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Summary

This report is an illustrated appraisal of the excavations
conducted by the Roman and Mediaeval London
Excavation Council (RMLEC) berween 1946 and
1968 on 25 bomb damaged sites in the north-west cor-
ner of the City of London. This area was occupied by
the Cripplegate fort in the Roman period, but the exca-
vations of these sites also uncovered medieval artefacts
and features, and it is with these later marerials that this
volume 15 concerned,

Although the excavation director, Professor W
Grimes, published a major interim report of the
Council’s work in 1968, drcumstances prevented the
full publication of the sites in his lifetime. A major
post-excavation programme funded by English
Heritage from 1992 to 1997, however, has resulted in
the production of five major reports covering his work.
The first volume 15 a report on St Bride's church
(Milne 1997, the second, on the Temple of Mithras
(Shepherd 1998a), and the third is a gazeweer and
summary of the entire RMLECS excavation pro-
grammie (Shepherd 1998b). The final reports are con-
cerned with the excavations around Cripplegare, one
evaluating the Roman fort (Shepherd forthcoming)
and the other = this volume - the medicval develop-
ments in that area,

The post=Foman report i divided into six sections,
beginning with an imtroduction providing the back-
ground to the RMLECS programme and to the devel-
opment of medieval archacology in the post-war
period. The results of the excavations are then reap-
praised in a series of thematic chaprers - according to
new dates, assigned by specialists from the Museum of
London, for the surviving finds — a fresh analysis of the
excavation archives, and where possible, the rerecord-
ing of the surviving masonry structures by a team from
University College London.

In Chaprer 2, London's medieval defences are
described and discussed. The chronology now established
begins with the identification of an extramural Saxon
ditch cur bevond a wide berm. It had silted up by the
twelfth century, and a new dicch was cut much closer to
the wall in ¢ 1200, Later in the thirteenth century
bastions were added to both the northern and western
walls, a statement that 15 supported by ceramic evidence
not only from Bastion 11a, bur alse from Basdon 14,
from which evidence of thirteenth-century ceramics had
previously been overlooked. There were modifications
tio thee wall and 1o the bastions during the later medieval
period, and the ditch was recut in the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries. A summary of the pottery from
the best preserved sequence iz presented by Jaogueline
Pearce, and a report on the post=medieval ceramics and

xi

crucibles from the upper fills of the ditch is being pub-
lished separately (Bayley, forthcoming).

Chapter 3 discusses the evidence for medieval sec-
plar buildings, including two Saxon sunken-featured
buildings on the Addle Strect site, the major masonry
built town house known as Neville's Inn excavated an
Windsor Court, and the remains of two company halls,
one belonging w the Brewers and the other to the
Barber Surgeons.

The next chapter considers the archacological evi-
dence for three parish churches and a medieval hospi-
tal. The excavations of 5S¢ Alban's church, which were
published in interim form in 1968, are substantially
reinterpreted, redated and a more complex sequence
presented showing that it was founded no earlier than
the eleventh century. The work at St Mary the Virgin,
Aldermanbury was the last major excavation conduct-
ed by the EMLEC, The development of this church,
which was established in the twelfth cemtury, is
published in detail for the first time. The north wall of
5t Alphage survives as part of the Ciry’s defensive wall,
the north face of which was only exposed after bomb-
ing had destroved the lter buildings, which had
encroached upon it. A fourth ecclesiastical structure,
the tower of St Mary Elsing, is the last surviving
remnant of a fourteenth=-century hospital for the blind,
which later served as a parish church after the
Dissodution of the Monasteries in the sixteenth cen-
tury. This structure is also published in derail for the
first time, following a new survey.

A wider view is taken in Chapter 3, in which an
attempt is made to date the development of the street
pattern around Cripplegate. It is suggested that the
area was open felds in ¢ 900, but that senlement
encroached from south to north from the mid to late
tenth century onwards. The evidence of this expansion
is used to discuss and evaluare implications for the lay-
out and dating of the Ciry’s ward structure, and the
much wvexed guestion of a Saxon palace in the
Cripplegate area reviewed.

In conclusion, Chapter 6 summarises the role pro-
vided by Professor Grimes, not just as the RMLEC:
excavation director, but also as the Corporation of
Londons consultant on matters relating to the preses-
vation and display of ancient monuments. To para-
phrase the words of Professor Grimes himself, this
report might be described as a discussion of the
EMLECS medieval excavations in the Cripplegate
area = which incorporates some derailed archacological
information that has not been published before as well
as desultory comments o0 one or [wWo other marers —
(Grimes 1968, xi).



