledged his knight's fee 
there to belong to Thomas de Lavenham and John Beecham, two other mesne tenants of the same 
family, with the specific exception of the advowson of the church. 5  

The first source to provide certain proof for the presence of churches at Ashley and Silverley is the 
Norwich Valuation of 1 254, which recorded both villages as separate parishes. Silverley was considered 
to have been worth £10 6s 8d, an average amount for a Cambridgeshire parish, although £5 of this 
was due from the prior of Hatfield Regis as rector. Ashley was valued at twenty shillings, one of the 
lowest assessments in the county. 6  

The two villages were also recorded in the Taxation ofPope Nicholas IV in 1291. Silverley was valued 
at £17 6s 8d, again an average sum for a Cambridgeshire parish, although £6 13s 4d of this was due 
from the prior of Hatfield Regis. Ashley was assessed at £4 6s 8d, a remarkably low figure considering 
that benefices valued at less than £4 were exempt from the taxation. 7  

During the thirteenth century the Knights Hospitallers of Chippenham accumulated property in 
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Ashley and Silverley, and eventually half of their demesne came to lie in these two villages. 8  One of 
their greatest benefactors was William Ranulph who, shortly before the enactment of the Statute of 
Mortmain, established a chantry for himself and his family at Ashley to be maintained by the order, 
endowing it with sixty-five acres of land. 9  

In 1338 the Hospitallers' estates in Ashley and Silverley were considered to form a separate Camera 
of their order, and a chaplain was kept there with an annual stipend of five marks to pray for the souls 
of the Camera's benefactors, probably at William Ranuiph's chantry. 10  

Ashley and Silverley must have begun to merge into a single community towards the end of the 
thirteenth century, for at a Quo Warranto enquiry in 1300 the jurors of Cheveley Hundred declared 
that Silverley was a hamlet and that Ashley and Silverley formed one gelding and one tithing." 

Fourteenth-century tax returns therefore record the two villages as 'Ashley-cum-Silverley 1 . 12  Yet the 
Poll Tax of 1377 recorded 116 taxpayers in the two communities, and there is no evidence for 
depopulation.' 3  Instead it seems that settlement contracted and shifted to its present site in the process. 

The Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries 

Little material concerning Ashley and Silverley survives from the later middle ages, but the sixteenth 
century is reasonably well documented. 

The population of the two communities can be estimated from the lay subsidy of 1522-4, which 
recorded thirty-six heads of households;' 4  the Bishop's return of 1603, which recorded 120 
communicants ;15  and the hearth tax returns of 1666 and 1674, which recorded forty-three householders 
and forty-one householders respectively ;16  suggesting an average of between 150 and 200 inhabitants. 

Testamentary evidence shows that both parish churches were in use between 1516 and 1 564. Nine 
parishioners asked to be buried at Ashley church, while five asked to be buried at Silverley, and of 
these fourteen, five left money to both churches and a further five left money to Ashley church alone. 
But the only testator to provide information on the plan of a church was Thomas Lancaster, who in 
1516 asked to be buried in Ashley church ' In the aisle before the Trinity altar ', implying the presence 
of several altars in the church, and the possibility that there were side aisles.' 7  

In 1553 the Council of Regency that was governing England for the adolescent Edward VI ordered 
the confiscation of the remaining movable church fittings and ornaments considered superfluous to 
the new Protestant ritual. Silverley church was found to possess two silver chalices, two copes, two 
tunicles, one copper cross and three bells that were hung in the steeple, all of which were taken except 
for one chalice and one cope. Ashley church possessed three sets of vestments, two copes, one copper 
cross and four bells, which were all removed apart from one set of vestments, one cope and one of 
the bells.' 8  

There is evidence that there was also a chapel dedicated to St John at Ashley in the early sixteenth 
century. In 1517 Thomas Smyth, who farmed the hospitallers' estates in Ashley and Silverley and 
resided in their manor farmhouse there, left land in Newmarket in feoffment to pay for masses in ' The 
chapel of St John in the Hallyard ' at Ashley Hall. 19  

Eleven years later his son John Smyth renewed this feoffment to pay for masses ' In the chapel of 
St John at Ashley ', and left eight marks to ' Sir William Shakilton, priest ' to hold memorial services 
there. 2° 

The probate at the foot of the will of William Goddarde of Ashley states that it was proved by the 
archdeaconry officials ' In the chapel of St John the Baptist of Silverley' in 1519.21  This was probably 
the same chapel, the location being confused because of the contraction of settlement in the two 
parishes. 

Since this chapel was located at the Hospitallers' manor farmhouse and dedicated to their patron 
saint it would appear that it was maintained by that order, possibly housing William Ranulph's chantry, 
while William Shakilton may have been a chaplain attached to the foundation. 

There is no evidence that there was any great devotion to this chapel. Of those villagers whose 
wills have survived, only Thomas and John Smyth expressed any interest in this foundation, and this 
might only have been because of their position as tenants of the Hospitallers. 

When the preceptory of Chippenham was dissolved in 1540 its property was granted to Sir Edward 
North (later Baron North), of Kirtling. The establishment's possessions in Ashley included a silver 
gilt chalice and paten, a super altar, a missal, two sets of vestments, two altar cloths, one cruet, a brass 
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stoup, a sacring bell and a corporal with a total value of £4 Os 8d, together with a parcel of twenty 
acres of land. 22  These items probably belonged to St John's chapel, and being the barest essentials 
necessary for the maintenance of Christian worship, they suggest that the chapel was a small 
foundation, where only the simplest services were conducted. 

Edward North also purchased the patronage of Ashley from the De Veres in 1540.23  The rectory 
of Silverley came into his possession as well, and when the living became vacant in 1 554 he appointed 
Geoffrey Jones, then rector of Ashley, to the office. 24  This effectively united the two parishes, and in 
1555 the Bishop of Norwich sanctioned this unification. 25  

Silverley church evidently continued in use until 1562, when Thomas Parker of Ashley left 3s 6d 
for the upkeep of the building, 26  and it may still have been in use two years later when John Colet 
of Ashley requested to be buried in Silverley churchyard. 27  

After this there is a gap in village records. No parishioners' wills have survived from the subsequent 
twenty years, and other documents say nothing about the state of the two churches. But when William 
Harrison produced the second edition of his description of England for Raphael Holinshed's Chronicle 
of Great Britain in 1586 he supplemented a description of the diocese of Norwich with a paragraph 
written in his usual awkward style. 

In the same jurisdiction also there were once 1,563 parish churches and 88 religious houses, 
but in our days I can not hear of more churches than 1,200, and yet of these I know one 
converted into a barn, whilst the people hear service further off upon a green, their bell also 
when I heard a sermon there preached in the green hanged in an oak for want of a steeple. 
But now I understand that the oak likewise is gone. There is, nevertheless, a little chapellet 
hard by on that common, but nothing capable of the multitude of Ashley town that should 
come to the same in such wise if they did repair thither as they ought. 28  

This makes it clear that the chapel on the village green had come into use before 1586 and that one 
ofthe medieval parish churches had passed out ofuse by that date, and implies that settlement in Ashley 
and Silverley had moved to its present site by then. (It also suggests that the parishioners cared little 
for their spiritual wellbeing.) 

William Harrison confessed that, excepting visits to fellow  antiquaries in London, Cambridge and 
Oxford, he had never in his adult life travelled more than twenty miles from Radwinter near Saffron 
Walden in Essex where he was rector. 29  But Ashley and Radwinter are only twenty miles apart, and 
though there is no evidence that William Harrison had any connection with Ashley, nothing need have 
prevented him from visiting the village. It may seem strange that he interpolated this passage into his 
work, but his entire text is interspersed with such digressions. Yet if his narrative rambled, he showed 
no sign of dishonesty. 30  

Although William Harrison did not say which one of the parish churches had been turned into a 
barn, he must have meant Silverley, for villagers asked to be buried in Ashley churchyard in 1588, 
1591 and 1600,31  and in Ashley church itselfin 1602 and 1604,32  but no will mentioned Silverley church. 

The fate of Silverley church is not without parallel, for in 1578 it was reported that the Bacon family 
had turned the parish church at Egmere near Walsingham in Norfolk into a barn (although continuing 
to draw the tithes there). 33  

There is a strong possibility that the chapel at Ashley, having come into use so soon after the 
Reformation, was the Hospitallers' chapel. This is also suggested by its situation within the grounds 
of the modern Ahley Hall, for there is reason to believe that this house occupies the site of the 
Hospitallers' manor farmhouse. 

John Smyth bequeathed his lease of the Hospitallers' estates and manor farmhouse to his 
brothers-in-law, Henry and Stephen Norwich. 34  These latter appeared as tenants of the Hospitallers 
at the dissolution of the order, 35  and their descendants continued as tenants of the manor under the 
North family until the end of the sixteenth century. 36  

The present Ashley Hall, which was the North family's estate farmhouse until 1943, is mostly late 
Victorian, bearing the date 1 893 on a gable end. But some rooms at the rear of the house contain earlier 
lath-and-plaster work, and the six-inch Ordnance survey map of 1 884 shows the site occupied by a 
building ofsimilar plan, also called Ashley Hall. 38  Ownership ofthis house can be traced through census 
returns and county directories to 18 5 1,  when it was described as 'A modern well built mansion ' in 
the tenancy of a Hammond family. 39  The records of the enclosure of Ashley in 181 5  show the site 
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occupied by a farmhouse in the tenancy of the same family. 40  
The North family papers also include leases of the manor farm and farmhouse of Ashley to John 

Crauford of West Wratting in 1753,' and John Roos of Southwell Park at Hargrave in Suffolk in 
1714,42  while a carpenter's bill for repairs to the family's farms at Ashley in 1742 includes payments 
for work in the Hallyard. 43  

The reasons why Silverley church was abandoned or why the Hospitallers' chapel continued in use 
are not clear. But if the population of Ashley and Silverley was no more than 200 and if settlement 
in the parish had shifted to its present site, then these villagers could have had little use for two remote 
parish churches, while they may have maintained the chapel because of its more convenient situation. 

When William Dowsing, the notorious Commonwealth visitor ofchurches, inspected Ashley in 1644 
he can have found little to offend his puritan sensibilities, for he only removed one cross from the roof 
of the church. 44  (By referring to one church in his journal he suggests that the parish church of Ashley 
had fallen out of use by then.) 

Two Eighteen th-cen tury Descriptions 

Two eighteenth-century descriptions of Ashley and Silverley provide information on the churches 
there. 

The first of these is contained in a manuscript in Lambeth Palace Library known as the Notitia 
Parochialis : replies to a questionnaire circulated among English parish clergy in 1705 enquiring into 
the condition and value of their benefices. The survey was probably instituted by Sir Robert Harley, 
though there is no evidence that it was used for any purpose at the time. 

The replies include that of Thomas Serancke, rector of Ashley from 1682 to 1730, who did not 
answer the questions, but instead concentrated on describing the churches under his care. 

Ashley-cum-Silverley . . . have been formerly two distinct towns, but are now united and but 
one town . . . We have the ruins of both churches, but both so dilapidated that they are wholly 
out of use. We bury our dead in the churchyard belonging to Ashley, which is at the distance 
of above half a mile from the town, and that, I presume, was the cause of the church's ruin. 
There are small remains of Silverley church. We have a chapel in the midst of the town which 
is in constant use. It is of very ancient standing, being spoken of by Holinshead as an ancient 
chapel in his time, having the bell belonging to it in a tree, for it was till within [a] a few years 
[ago that] we built up a steeple and repaired and beautified our chapel. 46  

This makes it clear that the medieval parish churches of Ashley and Silverley had fallen into ruin 
by the start of the eighteenth century. Silverley churchyard was not even used for burials. Thomas 
Serancke did not say if he knew anything of the history of Silverley church, but it should be noticed 
that he ' presumed ' that Ashley church had fallen into ruin because of its distance from the village. 
As this church had been in use at the start of the seventeenth century it is possible that its history was 
still remembered, although we cannot know whether his presumption was based upon knowledge or 
mere speculation. 

The chapel had replaced both churches as the village's place of worship, and a tower had recently 
been added. It was already believed to be very old, and Thomas Serancke knew little of its history 
except that it had been mentioned in Holinshed's Chronicle (which he referred to inaccurately, for 
William Harrison made no mention of its age). 

The second description was written by William Cole during a tour of Cheveley Hundred which he 
made in one day in August 1752 (declining an invitation to visit Kirtling Hall as he wished to return 
to Milton that same evening). 47  

At Silverley he sketched the ruins of the church (Figure 2b) and made some notes in his journal. 
There is but one church remaining in this depopulated parish, and nothing of the church but 
the tower, which was formerly a very noble one. It had one of the largest west doors into it 
I almost ever saw for a parish church. There are two or three ruins on the south side, which 
seem to be the remains of the porch, which is all I can say at present, taking the rough draft 
on the side of this, writing while I was on horseback. 48  

These observations show that the church had fallen into complete dereliction. The fact that earth 
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Figure 2. Sketches from William Cole's journal: (a) Ashley Chapel; (b) Silverley Church. 
Reproduced by permission of the British Library. 
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had piled around the tower so that the west window could have been mistaken for a door suggests 
that the churchyard had lain in a state of neglect for a considerable time. 

William Cole then rode to Ashley, where he wrote a disparaging account of the chapel. 
This is one of the meanest and poorest built churches in the whole county of Cambridge. It 
consists only ofa small poor square tower, ifit deserves the name ofone, being built of mortar, 
except the lowest storey, which is of stone, and by its antique appearance seems to have been 
a chapel or oratory in former times. In this turret hangs one small bell. The rest of the building 
consists only of a nave, built of clay and stud work and tiled. The altar stands on one step 
and the old pulpit in the north east corner by it, and the old font at the entrance by the belfry. 
There are no monuments in this church, it not having the right of sepulchre, but the inhabitants 
are buried at old Ashley churchyard, there being only a dilapidated church there which I had 
no opportunity of seeing. This mean chapel stands on a sort of green and in the precincts of 
a farmyard. 49  

The chapel could hardly have been described as an imposing place of worship. William Cole 
considered the lowest stage ofthe tower to have been medieval, and it does have a distinctly antiquarian 
appearance in his sketch (Figure 2a), while the upper storeys must have been added by Thomas 
Serancke. References to ' The old pulpit ' and ' The old font ' might mean that furnishings had been 
taken from the medieval churches. He suggested that the chapel had been the Hospitallers' chapel by 
saying that it lay within a farmyard (presumably of the Hall Farm). 

The most likely explanation for William Cole's failure to visit the ruins ofthe parish church of Ashley 
is that he was in a hurry to go to Cheveley (the next village to be described in hisjournal). This probably 
deprived us of an informative description of the ruins. 

Neither Thomas Serancke nor William Cole appears to have known much of the history of Ashley 
or Silverley. Yet had the replacement ofthe medieval parish churches by the chapel been seen as unusual 
at the time, the process should still have been remembered locally at this date. Since there is no evidence 
that this was so, this was probably seen as a natural course of events, and soon forgotten. 

The Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries 

The population of Ashley increased from the middle of the eighteenth century, 50  standing at 272 
by 1801 and rising to 397 by 1841. The size of the chapel proved so inconvenient that it was considered 
necessary to build a new church (Figure 3 a). 

The scheme to build this church was organised by John Crichton-Stuart, the second Marquess of 
Bute, who had inherited the Kirtling estate in 1802 through marriage to the North family, and the 
principal source of information on the subject consists of copy letters from the Marquess to Mr 
W. Webb. This Mr Webb cannot be traced elsewhere, but he would appear to have been an agent of 
the Marquess. 

Preparations were underway by October 1843, when the Marquess wrote to Mr Webb asking that 
he arrange a meeting of local landowners to discuss raising a rate to finance building the church, and 
have its proposed site surveyed. 5 ' 

The services of an architect had obviously been engaged by then, for in November the Marquess 
wrote to Mr Webb again. 

I have just received a letter from Mr. Ferrey enclosing a plan for the new church at Ashley, 
from which I learn that the expense ofbuilding it, after deducting £50 for the value of carriages 
[possibly the cost of transporting building material], will be £800 or a little more. I therefore 
authorize you to state that I shall subscribe £420 . . . This subscription is in addition to the site, 
which I give as patron. 52  

Mr Ferrey was Benjamin Ferrey who, although seldom remembered now, was considered one of 
the rising architects of the day. Aged thirty-three, he had built up an extensive practice, and he was 
known to the Marquess, having designed the church at East Hyde on his Bedfordshire estates two years 
earlier. Unfortunately we cannot know how he approached this commission at Ashlçy, for most of 
his papers have been lost or destroyed. 53  

After this there must have been a disagreement, for the Marquess's next letter reads as a reply to 
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Figure 3. (a) Ashley parish church: the ruins of the medieval building and churchyard. 
Photographed by William Palmer in 1930. C.A.S. Collection. (b) Ashley-cum-Silverley parish 

church in 1985: the new building, erected between 1844 and 1872. 
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a complaint about the proposed size of the church, stating that a larger building would be unnecessarily 
expensive and detrimental to the interests of the village. 54  In the following letter he spoke more 
forcefully. 

Mr Ferrey took down the plan with him, which was drawn under my particular directions 
to contain 280 people only, but it is unnecessary to correspond further on the subject as I saw 
Mr. Smith [Edward Smith, rector of Ashley from 1835 to 1869] when I was at Kirtling last 
week, and he at once stated to me that the size of the new church was left entirely to my 
judgement. 55  

This shows that the Marquess played an active role in determining the character of the building, 
with Benjamin Ferrey working to his directions, and the rector and parishioners deferring to his 
judgement. He had his way in this dispute too, for the church was eventually built to accommodate 
a congregation of 280. 

The first stone of the new church was laid on 22 June 1844.56  It was a rectangular, single-cell, flint 
building in a simple neo-Norman style with a vestry to the north-east and a bell-cote at the apex of 
the west gable. New furnishings were 'provided, the bell - which had been cast seventy years before 
- being the only item to be re-used from any of the older churches. 57  The new church was consecrated 
on 26 April 1845 and dedicated to the Holy Trinity, the date 1845 being carved on the south face of 
the font to commemorate the event. 58  

By 1871 the population ofAshley had increased to 564, and it became necessary to enlarge the church. 
Having raised funds the parishioners commissioned Clark and Holland, a Newmarket firm of 
architects, to design extensions, and a faculty permitting work to proceed was obtained on 22 May 
1871. 

The builder's contract was given to Robert Tooley of Bury St Edmunds, who added a choir with 
an apsidal sanctuary, north and south transepts and a north-eastern vestry and organ chamber in the 
modest neo-Norman style of Ferrey's original work, while enhancing the comfort of the worshippers 
by installing an underfloor heating system. 

The new work, which cost the parishioners £1,000, was consecrated on 10 October 1872, the church 
being re-dedicated to St Mary, patroness of the medieval parish church of Ashley. 59  The church has 
remained in use since then, requiring no significant repair or alteration. 

After the new church had been built the chapel became the village school, although it was singularly 
unsuitable for this purpose, as it lacked proper furniture and heating, and also served as the store for 
the parish funeral equipment. Visiting inspectors described it as ' wretched ', ' squalid ' and 'neglected', 
and when a new school was built in 1879 the chapel became a barn and then a garage. 6° The tower 
must have been taken down soon after 1845, for none of the older villagers remembers it. 

When the Historical Monuments Commission inspected the chapel in 1952 it was found that the 
plaster had rotted away from the timber frame and that the structure was in danger of collapse. 6 ' By 
1960 it had been demolished in the belief that it was unsafe. 

The churchyard ofthe medieval parish church ofAshley gradually became overgrown, and it is now 
impenetrable for most of the year. 

In 1851 it was reported that Silverley churchyard had recently been forested by the Marquess of 
Bute. 62  This work was probably being carried out while the new parish church at Ashley was being 
built. Eventually the trees grew to the same height as the church tower, and misinterpretation ofa report 
that these trees were unsafe led to an attempted demolition of the tower in 1971. Prompt action by 
the villagers prevented its destruction, but much damage was done, including the loss of almost all 
the upper storey. 63  The remaining portions were preserved, and still stand with an air of neglected 
grandeur (Figure 4b). 

SURVEY OF THE LOST CHURCHES OF ASHLEY AND SILVERLEY 

Silverley Church 

The tower of Silverley Church is a structure of the Decorated style of the later fourteenth century, 
built from flint rubble with limestone dressings. It is three storeys high : until 1971 it stood 14 m high 
(Figure 4a), but now it only reaches a height of 12.5 m. At its base the tower measures 5.5 m square 
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externally (excluding angle buttresses), and 3 by 3.7 m internally. Four staged stone buttresses stand 
at the corners, but the lower stages of the facings have been removed, probably for building material. 
A stone plinth one metre high ran around the base of the tower, most of which has also been removed. 
Three string courses run around the exterior : the lowest (which also forms a hood mould over the west 
window), at a height of 4 m, the upper two at the respective heights of 7.5 and 1 1 m, just below the 
second and third floor windows. Putlock holes for scaffolding have opened in the exterior and interior 
walls. 

The ground floor chamber opened into the church through an archway 2.85 m wide and 6.5 m high, 
which occupies most of the east side. The west wall is lit by an unusually large west window 2.05 m 
wide and 4.7 m high. The window arch is lined with bricks and no remains of tracery can be discerned. 

A spiral staircase in the north-west corner connected with the first floor. The lower stages of the 
stairs and the upper part of the internal wall have fallen away, yet the entire upper circuit of the stairs 
remains in situ, a peculiarity that was commented on by Nikolaus Pevsner. 64  Some plaster remains 
on the walls. During repairs after 1971 the entrance was cemented up, but vandals have cut an entry 
through the exterior wall. 

The second storey formed an intermediate chamber between the church and the belfry. Small 
rectangular windows are set in the north and south walls and a small lancet window is set in the west 
wall, while a quatrefoil opening in the east wall served as a squint into the nave. Ledges for the support 
of floorboards on the first and second floors run around the interior of the tower. 

Most ofthe third storey was destroyed in 1971, but photographs show that it was lit by four windows 
about 2 m high with Y tracery. 65  

Ridges in the ground to the east of the tower appear to represent the foundations of a church 24 m 
long and 5 m wide. Vestiges of a tile roof remain on the east face of the tower, rising from a height 
of 7.7 m to a meeting point 9.25 m above ground level at a pitch of 70 0 • These suggest that the church 
was a simple tower—nave—chance! building. (George Boissier, writing in 1827, before the churchyard 
was planted, said that the church had consisted of a nave, chancel and north and south porches.) 66  

Ashley Church 

In 1852 Edward Kedyngton Bennet of Rougham Hall in Suffolk said that the remains of Ashley 
Church suggested a building of the Decorated period (although offering no explanation for this). 67  
Thirty years later the Rev. John Raven, F.S.A., vicar of St George's church, Great Yarmouth described 
them as no more than 'A few grey masses of masonry 1

. 68  The only known photograph of the ruins 
(Figure 3 b), taken by William Palmer in 1930, shows the grass-covered foundations of a small 
rectangular building. 69  

The churchyard is overgrown, but when inspected by the author in January 1984 it was found that 
winter had reduced vegetation cover sufficiently to render the site accessible, and the remains of the 
church were found to lie approximately 30 m from the south-east corner of the enclosure. 

The base of the west wall was 7.6 m long and approximately one metre high, but a large amount 
of earth was banked around it. The foundation of the south wall stretched for 1 5.85 m, the collapsed 
remains of the north wall forming a pile of rubble about 15 m long and 1.5 m high. All three walls 
were constructed from flint rubble, and no dressing stone could be seen. Loose flints and lumps of 
mortar were scattered over the site. 

No remains of the east wall or any other parts of the church could be seen, but since the soil was 
very disturbed these could lie below the ground. None the less, the visible remains indicate that this 
was one of the smallest churches in the county. 

The Chapel 

The chapel was demolished some time between 1955 and 1960. Fortunately the building was 
inspected by Peter Eden for the Historic Monuments Commission in 1952, 0  and photographed by the 
National Monuments Record in 1955 (Figure 5).71 

The chapel was a half-timber construction, 1 3. 1 m long and 5.2 m wide. The side walls were 3 m 
high, while the roof was 4.5 m high with a pitch of 63°. The timber frame was constructed from vertical 
posts measuring 170 mm by 11 5  mm on 39 cm centres, slotted into top and base plates and strengthened 
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Figure 5. Ashley Chapel in 1955. 
Reproduced by permission of the 
Royal Commission on Historical 
Monuments (England). 



THE CHURCHES OP ASHLEY AND SILVERLEY 	 41 

by diagonal corner braces. The side windows contained three lights and the east window contained 
five lights, each with simple two-centred ogee heads. 

The roofwas ofcrown post design, divided into three bays by ogee-moulded tie beams and principals 
with leaf stop decorations and octagonal crown posts. Slots in the eastern tie beam and its supporting 
posts suggested the former presence of a screen. 

Peter Eden concluded that the chapel had been built in the fifteenth century. Timber-framed places 
of worship from this period are uncommon, so the chapel's loss was most unfortunate. 