Résumeé

Ce compre-rendu consiste en une évaluation illusirée
des fouilles mendes par le Conseil pour les Excavations
Romaines et Meédiévales de Londres (Roman and
Medieval London Excavarion Council, RMLEC) entre
104ty et 1968 sur 25 sites endommagés par des bombes
dans le coin nord-ouest de la Cite de Londres. Ce
guartier était occupé par la forteresse de Cripplegate i
I"époque romaine, mais les excavations de ces sites ont
egalement révélé des objets artisanaux et des
témoignages datant de la période mediévale, et ¢'est de
ces derniers matériaus que traite ¢ volume,

Bien gue le directeur des fouilles, le professeur
WF Grnimes, ait publié un mportant compie-rendu
intérimaire sur les travaux du Conseil en 1968, les cir-
constances ont empeéche que la totalivé des sites sowent
publies de son vivant. Cependant, un important pro=
gramme de suivi de fowlles financé par English
Hentage entre 1992 et 1997, a eu pour resultat la pro-
duction de cng compies rendus majeurs couvrant ces
travaux. Le premier volume est un rapport sur I"églse
de 5t Bride (Milne 1997}, le deuxiéme porte sur le
temple de Mithras (Shepherd 1998a), et le troisiéme
st um répertoire géographique et um résumeé de
I'ensemble du programme de fouilles de RMLEC
(Shepherd 1998b). Les dermiers comptes rendus
s'intéressent aux fouilles autour de Cripplegate, "un
evaluant le fort romain (Shepherd a paraitre) et "autre
— le volume domnt il est guestion ici — les développe-
ments médiévaux dans cette région,

Le rapport consacre a la périnde post-romaine s¢
divise en six parties; il commence par une introduction
qui présente "arniére-plan du programme de RMLEC
et le développement de "archéologie médiévale dans la
période de IMaprés-guerre, Les résultats des fouilles sont
ensuite réévalués dans une suite de chapitres théma-
tigques = autour de nouvelles dates, atmibuces par des
specialistes du musée de Londres aux trouvailles subsis-
tantes = une analyse récente des archives de fouilles, et,
quand cela était possible, la reclassification des struc-
tures de magonnerne subsistantes par une équipe d'une
université londonienne, University College London.,

Dans le chapitre 2, on décrit et discute les défenses
de Londres au Moven-Age, La chronologie maintenant
fablie commence aves Iidentification & "extéricur des
murs d'un fossé sawon crewsé de 'awrre cod d'une
large berme. Il s"érait ensablé avane le douziéme sidele,
ot un nouveau fossé avait ¢ creusé bien plus prés du
mur vers 1200, Plus tard, au treigéme siécle, des bas-
fioms avaient €té ajoutés aux deux murs nord ot ouest,
assertion que confirment des témoignages sous forme
de céramiques provenant a la fois du Bastion 11a et du
Bastion 14, dont on n'avait pas précédemment tenu
compte. Des modifications furent apportées au mur ot
aux bastions au cours de la dernitre parte de la péri-
ode médiévale, et le fossé fur recreusd aus seiziéme ¢t
dix-sepriéme sibcles, J.Pearce présente un résume de la

poteric provenant de la séquence la micux préservée, ot
un rapport sur les céramigues et les creusets post-
médidvaux des couches supéricures du remblai est
publié séparément {Bailey a paraitee).

Au chapitre 3 on examine les témaoignages relatifs 4
IMesisrence de biviments séculaires médiévaux, parmi
ceux-ci on teouve deux biriments 4 structure enfoncée
sur e site d"Addle Sereer, une importante villa con-
siruite en magonnerie, connue sous le nom de Nevilles
Inn et mise au jour & Windsor Court, et les vestiges de
deux salles appartenant & des guildes, "'une propriéeé
de ln compagnie des brasseurs et autre de celle des
barbiers-chirurgiens.

Le chapitre suivant traite des wemoignages
archéologiques relatifs & trods églises parodssiales et un
hapital medigeval, On offre une nouvelle iInterprétation
et datation des fouilles de 'eglise de 5t Alban's, qui
avaient ¢té publi¢es sous la forme d'un bulletin intér-
maire en 1968, ¢t on présente une séquence plus come-
plexe qui montre que sa fondation n'est pas antéreure
au omieme siecle. Les travaux a 1'éghse de la Vierge
Marie, 5t Mary the Virgin, a Aldermanbury consti=
tuérent la derniére grande campagne de fouilles organ-
iste par RMLEC. C'est la premigére fois qu'on publie
en détail Phistoire du développement de cette église,
qui fut établic au douziéme siecle.