The tower was removed during the early part of the nineteenth century, but it had been described 
by the rector of the parish in 170572  and by William Cole in 1752. It was also mentioned by George 
Boissier in 1827, when he described it as a low structure of the Decorated period. 74  

William Cole's sketch suggests that the tower was narrower than the rest of the chapel, and only 
slightly higher. The ground storey, which acted as a porch (and may have been built as such), was 
ofstone, and was possibly the oldest part ofthe chapel. The upper stages, which were of lath-and-plaster 
work, were added in the late seventeenth century to contain a bell. 
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EXCAVATION OF THE TOWN DITCH AT SWAVESEY, 1984 

DAVID HAIGH 

Pollen Report by Dr A. Alderton 

With a note by N. James on a further excavation in 1985 

A short excavation was carried out by a team of archaeologists working for Cambridgeshire County 
Council and the Manpower Services Commission in advance of development at Thistle Green, 
Swavesey. The main aims of the excavation were to confirm the location, date and function of the 
medieval town ditch postulated by Dr Ravensdale in his historical survey of the village. Two trenches 
were excavated which confirmed the line ofthe ditch with its associated bank, and produced finds which 
suggested a thirteenth-century date for its construction. The environmental evidence showed that the 
ditch had been kept fairly clean and normally held standing water. It also seems to have acted as a 
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Figure 1. Swavesey, suggested course of town ditch (west side only). 
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flood defence, before being partly filled in during the fifteenth century. A third section was cut through 
what appeared to be a similar earthwork running southwards from this ditch along the eastern edge 
of Thistle Green. This earthwork turned out to be no more than the natural slope of the ground 
accentuated by the cutting of a nineteenth-century drainage ditch (Figure 1). 

Trench 1 (Figures 2, 3) 
A 4 x 20 m trench was excavated at right-angles across the line of the medieval ditch, where it ran 

adjacent to the modern drain which flows under the bridge known as the Turnbridge. This trench 
revealed a shallow flat-bottomed ditch some 2 m deep and 8 m wide, with steeply sloping sides. The 
ground continued to slope gently upwards on either side to form low ridges 14 m apart. On the south 
side this showed as a slight rise almost 1 m high, and it is suggested that this was formed as the result 
of repeated dumping of silts cleaned from the ditch. On the north side of the ditch, the bank rose at 
a slightly steeper angle until it was cut away by the modern drain forming the boundary ofthe industrial 
area. 

The initial silting in the ditch was a thin deposit of silty clay which had washed in prior to the 
deposition of a layer of marly sediment c. 0.20 m deep which had been deposited within the 
freshwater-filled ditch. The small number of finds from these two deposits, which included a few pieces 
ofpottery and animal bones, shows that the ditch had been kept scrupulously clean, and that domestic 
rubbish was never allowed to accumulate, no doubt because of the ditch's apparent function as a flood 
defence. The pottery suggests a fifteenth-century date for this silty clay and the many deposit. 

The rest of the ditch fill consisted of a uniform mass of clay with slight traces of earth and marl, 
which completely filled the ditch. The same uniform clay fill was found at both the other points where 
the ditch was sectioned. This clay fill appears to consist of the clay subsoil, dug out when the ditch 
was first excavated during the late twelfth or early thirteenth centuries, which had been piled up on 
the inside of the ditch to form the internal bank, which can still be seen adjacent to the castle. After 
the ditch was no longer required, part of it was backfilled with the bank material. It appears that this 
backfilling took place so quickly that few contemporary finds were deposited in it, and the only finds 
from the sections excavated by us were fragments ofanimal bone and pieces of twelfth/thirteenth-century 
pottery. The early date of these finds suggests that the ditch had been deliberately slighted in a single 
operation, and that the finds within it were deposited during the construction of the bank rather than 
during the backfilling. 

It is probable that the ditch had been periodically cleaned out, although there was no sign that silt 
had been dumped on the adjacent banks. Certainly the finds within the ditch silt seem only to have 
accumulated during the fifteenth century. Presumably the ditch silts were either spread on the adjacent 
fields or were piled beyond the bank where they have since been removed during the building of the 
industrial estate. Regrettably it is impossible to tell by using the botanical evidence how long the marly 
deposit took to form; however Dr Alderton has shown that the ditch carried flood water periodically 
and that the normal level of standing water rose gradually during the time that the silting took place. 
It seems clear therefore that the ditch was kept open as much for drainage as for defensive purposes 
and that its importance as a drain increased throughout its life. It is possible that the level of fresh 
water at this time was sufficient to allow hemp retting to take place in an adjacent part of the ditch, 
as Cannabis (Hemp) pollen was present. (We are indebted to Dr A. Alderton for her fascinating pollen 
report for this site, which forms an appendix to this report.) 

Trench 2 

The second trench was opened to examine what appeared to be a continuation of the southern bank 
at right-angles to the medieval ditch. This bank ran along the west side of what was supposed to be 
an eighteenth-century drain running southwards from the Turnbridge ditch, which implied that the 
drain followed the line of an earlier, perhaps medieval ditch. This bank ran parallel to, and c. 3 m from 
the lip of the modern ditch and was therefore unlikely to be formed from silts cleared from the modern 
ditch. The trench showed that the low bank was the edge of a slight change in the level of the subsoil 
which coincided here with the line of the modern ditch. The section was however interesting in that 
it confirmed the nature of the undisturbed subsoil here. 
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Figure 2. Swavesey, location of trenches and ditch sections. 

Figure 3. The town ditch Swavesey, trench (1) looking east. 
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Trench 3 

The third trench was cut to confirm the line of the medieval town ditch at the eastern limit of the 
available piece of ground. It showed that the line of the medieval ditch had converged with the line 
of the modern drain, and only the slope from the southern bank to the lip of the ditch was revealed. 
The lip of the ditch was discernible at the edge of the section. The published third section shows this 
slope. 

Earlier in 1983, Alison Taylor and John Shepperson had noted a section that apparently cut through 
the town ditch further to the west. The cut was made during the construction of a drain outlet and 
adjacent garden wall during the building of the first phase of the development on Thistle Green. They 
referred to the fill of the ditch being a uniform black silt, unlike any found during the excavation. In 
an attempt to resolve this problem it was decided to try to define the course of the ditch westwards 
from the site of the excavation towards the castle. 

The section of ditch and bank between the castle and the north side of the industrial area is well 
preserved, with the bank surviving to a height of4 m and a width of7 m. The ditch is much overgrown 
and partly filled in at its southern end, but is still clearly visible. If the line of the ditch here is projected 
in a straight line across the industrial area, it reaches the modern drain running along the south side 
of the industrial area. This projected line takes the course of the town ditch to the modern drain at 
the point where it runs through two slight bends before continuing on what is otherwise a straight 
course towards the Turnbridge. 

It is suggested that these bends mark the actual point where the modern drain cuts into the line of 
the now filled medieval town ditch. This point is some 5 m to the east of the place where the ditch 
was seen to be full of silt to a depth of at least 2 m. As the present depth of the modern drain is no 
more than 1 m at this point it was assumed that this silt must be the fill within the town defensive 
ditch. Since this point lies outside the proposed course of the defensive ditch and as the fill seemed 
totally different from those seen elsewhere in the town ditch, it was decided the matter needed further 
investigation. 

The depth of the modern drain was measured here using an auger, and again where it ran parallel 
to, rather than along the line of the former town ditch. It was found that the present size of the drain 
is a fraction of its original size and that it was originally at least 2 m deep and some 5 m wide from 
bank to bank. It was clear that the silts revealed on either side of the drain were no more than the 
lower levels of this modern drain, which had not been cleared out properly after being allowed to silt 
up gradually. 

The reasons for the construction and the functions of this defensive work have been discussed by 
Dr J. Ravensdale in his paper on the history of Swavesey (PCAS LXXII (1982-3), 55-8). He suggests 
that the defensive works including the bank and ditch and the castle were probably dug in the last 
quarter of the thirteenth century. 

When the de la Zouch's corn was burned, the church was also attacked and the chest rifled. 
One is tempted to imagine that the defences of Swavesey were, like those of Burwell and 
Rampton in the previous century, merely an emergency measure against the threat from the 
barons in the Isle of Ely, possibly after the assault and burning of 1267. 

However, Dr Ravensdale thinks that the totality of the evidence suggests a longer-term purpose, 
the planning and fortification in the thirteenth century by the Zouch family of what was intended to 
be a town. Whilst this would appear to have provided the initial impetus for the construction of the 
ditch, it is clear that the usefulness of the feature as a drainage channel was such that it was kept open 
until at least the end ofthe fifteenth century. I would also suggest that the large enclosed area of pasture 
within the defence work on the north side of the village was used in time of flood to keep the beasts 
which would normally be allowed to graze on the fen area beyond. The efficacy of the bank and ditch 
as a flood defence was proved as recently as 1947,   and this continued use would explain why the ditch 
was kept open on the sides of the village most exposed to flooding. Support for the dating of the 
earthwork has also been provided by documentary evidence. Dr Ravensdale reports that, in the 1476 
Rental ofJohn Norton, Prior ofthe Carthusians, who had held Swavesey Priory since 1411, the ' Castell 
croft ' and thirteen other pieces of land are described as garisonabilis. While the exact meaning of the 
term in this context is being debated, it might be worth noting that the last time (according to the 
archaeological evidence) when the ditch was cleared cannot have been long after the date of the rental, 
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nor could it be far removed from the period of disorder when old ramparts, capable of being put in 
defensive order, would have been useful. 

The many deposit and the clay filling above it were sampled by Dr A. Alderton of the Fenland 
Research Project. Her findings are published in detail below. The rental referred to by Dr Ravensdale 
is in the Cambridge University Library, EDR D6/1/5. 
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SWAVESEY VILLAGE DITCH - ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 
Dr A. M. Alderton 
A monolith was taken through the primary marl infill ofthe ditch in Trench 1, where it was best developed (c. 15 cm 
thick), 2 m from the southern limit of the marl. Unfortunately the upper boundary was lost in the process. All 
measurements are therefore given in millimetres upwards from the base of the ditch cut. The stratigraphy is as 
follows. 
Stratum 	Depth (mm) Description 
5 	80-106 Pale yellow (Hue 2.5Y 8/4) shell marl with abundant shells, Characeae 

oogonia and ostracods. Some orange mottling. 
Lc Asi Ld + + Dg+ Ag +. 

4 	54-80 Brown (10YR 5/3) silty shell marl with abundant shells, Characeae 
oogonia and ostracods. 

Lc2 AsAgi Ldl Dg+ + upper transition sharp and level. 
3 	C. 48-54 Light grey (2.5Y 7/2) slightly clayey shelly marl, very platy structure. 

Upper boundary partial blue clay lamina/gradual change. 
2 	0-c. 48 Olive grey (5Y 5/2) slightly silty and shelly calcareous clay, 

As2 Agi Lcl Dg+ + Ld + , with laminae of beige shell marl variable in 
thickness (< 0.5-1.5 mm) and frequency. Basal 20 mm unlaminated. Fine 
quartz and flint. 

(Base of ditch) 
I 	0 Dark grey (7.5YR N4.0) oxidising to strong brown (7.5YR 4/6) very stiff 

calcareous silty clay, some mottling. Upper boundary level, slightly 
irregular with tongues of stratum 2 penetrating down. 

The initial fill is a silty clay which above c. 20 mm developed irregular marl laminae increasing in thickness 
upwards. Above 48 mm the sediment composition is more homogeneous, with a clayey marl grading into a purer 
shell marl at the top. Organic remains also increase in frequency upwards, with wood fragments near the top. 
The upper boundary of stratum 5 is irregular, probably due to loading by the overlying fill. 

Pollen analysis (Figure 4) 
Six samples were taken through strata 2, 3 and 4. They were subjected to the current pollen preparation 

procedures of the sub-department of Quaternary Research, Cambridge. A minimum of 500 dry-land pollen was 
counted and the results were given (Fig. 4) as percentages of this figure (the pollen sum). Nomenclature follows 
Clapham, Tutin and Warburg (1962). Pollen concentration (nos/cm 3) values (available from the author) show 
a declining pollen concentration up the profile. The high basal values probably result from slope-wash and the 
decreasing values are due to the increased calcareous precipitation by charophytes (stoneworts). 

The. pollen was all in extremely poor condition, but shows the dominance of herbs and the dearth of trees and 
shrubs. The common herbs are Gramineae (grasses) and the plants from open cultivated or waste ground, Plantago 
lanceolata, Centaurea cyanus, Compositae, Chenopodiaceae, Cruciferae, Rumex acetosa type, etc. Some ofthe grass 
values, along with Cyperaceae, Fiipendula and Thalictrum probably emanated from the fringing vegetation in the 
ditch, but the overall picture is from the surrounding dry-land vegetation. Arable cultivation is indicated by the 
curves for cereal type at the base, and C. cyanus, but weed and pastoral taxa predominate above this. However, 
inferences on changing arable and pastoral land use based on these assemblages are not without their problems 
(Edwards, 1979). 