Le mur nord de St Alphage subsiste et a été intégre
dans le rempart défensif de la Cité dont la face nord ne
fut exposée que lorsque les batiments plus tardifs qui
avaient cmpiété sur clle furent détruits par les bom-
bardements, Un quatriéme bdtiment & vocation écclési-
astique, la tour de 5t Mary Elsing, est le seul vestige
qui nous reste d'un hépital pour aveugles datant du
quaterzieme siécle, gqui plus tard servit d'église parois-
siale aprés la dissolution des monastéres au seiziéme
sigcle. On publie également pour la premiére fois un
releve detaillé de cette structure a la swite d*une nou-
velle epude.

On adopie un point de vue plus large au chapitre 3,
dans lequel on tente de dater le développement d'un
quadrillage de rues autour de Cripplegate. On suggére
que le quartier consistait en champs ouverts vers 900,
mais qu'd partir du milicy ow de la fin du dixiéme sié-
cle 'occupation humaine gagna du terrain du sud vers
le mord. On unlise les émoignages relatifs & cete
cxpansion afin d'en examiner et évaluer les implica-
tions pour 'organisation et la datation de la structure
de ce quarter de la cité ; on revient également sur la
question maintes fois débatmue de PMexistence d'un
palais saxon dans le quarter de Cripplegate.

En conclusion;, le chapitre & résume le role joué par
le professeur Grimes, non seulement en tant que
directewr des fouilles 3 RMLEC, mais encore comime
consciller auprés de la corporation de Londres pour
tout c¢ qui touche 3 la conservation et la mise en valeur
des monuments anciens, Pour paraphraser les paroles



du professeur Grimes lui-méme, on pourrait décrire ce
rappert comme étant wune discussion des fouilles
meédidvales de RMLEC dans le quartier de Cripplegate
“qui inclut des renseignements archéologiques détaillés

Zusammenfassung

Diese Studie ist eime illustrierte Beurteilung der
Ausgrabungen durch  dem  Rdmischen und
Minclaltedichen  Ausgrabungsrat (EMLEC) swischen
1946 und 1968 auf 25 bombgeschadigten Standorten
im MNordwesten Londons, Dieses Gebiet war Standort
des Kriippeltor Forts zu rémischen Zeiten, doch wurden
bei den Ausgrabungen awch mittelaltertiche Artefakte
und Merkmale freigelegt, und ¢s sind dicse spateren
Materialien mit denen sich dieses Volumen befafit.

Trotz ciner umfangreichen Zwischenstudie bei dem
Dircktor der Ausgrabungen Professor WF Grimes in
1968, Umstinde wverhinderten die  gesamte
Verdffentlichung der Standorte wihrend  seiner
Lebenszeit. Ein umfangreiches Post - Ausgrabungs-
programm financiert bei English Heritage von 1992 bis
1997, hat jedoch zur Produktion von finf Studien dber
seine Arbeit gefihrt, Das erste Volumen st ¢ine Studie
dber die 5t Brides Kirche (Milne 1997}, die zweite
tber den Tempel von Mithras (Shepherd 199%8a) und
die  drinte  Studie ist  eine Ubersicht  und
Lusammenfsiung der gesamien Auwsgrabungsarbeiten
des RMLEC (Shepherd 1998b). Die letzen beiden
Stdien befassen sich mit den Auwsgrabungsarbeiten
um das Krippelworgebier, eine mit dem rémischen
Fort (Shepperd bevorstehend) und diese Sudie dber
die minelaliedichen Ercignisse in diesem Gebiet.

Die post — rhmische Swdic st geteilt in sechs
Abschnine, cine Einleitung tber den Hintergrund des
EMLEC Programmes und die Entwicklungen von mit=
telalterlicher Archaclogie in der Nachkregszeit. Dhe
Resultate der Ausgrabungen sind dann neubewertet in
einer Serie von thematischen Kapiteln — und in Ubere-
insummung mit den newen Datierungen, zugeteilt bei
Spemalisten des Muscums von London fir die beste-
henden Funde - eine frische Analyse der Awus-
grabungsarchive, und wenn mdéglich, die
Wiederauinahme won idbcerlebenen Mawerstrukiuren
bei einemn Team des Universithsinsoimures London,

Im zweiten Kapitel werden die mittleralterlichen
Verteidigungsanlagen erklirt und diskutiert, Die jett
erstellte Kronologic beginnt mit Identifizierungen cines
anglosichsischen Burggrabens geschnitien jensecits
ciner weiten flachen Ebene. Es wurde aufgeschwimmit
bei dem 12, Jahrhunders und mussie new niher 2o

il

qui m'ont pas encore £té publiés ainsi que des com-
mentaires 8 batons rompus sur uf ou deux autees
sujets.” (Grimes, 1968,5)