Evidence of inwash of material from older sediments comes from the presence of pre-Quaternary microspores 
at the base. 

The increase in aquatic taxa through the diagram shows that the water level in the ditch was rising. Salix, which 
was probably growing on the ditch sides, was replaced by shallow-water vegetation comprising Sparganium type, 
Typha latfolia, Menyanthes trfoliata (bogbean) and Hydrocotyle (pennywort). 

One notable occurrence in the pollen assemblages is the continuous curve for Cannabaceae. The majority of 
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grains were too poorly preserved to allow separation of Humulus (hop) from Cannabis (hemp) ; however, of those 
that were securely determinable (Godwin, 1967) only Cannabis pollen was observed. It is reasonable to asume 
therefore that the curve represents only this species. Godwin (1967) and Bradshaw, Coxon, Grieg and Hall (1981) 
review the increasing palynological and documentary evidence for Cannabis cultivation from Tudor times to the 
present day in Britain and Europe, where it is associated with the same clearance herbs as occur here. Bradshaw 
et al. also propose that hemp retting was carried out in pools in East Anglia and Yorkshire. However, at Swavesey 
the amount of pollen is not such as to suggest retting in (at least this part of) the ditch itself, but it cannot be 
ruled out. Also, unlike at the proposed retting pools ofBradshaw et al., no achene ofhemp was found at Swavesey. 
However, it is interesting to note that the peaks in both the percentage and concentration curves coincide with 
the maximum waterlogging ofthe ditch when conditions would have been optimal for retting. It may be that retting 
was carried out in an adjacent length of the ditch. 

Table 1 

Depth (mm) 

20-30 	 30-45 	 60-100 

Potamogeton sp. (pondweed) fruitstone  
Ranunculus subgenus Batrachium (crowfoot) achene  
Lemna sp. (duckweed) fruit 	 - 	 4 	 - 

Plant macrofossils (Table 1) 

No macrofossil was obtained from a sample of horizon 5. However, odd remains were isolated from pollen 
and mollusc preparations. 

All taxa are aquatic, and Lemna favours still or stagnant waters. Charophyte oogonia increase in frequency 
upwards, reaching a maximum in horizons 4 and 5. They prefer still, quiet or even stagnant water, with a sandy 
or muddy floor (Fritsch, 1935). They cannot withstand turbid water, which may account for their scarcity in 
horizon 2. Here there is much more mineral material, indicative of active inwash and a high suspended sediment 
load. Murphy (1983) found a similar sequence in Bronze Age pits at Mildenhall and suggested that during 
occupation of the site pollution and high turbidity inhibited stonewort growth. They flourished only as the water 
became clearer and purer on abandonment. 

Diatom samples taken from each of the ditch-fill strata proved to be disappointingly barren, with only the odd 
degraded Pinnularia sp. from horizons 3 and 4. 

Table 2. Swavesey Village Ditch - mollusc samples 

A 	B 

Valvata cristata Muller 14 130 
Bithynia tentaculata (L.) 91 121 
B. leachii (Sheppard) 50 40 
B. opercula 279 218 
Lymnaea stagnalis (L.) - 20 
L. peregra (Muller) 19 20 
Planorbis carinatus 5 27 
P. sub-genus Planorbis 37 30 
Anisus vortex (L.) 5 9 
Armiger crisla (L.) 65 41 
Hippeutis complanatus (L.) 3 9 
Acroloxus lacustris (L.) 1 4 
Pisidium obtusale (Lamarck) - 7 
Pisidium sp. 1 - 

Succinea cf. putris - 2 

Molluscs (Table 2) 
Two samples were analysed from the marl : (A) from the top of horizon 2 at 30-45 mm and (B) from strata 

4 and 5 at 60-100 mm. After drying, 100 g of each sample was disaggregated in hydrogen peroxide, sieved and 
the molluscs and other remains extracted. All gastropod apical fragments were counted. The counts for bivalves 
are numbers of individual valves. Nomenclature and order follow Kerney (1976) and Walden (1976). 

Identification of some juvenile Bithynia (c. 25 per cent of the total Bithynia individuals) was not undertaken. 
Instead they were separated in the same proportion as the adults. The counts for Planorbis subgenus Planorbis 
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consist of those that cannot be identified to species level with any certainty. However, they can confidently be 
attributed to P. carinatus, as only that species was present. 

If the counts for Bithynia opercula reflect the true numbers of that genus then it dominates both samples. The 
two assemblages are comparable, the only (minor) differences being in the relative abundance of V. cristata and 
the appearance of L. stagnalis in sample (B). 

The taxa are exclusively fresh-water in (A), and there is only one marsh species in (B). There is no inwashed 
dry-land form. The species are characteristic of hard, slow-flowing or stagnant water. Some water movement is 
suggested by the presence of A. vortex and P. miium. B. leachii and P. carinatus indicate a water body of some 
size, not an isolated pool. Many ofthe taxa suggest the presence ofplants, and several prefer thickly weeded water. 
A fringing vegetation would have supported S. putris. 

Bones 

Small amounts of bone were recovered from the two mollusc samples and identified by Dr A. J. Stuart. The 
bones were extremely fragmentary. 

Sample (A) produced bones (including a maxilla) of frog, not identifiable to species. Sample B contained spines 
and body armour of 3-spined stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus L.) and an unidentified amphibian. 

The pits from the fen-edge site at Mildenhall also contained bones of frog and stickleback (Murphy, 1983). 

Conclusions 

The ditch section studied should be somewhat characteristic of quite a length of the ditch, as the marl did not 
develop in an isolated pool as certain molluscs indicate. It was a large water body, suggesting widespread 
waterlogging. The biological evidence shows that this was a permanent base-rich weedy ditch, probably with at 
least some periodic water movement. Initially the water was shallow, and as the water level rose aquatic plants, 
molluscs and fish moved in. Stoneworts could grow and facilitate development of a marl. 

The surrounding area was already extensively cleared of woodland and some arable cultivation was going on. 
Cannabis was growing locally and/or retted in the ditch during its wettest period. 
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An archaeological investigation within the fortified  enclosure at Swavesey, in 1985 Nicholas James 
In 1985 the County Archaeology Office conducted a small excavation in advance of building the club 
house for new tennis courts within the enclosure adjacent to the site of Swavesey Castle. Thanks are 
due to Drs Ravensdale and Richards for advice. 

The enclosure occupies a gravel terrace to the north-west of the market place. We cleaned down 
to the gravel without finding any clear feature. In addition, a sondage was cut at the inner edge of 
the bank, confirming that the stratigraphy was undisturbed by cultural activity : this means that except 
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at the north-west corner of the enclosure, where it forms a considerable mound, the bank itself was 
a relatively modest earthwork. Our excavation corroborates Ravensdale's and Haigh's suggestions that 
the enclosure was not used intensively and the ridge-and-furrow within and outside remains undated. 
A fuller report is filed with the County Archaeology Office. 





EXCAVATION OF A MEDIEVAL BRIDGE AND TWELFTH-CENTURY 

CROSS SHAFT AT KINGS RIPTON, CAMBRIDGESHIRE IN 1983 

DAVID HAIGH 

With a report by Dr. C. L. Forbes 
SUMMARY (Figures 1 and 2) 

Kings Ripton lies almost five miles north-east of Huntingdon on a low boulder-clay-covered ridge. 
The road from Huntingdon to Ramsey passes through the village and crosses a small stream 
immediately to the north ofthe village by way ofan eighteenth-century brick bridge. During the summer 
of 1982, trenching in preparation for the laying of moledrains in the field to the east of this road 
revealed part of a stone wall buried 0.7 m below the surface of the field some 30 m to the north of 
the stream (TL 2614 7681). Two fragments of a decorated stone cross shaft ofmid twelfth-century date 
were also discovered some 1 5 m to the north. These finds were immediately brought to the attention 
of the County Archaeologist Alison Taylor by the landowner W. R. Collett of Manor Farm, who has 
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presented the cross shaft to the Norris Museum in St Ives. An exploratory excavation was carried out 
by the author as part of an archaeology project funded by the Manpower Services Commission in 
conjunction with Cambridgeshire County Council. This excavation revealed that the stone wall formed 
the pier of a small bridge over the earlier course of the stream. Both the course of the stream and of 
the road passing over it here were altered, almost certainly when the village was enclosed in 1773. The 
bridge was then demolished and the former course of the stream filled in with clay subsoil which had 
been brought from the course of the new stream which ran some 30 m to the south. 

THE EXCAVATION (Plate 1) 
The bridge consisted of a single pier and an abutment set 2.20 m apart. Both were c. 0.5 m thick 

and were 3.4 m long. The pier was built into the southern bank of the stream 1 .75 m below the point 
where it started to slope gently down to the stream bed. The abutment on the north side was built 
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directly against the more steeply sloping bank here. The southern pier consisted of a double row of 
dressed rectangular stone blocks which were set in a coarse sandy mortar ((Munsell 2.5Y 6/6). Four 
courses of this pier survived in situ, and it is probable from the number of tumbled blocks that lay 
scattered amongst the clay and rubble fill of the stream bed that an additional course existed. From 
the height of the road surface on either side of the bridge, it is unlikely that the pier had more than 
five courses. 

The upstream (western) end of the pier had been reduced to a single width of stone. In contrast to 
the rest of the masonry of this pier, only two of the corner stones here were correctly dressed, and 
the upper courses used a single rectangular block set at a slight angle. This suggested that some of 
the stone here had been re-used, and had not been reshaped. This may be the explanation for what 
appears to have been a string course on the south side of the pier. The third course of dressed blocks 
on the south side of the pier were only 0.8 m thick and projected 0.05 m beyond the dressed face of 
the pier. It is unlikely that this was a deliberate architectural feature such as a plinth, as it was 0.08 m 
above the bank of the stream. It seems more probable that these stones were inserted at this level to 
compensate for the use of unusually thick stones in the adjacent course of the masonry. 

The abutment consisted of a single thickness of dressed blocks set on a foundation of larger poorly 
dressed stones which lay flush with the sloping clay bank of the stream. Only two courses of masonry 
survived above this foundation, which was built against the side of the stream. The space between the 
dressed stone face and the clay bank behind was filled with a mixture of rubble and clay. 

The masonry of the freestanding southern pier would have been inadequate to support the weight 
of a stone arch, and it is probable that there was a simple horizontal timber framework spanning the 
gap between the two supports. This would, have extended on either side of the stream for 1.9 m to the 
south and 0.35 m to the north, where the idjacent road surfaces stop, giving a total distance of 5.5 m. 
There are clear signs that the road on either side of the bridge had been extensively used, with several 
new layers of cobbles and gravel being added as the road surface wore down. 

DISCUSSION 

It is not clear precisely when the bridge was constructed, but a sixteenth-century date seems probable. 
One ofthe samples ofstone from the pier was ofAiwalton Marble, which was almost certainly quarried 
between 1 180 and 1220. This particular stone is a hard blue shelly limestone of high quality. A second 
sample proved to be Oolitic limestone from one of the Somerset quarries. The quality of these two 
pieces of stone and the expense involved in bringing this stone to the site, rather than using local stone, 
makes it unlikely that they were quarried specially for this bridge. It has already been suggested that 
the masonry consisted of stone re-used from other sites, and this theory is supported by the extent 
to which some of the stone from the core of the pier has weathered. It is unlikely that the stonework 
exposed for the first time when the bridge was demolished and then buried would have weathered 
significantly. However, the samples both show heavy weathering, and it is suggested that they came 
from other, possibly religious buildings in the area, almost certainly after the Dissolution. It is suggested 
that the bridge was constructed during the later sixteenth century. 

Demolition of the bridge can be more closely dated. Rubble infilling in the old course of the stream 
and covering the demolished remains of the bridge contained fragments of brick identical to that used 
in the new bridge 50 m to the south-west. It is suggested that the course of the stream was straightened 
when the new line of the road north from the village was laid out at the. time of enclosure in 1773. 
Unfortunately, there are no surviving pre-enclosure maps of the village, although Jeffrey's ' Map of 
Huntingdonshire' seems to show the road running on the former course. The only surviving 
documentary evidence of the enclosure of the village is the award which states: 

The said commissioners do set out and appoint one public turnpike road to be and to remain 
ofthe breadth of6O feet at least between the ditches, leading from . . . the north of Kings Ripton 
into the Lordship of Broughton towards the Town of Ramsey. 

The award also states that where: 
any fence is known, ordered and diverted, a proper and sufficient ditch . . . shall be made. 