Traducton: Annie Pritchard

Mawer um 1200 gegraben werden. Splter im 13,
Jahrhundert wurden Bastonen an dem Mord - und
Westmavern angebaur, cine Aussage bestitigt durch
Keramiksoiicke nicht nur von Baston 1la sondern
auch von Bastion 14, Beweise von 13, Jahrhundert -
Keramik, welche vorher dberschen wurde,
Modifikationen wurden ausgefihrt an den Mauern
und Bastionen im spiteren Mittelalter, und der Schnitt
des Grabens wurde im 16, und 17, Jahrthundert geiin-
dert. Eine Zusammenfassung der Topferarbeiten der
best erhaltenen Stilicke st prisentiert bei | Pearce, und
eine Srudie dber die Keramik- und Metalarbeiten ward
separat verdffentlicht werden (Bailey bevorstehend).

Dhas drime Kapitel diskutiert die Beweise fir muttelal-
terliche sekulire Gebiude, wwei tefgelegie sichsische
Cebdude an der Addle Streer Seite, das bedeutene
steingemaverte Stdihaus belkannt wnter dem Namen
Meville’s Inn und ausgegraben bei Windsor Court, und
die Ubereste von zwei Handelshallen, eine 2u einer
Brauwerei gehérend und die andere mu Barber - Chirurgen,

Das nichste Kapitel erwigt die archaologischen
Beweise fiir drei Pfarrkirchen und ¢in mittelalterliches
Hospital. Die Ausgrabungen der 5t Alban Kirche, pub-
liziert in der Zwischenstudie von 1968, sind substantiel
neu interpratiert, neu datiert, und prigentiert eing mehr
komplexe Sequen:, welche zeigt, daB sie nichet froher als
im 11. Jahrhundert gegrindet worden war. Die Arbeit
an 5t Mary the Virgin, Aldermanbury war die letze
bedeutene Ausgrabung ausgefithrt bei der RMLEC.
Die Emtwicklung dieser Kirche, geschaffen im 12
Jahrhndert, st jerzt ersimals im Detail verdffentlicht.
Die Mordmawer von St Alphage Oberlebt als Teil der
Stadverteidigungsmauern, das Nordgesicht nur durch
sichtbar durch die Bombenzerstérung der spiteren
Gebiude, von welchen es dberbaut wurde, Das vierte
kirchliche Gebdude, der Turm von 5t Mary Elsing, ist
der letzte Gberlebene Rest eines Krankenhauses fiir die
Blinden, welches spiter als Plarrkirche cingesetzt wurde
nach der Auflisung der Eloster im 16 Jahrhundert.
Einer neuen Untersuchung folpend st diese Sorukmor
nun erstmals im Detail verdfferuliche,

Ein weiter Blickwinkel wird im finften Kapitel
genommen, in welchem versucht wird die Entwicklung
des Srraflenmusters ums Krippletor zu datieren.



Es wird angenommen, dafd s Gebiet von offenen Feldern
wir um ca 900, das es aber dann vom S0den und vorm
Morden Mite bis Ende des 100 Jahrhundert immer
begremaer wurde. Der Beweis flir diese Expansion wird
benuzt um die Implikationen fir den Awfbau der
Stadtomitsstruktur zu diskuteren und sincuschiten, und
um die schwienge Frage nach emem anglo-sSichsichen
Palast in dem Krippeltorgebiet su Oberprifen.

Als Abschlufl wird im sechsten Kapitel die Rolle
von Professor Grimes, nicht nur als der RMLEC
Direktor fiir Ausgrabungen, sondern auch als der

Xiv

Corporation of London Berater in Sachen der
Erhaltung und Austellung von altertimlichen
Monumenten zusammgefaft. Um es in den Worten
von Professor Grimes zu beschreiben, diese Soudie
kann als ecine Diskussion der RMLEC mittelalterhichen
Ausgrabungen in dem Krippeltorgebiet gesehen wer-
den, — welche cinige nie zuvor wverdffentlichte
derailierte archiologische Informationen entilt sowie
flichrige Kommentare in cin oder zwel anderen
Angelegenheiten - (Grimes 1968, XI).
Ubersetzung: Norman Behrend