This does not confirm that the bridge was rebuilt at this time ; however, it is unlikely that such major 
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Plate 1. The Medieval Bridge at Kings Ripton 
Section showing road surface and bridge pier, (looking east). 
View of bridge pier with abutment beyond, (looking north). 
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alterations were carried out here during the eighteenth century independently of the enclosure of the 
village. 

After the initial levelling of the bridge and stream, a soil profile formed before it was decided to 
build up the ground further. An additional layer of clay subsoil was added, perhaps when the first 
attempt at draining the field was carried out early in the twentieth century. The field was then used 
for pasture until 1982, when it was re-drained and then ploughed. 

THE CROSS SHAFT 

Two fragments of a carved Barnack stone cross shaft were recovered from some 15 m to the north 
of the bridge, when the field was first ploughed in 1982. A series of trenches were excavated in the 
vicinity of this spot during September 1983, but no further fragment from the shaft or its base was 
found. The two fragments fit together to form a single section of the shaft, which is broken at both 
ends and is badly weathered. The dimensions of this fragment are c. 0.4 m x c. 0.32 m x 0.88 m, and 
it appears to taper slightly towards the top. All four faces of the shaft are carved in the same style, 
and they are illustrated in Figures 3-6. 

Face 1 (Figure 3) 
Repeated stylised leafand geometrical pattern in flat relief. Similar stylised geometrical floral patterns 

occur locally at Ely on the Monk's Door, dated to the first quarter of the twelfth century (Zarnecki, 
1979, p.  39), at Castor, and Warmington in Northamptonshire ((Zarnecki, 1958, p. 22), dated to 
1120-1130, and on the cross of Fletton dated to c. 1180 (RCHM, Hunts, 1922, p. 97). More distant 
parallels are found in both Southern England and the Midlands (Stone, 1972, pp. 56772). 

Face 2 (Figure 3, Plate 3) 
Roundel or medallion in flat relief with what appears to be a sheep portrayed within it. This has 

been heavily weathered and it is impossible to tell whether it had a plain or decorated rim. Similar 
roundels are found on the cross shaft at Fletton (RCHM, 1922, p. 97), and on the Prior's Door at 
Ely (Zarnecki, 1975, p. 22), and are common during the earlier twelfth century. Traces offurther carving 
occur above the roundel, but too little remains for this to be identified. 

Face 3 (Figure 4, Plate 4) 
Full-length figure carved in flat relief, although slightly more boldly than the other faces. A femtle 

figure holding a staff or rod broken at both ends now, and possibly holding a small object which may 
be an orb in her right hand. It is likely in view of the precise way in which the right hand is damaged 
that the figure has been deliberately mutilated. The clothing is similar to that worn by the male figures 
depicted on the font at Wansford dated to c. 1120 (Zarnecki, 1951, p. 33), although this figure is clearly 
female. It is possible that this is a representation of the Virgin Mary portrayed in majesty, holding 
an orb in her right hand. 

Face 4 (Figure 4) 
Only part of a figure similar to that shown in face 3 is visible. 

There can be no doubt that stylistically this cross belongs to the mid twelfth century, and that it 
was carved by a sculptor who followed a local tradition. Zarnecki has suggested (1958, p. 22) that the 
similarity between carvings done on Barnack stone at Ely and in both Huntingdonshire and 
Northamptonshire is not merely accidental, and that sculptors in this area may have been trained, 
initially at least, at the Barnack quarries. It is probable therefore that this cross shaft was carved at 
some date during the second quarter of the twelfth century, perhaps in response to a commission from 
Ramsey Abbey which acquired the manor of Kings Ripton between 1135 and 1 143 (Hart & Lyons, 
1886 5  I, 108 3  273; II, 82). 
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Fcicel 

Figures 3, 4. The Cross shaft, Kings Ripton. 
1. Stylised geometric pattern 

2. Agnus Dci 
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Face 4 

3. Female figure 
4. Fragment of figure 
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REPORT ON STONE SAMPLES 

By Dr C. L. Forbes, Sedgwick Museum, Cambridge 

HIdE  

Plate 2. Cross shaft, Kings Ripton 
face 2 'Agnus Dei' 	 face 3 Figure. 
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Roman times and stone similar to this sample is still quarried there today. Bath was however very rarely 
used in eastern England before the railway age ; Northamptonshire, Rutland, Lincolnshire and imports 
from France have provided enough limestone of excellent quality even for building cathedrals. Bath 
may perhaps have acquired an aura of sanctity from its association with St Aldhelm who, according 
to tradition (Purcell (1967), pp. 76 if.), advised the opening of a new quarry at Haslebury in Box for 
the building of his church at Bradford-on-Avon in the seventh or eighth century. Whether for this or 
for some other reason, it is occasionally encountered outside its expected area of use ; for instance in 
the figure of Bishop Losinga in Norwich Cathedral in or about the eleventh century. Occurrence at 
Kings Ripton thus perhaps indicates the re-use of medieval stone from ecclesiastical work. Part of the 
sample has been retained in the Sedgwick Museum Building Stones collection with reg. no. 1151. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT CROMWELL HOUSE, HUNTINGDON, 1984 

DAVID HAIGH 

A small excavation was undertaken during March 1984 within Cromwell House in Huntingdon, at 
the request of developers who were converting the house into a private clinic and nursing home. The 
main aim of this excavation was to re-examine the remains of the Augustinian Friary which had been 
noted here in 1922 by the local historian and diocesan architect S. Inskip Ladds. The excavation 
confirmed that substantial remains of the thirteenth-century friary buildings still survived and that 
major rebuilding had taken place shortly after their initial construction. The remains seem to be part 
of the west range of buildings, although it was not possible to confirm the function of any of the rooms 
which were revealed. At the Dissolution major alterations were made to the buildings, followed by 
a major rebuilding of the site ; it was the house as then rebuilt that belonged to the Cromwell family. 
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Figure 1. Cromwell House, showing the trench locations. 
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THE EXCAVATIONS 

By the time that we were asked to carry out excavations at the site the foundations for the new medical 
wing had already been laid and work within the house was well advanced ; despite this the building 
staff provided every assistance to us during our work. Excavation was limited therefore to cutting two 
small trenches within the confines ofthe house itself(Fig. 1). Within these two trenches several different 
phases of building were noted, but it proved impossible to excavate either area completely due to the 
proximity of the house foundations. The work therefore mainly involved the clearance of seventeenth-
and eighteenth-century debris overlying the medieval remains and the cleaning and recording of these 
underlying structures. It is to be regretted that after our departure from the site one of the developers 
removed the flagged floor on the east side of the thirteenth-century doorway revealed in area 2, and 
dumped the now broken flags in the garden where they have since been destroyed. 
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Figure 2. Trench (1) (within the hallway). 

Trench 1 (Figure 2) 
Within the hallway an area 7 x 4 m was examined prior to the laying of a new concrete floor. The 

earliest feature revealed here was a substantial wall of dressed stone and mortar with plastered faces 
(1 1) that ran from north to south across the hallway. This had been incorporated by the builders of 
the present house into the foundations ofthe east wall of the passage leading from the hall to the former 
kitchen and scullery (see Trench 2). Remains of a mortared floor which would originally have been 
tiled were exposed on the east side of this wall (4). Finds from a pit (9) cut into this floor would suggest 
a thirteenth-century date for the two features, implying that they formed part of the earliest phase of 
the Friary buildings which was constructed c. 1258. 
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At a later date a second, thinner wall (5) was built at right-angles to this thirteenth-century wall 
and this incorporated a number of re-used stones including pieces of geometric tracery. New tiled floors 
(4) and (6) were bedded in mortar on either side of this wall and some of these tiles still show traces 
of a dark green patchy glaze (Plate 1 a). The pit had been filled and was now sealed below these floors. 
It seems likely that this took place c. 1286 when the buildings were substantially rebuilt after a major 
fire. At a later date, but still within the life of these tiled floors, the north—south wall was strengthened 
by the addition of a layer of stone to its west face. Probably at the same time, the thinner wall was 
partly rebuilt and strengthened in the same way with another layer of stone built against the south 
face, which rested on the adjacent tiled floor (Plate 1 b). This wall had what appeared to be a further 
addition (10) built on to it at the west end, which ran northwards at right angles to it some 2 m to 
the east of the main north—south wall. This additional wall was heavily damaged when a new wall 
incorporating handmade bricks of the seventeenth century was laid running north—south across the 
hall, with a cobbled surface on its east side. This surface was cut by a later wall that appeared to be 
contemporary with the Georgian house of 1810 which was replaced during the alterations of 1913. 
On the east side of this wall were the remains of a cobbled surface which was earlier than the 
immediately adjacent walls, and which may have been associated with the friary buildings. 

Inskip Ladds had seen two stone doorways apparently along the line of the main north—south wall 
somewhere to the south of this trench. He recorded that the doorways could still be seen below the 
floor of the passage leading from the hall of the present house. In the light of this information a small 
area was exposed at the possible site of the northern doorway in order to confirm their positions. We 
were permitted to open an area 2 x 1 m in the former scullery, 4.5 m south of the point where this wall 
was exposed within the hall. The door and adjacent worn stone paving was revealed just as described 
by Inskip Ladds (Plate 2a). 

In the back wall are two doorways ; one of them is nearly in the middle of the wall, and the 
old paving stones, which remained near it, were considerably worn by the feet ofpeople passing 
into the northern room, which stood approximately on the site of the present study, which 
would point to the room being used very frequently. The doorway was of late 13th century 
date, and had a simple hollow moulding worked on thejamb, which is finished, near the floor, 
with a simple stop. 

The other doorway appears to be about three metres further south along this wall judging from a 
photograph taken during the alterations of 1921.   Its position is marked on a sketch of the house kept 
with the measured plan made by Inskip Ladds in 1921 as approximately underlying the doorway to 
the former kitchen. We were however unable to reveal more of this north—south wall, which would 
have allowed us to relate these doorways to the rooms formed by the thinner dividing walls that ran 
at right-angles from this wall, two of which appeared in our trenches. 

Trench 2 (Figure 3) 
The flagged floor was of Barnack stone 0.33 m below the present tiled floor, and 0.07 m below the 

top ofthe stop ofthe splayed and chamfered doorjambs. The flags were irregularly shaped and included 
re-used stones including at least one capital, and were heavily worn next to the blocked doorway. At 
right-angles to this door and adjacent to the south side of it were a line of narrower blocks which may 
have formed an edging to a path from the door even though they were flush with the rest of the paving. 
The remains of two blocked triangular shallow grooves may be the remains of a setting for a handrail 
or similar guide rail from the door. 

As in Trench 1 a narrower wall (1 5) was revealed which ran at right-angles to the north—south wall, 
just to the north of the blocked doorway. This wall had been used as the foundation for the north 
wall of the present scullery and could not therefore be examined closely. The wall had a plastered face 
which had been re-plastered after the stone floor was laid, but the first layer of plaster ran down the 
side of the flagged floor. This shows that the sequence of construction was that the main north—south 
wall was built and then plastered before the dividing wall was added. This wall was also plastered before 
the stone floor was laid. It is suggested that all these events happened during the construction of the 
first phase of the friary buildings. 
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DISCUSSION 

Both Inskip Ladds and Dickinson had put forward theories for the layout of the friary buildings 
here, based on the evidence that was revealed during the alterations in 1913 and 1976 respectively. As 
a result of what he had seen, Inskip Ladds suggested that the ground-floor plan of the southern part 
of the Georgian house had been laid out in 1810 to conform as far as possible with the layout of the 
visible remains of the priory buildings. He felt that this explained the slightly odd plan of the house 
and the frequent correlation between the line ofthe medieval stone walls and of the walls of the present 
house. Certainly the evidence ofthe present excavations would seem to confirm this, although the house 
had undergone several major alterations since then. 

In the late 1970s P. G. M. Dickinson produced a plan of the friary buildings based not only on the 
evidence from the site, but also on his knowledge of monastery plans. He erroneously assumed that 
the friary would have a standard layout, and having located the remains of some of the buildings, he 
felt that the rest of the plan could be drawn fairly exactly. He suggested that the excavated area in 
Cromwell House lay on the west side of the cloister walk, and that the north—south wall with the 
thirteenth-century doorways was the east wall of a range of buildings forming the west side of the 
cloister. Inviting though this explanation is, the results of the present excavation do not support this. 
It is unlikely that the cloister would have been blocked by two parallel stone walls, or that a pit would 
have been cut into the floor of the cloister walk. Furthermore, we were unable to find any evidence 
of contemporary buildings or their robbed remains to the west of the main north—south wall. This 
suggests that the wall formed the west wall rather than the east side of a western range of buildings 
as Dickinson proposed, and as it has been impossible to find further evidence to support Dickinson's 
interpretation, his plan must be discarded. 

From the evidence of the finds, it is clear that the earliest part of the friary revealed here dates from 
the thirteenth century. The buildings adjacent to the east side of the main wall were repaired and their 
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plans changed during the late fourteenth or early fifteenth century and then survived without further 
alteration until the Dissolution. It may be that the flagged area in the southern trench was part of either 
the cloisters or the church itself, as the building was of high quality and was not apparently repaired. 

It seems that we revealed the west wall of the friary buildings and that the main part of the friary 
lay further to the east. Much robbing had taken place after the Dissolution ofthe friary and it is possible 
that little of the masonry of the friary buildings has survived to the east of our excavations. We were 
however not able to follow up the claim that remains of floors and of robbed walls had been visible 
within the sides of the foundation trenches for the new extension, as these had already been filled in 
by the time that we arrived on site. It seems likely that the new extension was laid out in the middle 
of the site of the friary and that there were at least traces of buildings surviving here. For this reason 
it is especially unfortunate that it was not possible to examine the area now covered by the new extension 
to the house, despite the fact that it was well known that finds of this nature were to be expected here. 

There was a small excavation carried out at the site during the late 1970s by the Huntingdon Local 
History Society under the supervision of the county archaeologist (Fig. 5). The work was carried out 
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Figure 4. Stone tracery from trench (1), wall (5). 
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when the former kitchen garden was built over. Fragmentary remains of part of the post-Dissolution 
house foundations were revealed, re-using stone from the friary buildings. At least one hearth of the 
same period was also uncovered within the adjacent study, but no feature belonging to the friary was 
found. (A summary of the stratigraphy is at the end of this report.) 

The documentary evidence for the site is concisely assembled by F. Roth in his study of the Austin 
Friars (Augustiniana XIV (1964), 680-3). They show that the friary appears to have been founded shortly 
before 1258, when Henry III granted four oaks to the friary for the buildings. A major fire seems to 
have taken place c. 1286, as a further grant of eight oaks was made in this year towards the repairs 
to the buildings damaged by the fire. These repairs were completed by 1293 when the alters in the friary 
church were rededicated. There is little known ofthe buildings other than that they were able to provide 
room for Augustinian Friars studying at Cambridge, and that there were twenty brethren in 1335. 

In 1363 permission was granted for the construction of an underground conduit leading from a well 
on Spring Common through the town to the monastery. This was seen in the nineteenth century and 
was apparently of brick construction and was supposed to have contained human skeletons. However, 
what seems to have been the conduit was also exposed nearer to the friary where it was seen by Inskip 
Ladds, who reported that it was built of stone and that it ran beyond the south side of the present 
house. It was hoped that this might be examined during the course of the present excavations, but 
this proved impossible. 

At the time of the Dissolution in 1 538 when the house was suppressed by Richard Hinsley, it was 
described as being very poor, but 'metely leaded'. There does not seem to have been an inventory of 
goods prepared as with other houses, and the only recorded possessions were a dove close, six acres 
of meadow in Brampton and a tenement in St Peter's parish. It was sold by the Crown to Thomas 
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Arden and Richard Long, from whom it was purchased by the Cromwell family. It is recorded that 
on the site, and out of the ruins of the friary, a dwelling was built, which was sold by the Cromwell 
family in 1631. The post-Dissolution history of the site seems to accord with the evidence revealed 
during the limited excavations. 

One other result of these excavations has been to confirm the opinion of Inskip Ladds concerning 
the overriding question about the site in the minds of earlier antiquaries - was the room that Cromwell 
was born in incorporated into the Georgian house? The answer is of course no, as it is clear that 
Cromwell's house, like that of the earlier friary, was demolished to ground level before the construction 
of the later building. 

The excavations were conducted by David Haigh for Cambridgeshire County Council and the 
Manpower Services Commission, at the request of the county archaeologist Alison Taylor. Members 
of the Huntingdon Local History Society provided valuable help throughout the course of this work, 
and the assistance of their chairman David Cozens is particularly noted. The finds have been deposited 
with the Norris Museum, St Ives. 

The stratigraphy 

The two excavated areas were called Trench I and Trench II. The site code used was HCH/84/I/ . . . ; this was 
to differentiate the finds from those of the earlier excavation. 

Trench (1) (the hallway of the present house). 
Mortared wall of handmade red bricks which runs from north to south across the east end of the hallway. 

This butts against the footings of the hall walls and is contemporary with or later than these. It cuts the cobbled 
surface on its east side and was set in a narrow foundation trench that was packed with fragments of contemporary 
tile. This was the latest feature on the site with the exception of the general layer of eighteenth-century rubble 
that filled the whole area under the floorboards. This rubble layer had been mostly removed by the builders 
converting the house prior to our arrival. 

Cobbled surface formed from tightly packed limestone fragments laid on edge on a beaten earth bed. It 
abuts and is therefore contemporary with wall (3) and is therefore of seventeenth-centurydate. Cut into by wall 
(1). 

Wall foundation of mortared rubble and handmade brick which predates the existing house. It is earlier 
than wall (1) and later than wall (10), which is tentatively identified as a post-Dissolution alteration to the friary 
buildings. The wall cuts away part of (10) and the tiled surface which it rests on, and is slightly battered on its 
east face. 

Tiled floor on mortar foundation, underlies wall (10) and butts against wall (11). Predates the construction 
of wall (5), which cuts it. First phase of priory building associated with the construction of wall (11). Of 
C. thirteenth-century date. 

East—west wall with what appears to be a tiled door jamb within it. The west end of the wall was rebuilt 
when wall (10) was added. At some date prior to this the wall was thickened by the addition of a layer of stone 
against the south face. The wall contained several re-used pieces of thirteenth-century window tracery of Barnack 
stone (Fig 4), and was probably built during the fourteenth—fifteenth centuries, with a sixteenth-century rebuild. 

Mortared bed with tiled floor set on it on the south side of wall (5). This floor is contemporary with the 
first phase of the wall although the additional stone facing was built over it. Of c. fourteenth-century date. 

Cobbled surface to the west side of the site. Probably thirteenth—fourteenth century. 
Course of former drain, c. seventeenth century. This postdates the friary but predates the construction of 

Cromwell House. It cuts surface (2). 
Circular pit or well cuts floor (12) associated with the first phase of the friary, but sealed by floor (6). Of 

late thirteenth to early fourteenth-century date. If Dickinson is right, this pit was cut into the cloister walk. This 
is unlikely and is one of the reasons why Dickinson's plan is rejected here. The pit contained fragments of Lyveden 
Ware and a fragment of a green-glazed vessel similar to Scarborough Ware, and of identical date. 

Later addition to wall (5) running at right-angles to it. This wall seems to be constructed from re-used 
masonry and is roughly built. It is seen as a foundation rather than the lowest courses ofan exposed wall. Probably 
of sixteenth-century date, and may have been part of a short-lived adaptation of the priory to secular use after 
the Dissolution. 

(1 1) Substantial wall of dressed Barnack stone with a mortared rubble core. The wall was plastered at least 
twice on both faces, and was strengthened with an additional row of stones added to the south side after the first 
and before the second coat of plaster was added. This wall was exposed in both excavated areas and incorporated 
two stone doorways, one at least of which is of thirteenth-century date. The wall is associated with the earliest 
phase of the friary buildings and the earliest phases of the tiled floors. 

(12) Mortar foundation for tiled floor below floor (6) and wall (5). Possibly contemporary with (4) but unlikely 
as it was c. 0. 14 m below it. The remains of a tiled floor that was cut through by pit (9). A fragment of Lyveden 
Ware and other slightly earlier fragments including four ofthe St Neots type wares suggest that this deposit should 
be dated to the early—mid thirteenth century. 

(1 3) Build-up of debris below (6) and above (12). 
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Plate 1 a. Trench (1), wall (5) and tiled floor (4) looking east. 

Plate lb. Trench (1); wall (11) cut by a later drain, and wall (5). 
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Plate 2a. Trench (2); blocked thirteenth-century door and worn paving. 

Plate 2b. Trench (2); worn paving 
with wall (15) at the top. 
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Clay loam with mortar deposits below floor (12), possibly the debris from the plastering ofwall (1 1) before 
floor (12) was laid. 

Trench 2 

(1 1) Wail (1 1) continues into this • trench and is associated with a flagged surface (now destroyed), and a 
contemporary wall running eastwards parallel to wall (5). 

Wall parallel to (5) plastered on both faces with the plastering carrying round on to the already plastered 
face of (11). This wall butts (11) and is technically later than it. The flagged surface was laid after the wall was 
built, but as this appears to be contemporary with the doorway in wall (11), the cross wall is clearly contemporary 
and we are just seeing the sequence of construction. 

The 1976 excavation (Figure 5) 

Substantial mortared rubble and brick wall footings. 
Ashlar and brick wall overlying brick and rubble footings, of similar date to (A) and probably seventeenth 

century. 
(e—m) Seventeenth-century brick floors and their mortar foundations, heavily robbed and damaged by the 

insertion of later drains. 
(b', b, c and d) Nineteenth-century brick-lined drain. 



THE TOMB OF BISHOP WILLIAM DE LUDA: AN ARCHITECTURAL 

MODEL AT ELY CATHEDRAL 

P. G. LINDLEY 

The tomb of Bishop William de Luda (d. 1298) stands on the south side of the Presbytery at Ely 
Cathedral, between the two westernmost piers of Bishop Northwold's mid-thirteenth-century work 
(Plate 1 a). It is a highly elaborate free-standing monument, consisting of a wide central gable over a 
cinquefoiled arch, flanked by two smaller lateral ones. Four tall pinnacles punctuate the main divisions. 

The de Luda tomb is the earliest and closest derivative of the monument to Edmund Crouchback, 
Earl of Lancaster (d. 1296), in Westminster Abbey, a tomb whose architectural refinement and 
polychromatic splendour were to make it an influential model for half a century (Plate 1 b).' Perhaps 
the most obvious feature which the two monuments have in common is their tripartite format ; such 
an arrangement was anticipated in Bishop Aquablanca's (d. 1268) tomb at Hereford Cathedral 2  and, 
more closely, in the central compartment of the Westminster Retable, where the middle bay is larger 
than those flanking it (Plate 1 c). This produces an effect reminiscent ofthe portals ofFrench cathedrals, 
such as the West façade of Amiens. 3  The Crouchback and de Luda tombs share the Retable's stress 
on the central bay, although here the architectural models, such as the transept façades of Notre-Dame 
de Paris, are a generation later. 4  

The Crouchback tomb has been assigned on the basis of convincing stylistic analyses to Michael 
of Canterbury, 5  and one of his earlier works, namely the tomb for Archbishop Pecham (d. 1292) at 
Canterbury, provided a model for a number of features of the Westminster and Ely tombs (Plate 2b). 6  
The arch cusping with foliate tips, the restrained use of ogee arches and the design of the architectural 
mouldings all reappear in the later works. However, the heaviness of the Pecham design was radically 
modified in the following tombs, perhaps reflecting the influence of the tomb of Aveline (d. 1273), 
Edmund Crouchback's first wife (Plate 2a). This tomb, also at Westminster, probably dates from 
C. I 292-3 and appears to have been designed by Richard Crundale. 7  In a number of respects it 
anticipates the Crouchback tomb design, with its effigy lying under a vaulted canopy, a trefoil-filled 
central gable, narrow pinnacled buttresses and elaborate polychromy. 8  The sculpted and polychromed 
shields of the Crouchback and de Luda tomb-chests replace the painted shields above the Aveline 
weepers ;9  such painted shields may, perhaps, have been espoused by Michael of Canterbury on the 
Pecham tomb-chest, where the empty spandrels seem to demand this treatment, although no trace now 
remains. 

Many of the architectural features of the Crouchback and de Luda tombs are also to be found on 
the Eleanor crosses. 10  The surviving fragments of Michael of Canterbury's Cheapside Cross show that 
it had a marble plinth, with two-light tracery framing shields ;h1  it may well have also featured the rich 
diaper carving which appears at Geddington and Waltham, and the narrow, pinnacled buttresses which 
appear on all three extant crosses, and which are also a feature of the Crouchback and de Luda tombs. 

Details of the Crouchback monument's decorative vocabulary could be paralleled in much of the 
earlier work at Westminster Abbey : a single example must suffice to demonstrate this. The buttresses 
of both the Crouchback and de Luda tombs have inlays of fictive enamels which play an important 
part in the overall decorative effect ; they are anticipated in the Retable and in the Aveline tomb. 
Moreover, the Limoges enamelled monument of William de Valence (d. 1296) must have provided a 
strong stimulus to this type of decoration. 12  

So far, the stylistic antecedents of the Crouchback and de Luda tombs have been examined as if 
the Westminster and Ely works were identical. In fact, although the de Luda tomb is so similar to 
the Crouchback monument that it too can confidently be attributed to Master Michael of Canterbury, 
there are a number of important differences between them. 
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The de Luda tomb, fitted in between two piers of the Ely presbytery, is smaller and narrower than 
Crouchback's monument. There are also a number ofchanges in the architectural repertoire's detailing. 
Some modifications, such as the manner in which the blind tracery of the lateral gables is simplified 
at Ely, may be due to the restricted nature of the de Luda tomb's site, and others, like the substitution 
of a monumental brass for a freestone effigy, may be the result of personal taste or motives of 
economy. 13  However, there are other signs that the Ely tomb represents a later design than 
Crouchback's. This point is of interest because although Crouchback died at Bayonne in June 1296, 
his burial at Westminster did not take place until March 1300.' Features such as the sinuous, 
double-centred curves of the trefoil in the apex of the de Luda canopy revise the simpler geometrical 
forms of the Crouchback gable ; the ultimate source for the Ely design is perhaps to be found in the 
designs in the lateral gables of the St Stephen portal of Notre-Dame de Paris. The manner in which 
the foliate patera, so prominent a feature of the Crouchback and Pecham tombs, has here been 
incorporated into the glass inlays, also appears to demonstrate that the Crouchback design does indeed 
predate de uda's. 

The mos important difference between the de Luda and Crouchback monuments arises from the 
fact that the central bay of the former is open, without a tomb-chest, and with the brass indent serving 
as a step. It has recently been suggested that the de Luda tomb was actually constructed in this form 
and that its unique arrangement is, therefore, intentional.' 5  However, an examination of the indent 
(Plate 4)16  shows quite clearly that it has been maltreated. The most obvious indications are the manner 
in which the upper section of the crocketed canopy-work over the figure of the bishop (who held a 
crozier in his left hand and held his right in a gesture of benediction) has been severely cut down. 
Moreover, part of the indent's base is also missing, and the north side has been unevenly pared away, 
so that little trace now remains of the inscription, in separately inlaid ' Main Group ' Lombardic letters, 
which is visible on the south side (where it has not been worn away).' 7  There can be little doubt that 
the indent was cut back in this manner so that it would fit between the side bays at ground level. The 
implication, therefore, is that it has been removed from its original location, above a tomb-chest. Before 
its removal and drastic treatment, the indent would appear to have filled almost the whole length of 
the tomb's three bays, and in this respect would be unlike the Crouchback tomb, where the effigy only 
fills the central bay of the very wide monument. Positive proof that the de Luda brass did, indeed, 
stand above a tomb-chest is provided by the fact that part of the missing structure still survives. 

In 1909 Count Paul Biver claimed that he had discovered part of the de Luda tomb-chest, 18  
incongruously housed in the Chantry Chapel of Bishop West, where it had been placed by James Essex 
and James Bentham. The circumstances attendant on their action can, I believe, illuminate eighteenth-
century attitudes to medieval art and architecture. 

Bishop Gunning (d. 1684) was apparently the first to suggest the removal of the fourteenth-century 
choir-stalls from underneath the Octagon and their relocation at the East end of the cathedral, in order 
to open up the church's interior space. 19  During the next century the idea received increasing support, 
notably from Browne Willis in 1730.20  However, principally owing to a lack of funds, the proposed 
removal, for which both Bentham and Essex were enthusiastic advocates, did not start until 1768. The 
move, which also entailed the destruction ofthe Anglo-Norman pulpitum and ofthe fourteenth-century 
wall in which the remains of seven Anglo-Saxon benefactors were placed, was completed in 1771, the 
year of publication of Bentham's History. 21  

Whilst Essex and Bentham are certainly responsible for the destruction of the pulpitum, they can 
be exonerated from blame for the removal ofpart ofthe de Luda tomb-chest : Thomas Gray, who visited 
Ely before the Choir was moved, indicates in a passage in his Common-place Book, now in Pembroke 
College, that the tomb was then in its present position. In the earliest known comparison of the de 
Luda and Crouchback tombs, he describes the former as ' a flat grave-stone rob'd of its brasses : over 
it a Canopy of three frontons with scallop'd arches, foliage, and culs-de-lampe in stone, painted, gilt, 
and inlaid with glass, much like that ofEdmond Crouchback in Westminster Abbey'. 22  Charles Parkin, 
in his manuscript Prominent Prelates, also in Pembroke, describes the de Luda tomb in similar terms. 
' It is to this day ', he states, ' a very large and stately (tomb) of stone having a Canopy of carved stone 
form'd Archways and reaching from each pillar, under which there is space left to walk between ye 
Mont. On ye Floor underneath this Arch lys a Grey Marble stone, whereon has been ye Effigies of 
a Bishop in Pontificalibus, as also an Inscription in Brass in ye Rim of ye Marble stone, but all ye 
brass is tore away.'23 
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Bishop Redman's (d. 1505) monument was very probably damaged at the same time that the central 
portion of the de Luda tomb-chest was removed and the indent laid on the floor. Bentham's (undated) 
plate of Redman's tomb shows the effigy with its feet cut off, although the tomb-chest itself appears 
to be undamaged (Plate 2c). 24  Since Redman's monument stands opposite de Luda's, on the north side 
of the Presbytery, it seems likely that they were both cut back at the same date to provide access from 
the aisles. Although this mutilation could, theoretically, have taken place at any date after the 
Dissolution, it is almost certain that it occurred in the eighteenth century, since it is difficult to see 
why such access should have been desired before it had been decided to move the liturgical choir to 
the East. 25  Moreover, it is unlikely that the central section of the de Luda tomb-chest could have been 
long discarded if it was still available for Essex's use of it to re-house the remains of the Anglo-Saxon 
benefactors. 

William Cole tells us that on 31 July 1771 the bones were deposited in West's chapel: ' In the Front 
Mr Essex had contrived to put seven old gothic Arches of clunch being part, I think, of Bishop 
Hotham's Tomb, and above them a Place for an Inscription.' 26  Although Cole's guess that Essex had 
re-used part of Hotham's (d. 1337) tomb is incorrect, the tradition that a tomb had been requisitioned 
for this purpose is valuable. For it is immediately apparent that the seven panels now in West's chapel 
come not from Hotham's, but from de Luda's monument. A comparison between these panels and 
the four niches of the de Luda tomb-chest which still survive in situ under the lateral canopies will 
clarify this (Plates 4 and 5). 

Although the northern two of the four panels, which contain figures of the Evangelists, were restored 
in the nineteenth century by Sir George Gilbert Scott (Plate 5 a),27  those on the south side were left 
untouched (Plate Sb). They are wider than the niches in West's chapel, but ofexactly the same height. 28  
Moreover, the architectural format, consisting of a trefoiled arch and crocketed gable, flanked by 
buttresses and pinnacles, and with shields suspended from foliage in the spandrels, is identical. 
Nevertheless, the panels in West's chapel do not, as Biver thought, comprise the whole missing section 
ofthe de Luda tomb-chest, nor did they all come from the same side ofthe monument. The total length 
ofthe seven niches, 217.5 cm (Plate 4a) is greater than the available 193 cm space occupied by the indent, 
and there is a clear break between the two easternmost niches in West's chapel and the five to the west. 
The two eastern ones are differentiated from the other five by minute differences of architectural detail: 
the foliage from which the shields hang is differently handled, the shields are slightly smaller, 29  and 
the sets-offs of the pinnacles are taller than the other five. The five-bay section is identical in handling 
to the Evangelist panels of the south face, whilst the other two niches match those on the north side. 
It might be objected that comparison with the niches on the north side has been rendered problematic 
by the Victorian restoration, but the latter appears to have been extremely accurate archaeologically. 
Testimony to the care taken by the restorers is provided by the scrupulous fidelity with which the 
fragments of the medieval fictive enamels still visible on the south side are reproduced by the restorers 
on the north face. An examination of the medieval polychromy shows that it is very closely based on 
that of the Crouchback tomb and, indeed, that the same men may have been employed. 30  

This suggestion may be reinforced by a consideration of the de Luda tomb's sculpture. Although 
it has all been severely defaced, its original high quality is still visible in the unrestored figures of St 
Mark and St Luke in the south. side niches and in the figure of Christ showing his wounds in the central 
gable. Detailed stylistic analysis is somewhat hazardous in view of the sculpture's present state and 
in the absence of exactly comparable work at Westminster, but the folds of the loose and elegant 
draperies, the figures' long necks and gently swaying poses and, above all, the general proportions of 
each figure to its niche, are very like the Crouchback weepers (Plates Sb and 6a).31  In view of the 
architecture's dependence on Westminster work and the fact that the brass almost certainly came from 
London, it is not unrasonable to suggest that London sculptors and painters were also employed at 
Ely. 32  

Any original sculpture in the seven panels now in West's chapel was destroyed by the carving of 
inscriptions relating to the Anglo-Saxon benefactors (Plate 4a). It is, therefore, difficult to conjecture 
as to their original iconography. The extremely unusual winged figures of the Evangelists, with their 
symbols and Gospels placed on a lectern, were supplemented by the figures of Christ in the sides of 
the central gable and by angels which stood on brackets above the gable, like those still visible on the 
Percy tomb and formerly to be seen on the Crouchback and Eltham tombs at Westminster. 33  Parallels 
for the de Luda Evangelists are difficult to find : the closest comparison seems to be in the Wheel of 
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b 	 a 

2a Aveline, Countess of Lancaster's tomb, 
Westminster Abbey. 

2b Archbishop Pecham's tomb, 
Canterbury Cathedral. 

2c Bishop Redman's tomb, Ely Cathedral 
(Bentham, p1. 22). 
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4a De Luda tomb-chest, Bishop West's chapel (detail). 

4b Conjectural restoration, de Luda tomb-chest. 
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Sevens, painted by the Madonna Master in the de Lisle Psalter, B. L. Arundel MS 	Dr Binski has 
related the Madonna Master's style to that of the Crouchback tomb, and the stylistic and iconographic 
parallels between the illuminations and the de Luda Evangelists would seem to provide further evidence 
for this case (Plates Sb and 6c). 35  

The comparison is, however, of little help in a search for subjects which could have been sculpted 
on the de Luda tomb-chest panels. That the missing figures, if they were indeed sculpted, represented 
weeping relatives or associates, as on the Aveline or Crouchback tombs, or bishops, as on the Pecham 
tomb at Canterbury, seems possible. There were, however, twelve available niches, and in view of the 
placing of the Evangelists at the ends of the tomb it might be conjectured that the Apostles were 
depicted ; but, as there are also twelve niches in the central portion of the Crouchback tomb, and they 
are here filled with weepers, this suggestion must remain conjectural. 36  It is by no means certain that 
sculpted figures occupied the niches ; later, as on Bishop Hotham's (d. 1337) tomb at Ely, painted and 
sculpted figures alternated, and it is possible that the de Luda tomb also featured painted figures. Sir 
Joseph Ayloffe, writing in 1780, understood John Dart's account of Aveline's tomb, contained in his 
1723 Westmonasterium, to imply that the north side ofthe tomb originally had painted figures of monks 
in its niches, to balance the sculpted figures on the south side. 37  However, the interpretation of Dart's 
text is not without its difficulties, and his plate of the north side of the monument plainly depicts a 
Perpendicular altar-tomb ;38  it may seriously be doubted whether the Aveline tomb was ever actually 
free standing. In this case, there would not be a Westminster precedent for a hypothetical reconstruction 
ofthe de Luda tomb which involved painted figures in the niches ofthe tomb-chest; there are, of course, 
painted figures on the basements of both Queen Eleanor's and Crouchback's tombs. 

In view of Bishop de Luda's political and ecclesiastical connections, it is not surprising that he or 
his executors should choose to employ the best artists currently available at Westminster. Before his 
appointment to the See ofEly in 1290, de Luda had been a Prebendary at St Paul's, as well as at Lincoln 
and York, and at the time of his election was Dean of St Martin's le Grand in London and Keeper 
ofthe King's Wardrobe ; the latter position, in particular, would have brought him into frequent contact 
with Edward I's artistic and architectural projects. 39  Moreover, the London palace of the Bishops of 
Ely, at Holborn, contained his predecessor, John de Kirkby's (d. 1290) splendid new chapel, and this 
must have stimulated de Luda's interest in artistic matters. 4° The employment of the same men who 
had recently produced Crouchback's tomb, at the time of its completion one of the most splendid in 
Europe, testifies to Bishop de Luda's political and ecclesiastical power. 4 ' 

At Ely, the de Luda tomb was to exert a powerful influence on the architecture of a later generation: 
the trefoil containing a seated figure in the apex ofthe central gable (Plate 7a), reappears on the Octagon 
walls, in the apex of the crossing arches, and in the tracery designs of Prior Crauden's (d. 1341) chapel 
(Plate 7 b). The highly decorated character of the tomb and its use of diapering and complicated 
polychromy provided a potent model for the early-fourteenth-century architecture ofthe Lady Chapel. 
The form of the foliage cusps of the de Luda canopy reappears in the tracery cusping of the west bay 
of the south side of the triforium of Bishop Hotham's Choir, and the base mouldings of the canopy 
influenced those of some of the aisle window rear-arch bases. 42  Thus Michael of Canterbury's influence 
on later architects working at Ely was mediated not only by their contact with his work at St Stephen's 
Chapel at Westminster but also, more immediately, by the de Luda tomb in Ely Cathedral. 

NOTES 

I L. L. Gee, ' " Ciborium" Tombs in England 1290-1330', Journal of the British Archaeological Association 
cxxxii (1979), 29-41 ; C. Wilson, 'The origins of the Perpendicular style and its development to ca 1360' 
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of London, 1979), pp. 80-7. For the Crouchback tomb see also 
P. Binski, 'The Painted Chamber and painting at Westminster ca 1250 to 1350' (unpublished Ph.D. 
dissertation, University of Cambridge, 1983), pp. 115 if. For dynastic mausolea see E. M. Hallam, ' Royal 
burial and the cult of kingship in France and England, 1060-1330', Journal ofMedieval History viii (1982), 
359-80. 

2 Illustrated in Architectural Association Sketch Book Ix; P. Brieger, English Art 1216-1307 (Oxford, 1968), p. 
187, p1. 31 ; P. B. Pepin, ' The monumental tombs of medieval England, 1250-1350 ' (unpublished Ph.D. 
Dissertation, University of Pittsburgh, 1977), pp. 118-42. 

3 Gee, op. cit. n. 1 above, p. 36. For Amiens see also A. Erlande-Brandenburg, ' La façade de la cathédrale 
d'Amiens', Bulletin Monumental cxxxv (1977), 253-93. 

4 Gee, op. cit. n. 1 above, p. 35. 
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5 W. R. Lethaby, Westminster Abbey and the Kings' Craftsmen (London, 1906), pp. 182-4; J. H. Harvey, 
English Medieval Architects (London, 1954), p. 52; Wilson, op. cit. n. 1 above, pp. 83-7. 

6 Harvey, op. cit. n. 5 above, p. 52; Wilson, op. cit. n. 1 above, pp. 82-4. 
7 Wilson, op. cit. n. 1 above, pp. 80-2, convincingly revises W. R. Lethaby, Westminster Abbey Re-examined 

(London, 1925), p. 96 and Harvey, op. cit. n. 5 above, p. 52, who both ascribe the tomb to Michael of 
Canterbury. 

8 For the Aveline tomb polychromy see C. A. Stothard, The Monumental Effigies of Great Britain (London, 
1817); W. Burges, ' The tombs', in G. G. Scott, Gleaningsfrom Westminster Abbey (London, 1863), pp. 143-93 
(159-62). 

9 For weepers see L. Stone, Sculpture in Britain: The Middle Ages (Harmondsworth, 1972), p. 146. For the 
background to the use of shields see J. Evans, Pattern (Oxford, 1931, repr. New York, 1976), i, chapter 3; 
Evans suggests that the fashion of depicting shields hanging by their guiges from foliage reflects tournament 
usage, when knights awaiting their challengers hung their shields from trees. For this motif on seals see, for 
example, the seal of Queen Margaret, made by William de Keyles in 1299, very like the arrangement of the 
Eleanor tomb-base in Westminster Abbey. 

10 R. A. Brown, H. M. Colvin and A. J. Taylor, The History of the King's Works (London, 1963), i, 477 if. 
1 1 Wilson, op. cit. n. 1 above, p. 33. 
12 Burges, op. cit. n. 8 above, pp. 155-9; Stone, op. cit. n. 9 above, p. 135. 
13 It is difficult satisfactorily to compare the costs ofdiiferent kinds ofeffigy; in 1276 Walter de Merton's Limoges 

effigy cost over £40 (Burges, op. cit. n. 8 above, p. 155). In 1310 the 13 ft long marble slab for the brass of 
Bishop Bitton at Exeter cost £3, whilst the manufacture and fitting of the brass cost £16 3s 4d (J. Blair, in 
Bulletin ofthe MonumentalBrass Society xxvii (June 1981), 7-9). Andrew de Kilkenny's (d. 1302) brass cost 
£6 us 9d in c. 1316 (A. Erskine, 'The accounts of the fabric of Exeter Cathedral, 1279-1353. Part 2: 
1328-1353 ', Devon and Cornwall Record Society n.s. xxvi (1983), appendix ii. A wooden image would cost 
about £2 judging from the cost of Edward II's funeral effigy in 1327, cited by T. F. Tout, ' The captivity and 
death ofEdward ofCarnarvon', Bulletin ofthe John Rylands Library vi (1921-2), 94; an equivalent freestone 
effigy would cost approximately the £3 6s 8d paid for some of the Eleanor cross figures (Harvey, op. cit. n. 
5 above, p. 146). 

14 Calendar ofClose Rolls, 1288-96, 15 July 1296, p. 512. For his burial see the Liber Quotidianus Contrarotulatoris 
Garderobae Anno Regni Regis Edwardi Primi Vicesimo Octavo (London, 1787), introduced by J. Topham, 
pp. 46-7. Crouchback's heart was buried in the Minories (E. M. Tomlinson, A History of the Minories 
(London, 1907), p. 68; C. A. Bradford, Heart Burial (London, 1933), pp. 95-6). 

1 5 P. Draper, ' Bishop Northwold and the cult of St Etheldreda', British Archaeological Association Conference 
Transactions ii (1979), 8-27 (23, n. 33). 

16 Rubbing by W. J. Blair, Portfolio of the Monumental Brass Society vii, 31. The indent has suffered 
considerable damage since this rubbing was made in 1974. 

17 C. J. P. Cave, ' Ely Cathedral : list ofbrasses : brasses, lost brasses and matrices in Ely Cathedral ', Transactions 
of the Monumental Brass Society in (1897-9), 88-106, quotes R. Gough, Sepulchral Monuments in Great 
Britain (London, 1786), i, 77, who gives the inscription as reading: DE LUDA : QUOND : . . . / . . . IS: 
ECLESIE: CUIUS : ANIME : PRO. The first line (on the north side) has now almost totally disappeared. For 
the lettering of early brasses see W. J. Blair, 'The lettering of English brasses 1270-1350', in Specimens of 
Letteringfrom English Monumental Brasses (London, 1976); J. Blair, ' English monumental brasses before 
the Black Death', in Collectanea Historica; Essays in Memory ofStuart Rigold(Maidstone, 1981), pp. 256-72. 

18 P. Biver, 'Les Tombes de l'école de Londres au debut de XIVe siècle', Bulletin Monumental LXXIII (1909), 
243-58, translated in Archaeological Journal LXVII (1910), 51-65. In this discovery he was anticipated by Sir 
George Gilbert Scott (G. G. Scott, An Essay on the History ofEnglish Church Architecture (London, 1881), 
149). 

19 See appendix B of the author's forthcoming Ph.D. dissertation. 
20 Browne Willis, A Survey ofthe Cathedrals ofLincoln, Ely, Oxford and Peterborough (London, 1730), pp. 334-5. 
21 For the pulpitum see W. H. St. J. Hope, ' Quire screens in English churches, with special reference to the C 12th 

quire screen formerly in the Cathedral Church ofEly', Archaeologia LXVIII (1916-17), 43-1 10; T. D. Atkinson, 
Victoria County History: Cambridge and the Isle of Ely (London, 1967), iv, 66-7. According to the 
author-annotated copy of D. J. Stewart, On the Architectural History ofEly Cathedral (London, 1868), now 
in the Chapter Office at Ely, Stewart intended to publish a (now lost) plan he had made of the pulpitum. 
He had made copies of Essex's drawings in his Papers, file ii, in the Chapter Office. For the C14th wall, see 
W. Stevenson, A Supplement to the First Edition of Mr Bentham's History and Antiquities of the Cathedral 
and Conventual Church ofEly (Norwich, 1817), pp. 23-4. 

22 Thomas Gray, Common-place Book, ii, 894. 
23 C. Parkin, Prominent Prelates, unpaginated. 
24 J. Bentham, The History and Antiquities of the Conventual and Cathedral Church ofEly (Cambridge, 1771), 

p1. xxii. W. Cole, in B.L. Add. MS 5842, f. 113, confirms that the feet were broken off. 
25 The de Luda brass had certainly been removed at the time of the Reformation. Lieutenant Hammond in 

his A Relation of a Short Survey of the Western Counties, Camden Miscellany xvi, 3rd Series LII (London, 
1936), 92, ed. L. G. Wickham Legg, notes how in 1635 brasses and sculpture had already been despoiled. 

26 B.L. Add. MS 5834 1  f. 15. 
27 J. Bacon, A Recordofthe Restorations 1818-1871, MS volume in Ely Chapter Office, pp. 1 1 1-12; Bacon notes 

that the enormous sum of £400 was spent on the restoration of this tomb alone. 
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28 Seep!. 11. 
29 Shield heights oftwo-bay section: 91.6 mm, 92.2; 92.8, 92.6 of5-bay section: 96.4, 96.8; 97.3, 95.3; 95.7, 96.1; 

96.1 9  96.1 ; 91.4 (broken at bottom), 95.8. De Luda tomb, SE. : 92.7, 96 (eroded); SW. : 95.8, 96.5; NW.: 
94.65  89.6; N.E. : 93.2, 91.2. I am indebted to Dr A. Poursartip for taking all the measurements. The differences 
in sculptural treatment seem to show that two different sculptors were employed on the tomb-chest. 

30 A detailed examination of the Crouchback tomb's polychromy would be extremely useful. 
31 Compare also the pillow-holding angels at Crouchback's head. 
32 For the London origin ofthe brass see Blair, op. cit. n. 17 above (1981). Proofthat leading architects designed 

tombs is provided by the payments to William Ramsey for Blanche's (d. 1342), and to William's executrix, 
his daughter Agnes, for the tomb oflsabella ofFrance (Colvin, op. cit. n. 10 above, I, 486 n. 5 ; F. D. Blackley, 
'The Tomb oflsabella ofFrance, Wife ofEdward II ofEngland', InternationalSocietyfor the Study of Church 
Monuments VIII (1983), 161-4). 

33 For the Percy tomb see N. Dawton, ' The Percy tomb at Beverley Minster : the style of the sculpture ', Studies 
in Medieval Sculpture, ed. F. H. Thompson (London, 1983), 122-50. For the Crouchback and Eltham tombs 
see J. Dart, Westmonasterium (London, 1723), I, 106 and II, 13. See also F. Sandford, A Genealogical History 
ofthe Kings ofEngland, and Monarchs ofGreat Britain (London, 1677), pp. 106 and 154. 

34 L. F. Sandler, The Psalter ofRobert de Lisle (Oxford, 1983), p1. 10. 
35 Binski, op. cit. n. 1 above, pp. 115-17. 
36 Winged Evangelists with their symbols also appear in the extraordinary miniature of Christ in Majesty on 

a detached leaf (Museum Mayer van den Bergh, Antwerp, MS 298) in which St Matthew and his symbol 
have been transformed (presumably as a result of an artist's error) into an Annunciation ; see Art and the 
Courts, exhibition catalogue (Ottawa, 1972), i, 101-2 and ii, p1. 46. Another comparison with the Ely tomb's 
Evangelists and symbols can be found on the tomb of Archbishop Meopham (d. 1333) at Canterbury. For 
a French example of a tomb with Apostles in the place of weepers, see Les Fastes du Gothique ; le siècle de 
Charles V, exhibition catalogue Paris, 1981, p. 63. 

37 Dart, op. cit. n. 33 above, ii, 7-10. J. Ayloffe, 'An account ofsome ancient monuments in Westminster Abbey', 
Vetusta Monumenta ii (London, 1780), 7. 

38 Dart, op. cit. n. 33 above, ii, 9. 
39 The building of Edward I's Welsh castles was administered through the Wardrobe; thus in de Luda's account 

for 1281-5, £9414 4s lid was spent on the wages of masons, carpenters and other workmen at Rhuddlan, 
Conway, Caernarvon and elsewhere. Money for the erection of Vale Royal Abbey was also received through 
the Wardrobe (D. Knoop and G. P. Jones, The Medieval Mason (Manchester, 1967), p. 17 n. 2). 
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