1 War and peace

Medieval archaeology after the Blitz

Terrible bomb damage was inflicted upon Britsh towns
during the Second World War (193%-45): the civilian
loss of life was heavy. Much property was destroved,
including many historic  buildings in Bristel,
Canrerbury, Coventry, Hull, Liverpool, Portsmouth and
Southampuon, to name but a few of the towns that were
targered. As for London, it endured 57 consecutive
nights of acrial bombardment berween the 7 Seprember
and 2 Movemnber in 1940 alone: the docks, the City and
the suburbs all suffered. Ar pm on Sunday evening 29
December 1940, the sirens sounded again, heralding the
imminent arcival of 136 enemy bombers, In three hours
they dropped maore than 130 1ons of high explosives and
600 incendiary bombs, the latter proving to be the more
destructive, Some 1500 fires were started, including one
vast conflagration that took hold over an aren extending
from Aldersgate underground station o Moorgate
station in the north to Cheapside in the south: street
after narrow street was burnt owt. London also lost s
medieval Cuildhall, company halls such as the Barber
Surgeons, as well as eight churches, including St Bride™s,
5t Lawrence Jewry, 5t Alban's, 5t Mary Aldermanbury:
remarkably 51 Paul’s Cathedral survived, although
incendiary bombs were seen bouncing off the dome. In
thar one might, the City suffered its worst fire since 1666
(HMS0 1942; Johnson 1980).

By 1045, once hostilities were over, large areas of the
City had been flattened, with many strects represented
only by lines of debris-filled cellars (see frontspicoe).
Such extensive bomb damage would clearly take time to
make good, since the coonomy of the war weary couniry
wias as battered as its buildings. With so many historic
sites and buildings lost in such a brutal way, this was a
time for reflection as well as replanning, with bodies such
as the new Council for British Archaeology (CBA), the
Surwvey of London and the Society of Antiquaries, the
Ministry of Works and the Corporation of Lendon con-
tributing to the general debare thar acrually began during
the Blite. Kathleen Kenyvon, seoretary of the CBA, went
as far as o suggest that a programme of City excavations
should start with the large site between Blackfriars and
Lasdgate. That particular request went unheeded, for that
site was not imvestigated for a further 40 years.
Mevertheless there was a srrongly held view thar the
archasological opportunity presented by the summary
clearance of such large areas of the ancient Ciry was one
that should not be missed: here was ‘potental knowledge
that can now be acquired for relatively modest cost but
can never again be bought’ (Wheeler 1944, 152).

Accordingly, a commuittes was formed in 1945 and the
Society of Antiquaries sponsored trial excavations in 194946,
supervised by WF Grimes, a distinguished archacologist
and the newly appointed Keeper of the London
Museum. This led directly to the formation of what

was initially known as the Roman London Comminee,
but the name was changed wvo the Foman and
Mediaeval London Excavation Council on the insis-
tence of Grimes, who had been invited o become its
Honorary Director of Excavations, The inclusion of
the term “*Mediaeval® in the utle was one that caused
comment at the time, and not just because of the wio-
syncratic spelling. The contemporary COnsensus swp-
poried by the CBA was that archacological research
spanned the period from the Palaeolithic up to the
Saxons, ending in AD 700: later medieval studies were
the province of historians rather than archaeologists. It
should be remembered, however, that the ‘excavanon’
of major medieval sites such as the monastic remains at
St Mary's Abbey in York, date back to the early nime-
teenth century.

Church archacology can therefore claim some
antiquity, certainly more so than medieval wrban
archasology, which was a rather later development.
Although there 15 a distinguished history of urban
archaeology in Britain, the archasological investigation
of Roman towns adopted different approaches from
those of medievalists. That distinction can be shown by
comparing the large scale excavations of the deserted
Foman town of Silchester in Hampshire, which began
inm the 1890s, with the aim of examining the whole set-
tlement, whereas the work at the deserted mediewval
town of Od Sarum, Wiltshire (1909-15) concentrated
on the cathedral, castle and Bishop's palace, with min-
imal attention to the lay settlement (H de Shortt 1965).
The archacological study of the medieval burgage plot
15 largely a post-war development.

The use of "'modern” scientific archacological tech-
niques on a multperiod wrban site like London in an
imvestgation that gave equal weight to the Roman as
well as the later medieval periods was therefore sll a
novel concept in the 19405, Certainly Professor Grimes
thought it 50, since he felt obliged to provide an expla-
nation for the title of the RMLEC in the Archasological
Newslerrer for July 1948, 1o enlighren the (presumably)
baffled readership: *...the Council has the word medi-
aeval in 1ts tithe to avow its interest in the later as well
as the earlier periods of London®s history, of which in
fact, just as liule is known from the archaeological
point of view. It is in any case clear already that the
complicated interlocking of work of varying pertods in
the deep deposits that cover a large part of the City is
such that their separation withowt derailed srwdy would
be impossible, The Council’s pelicy of dealing with
every phase of London's history s therefore dictated by
practical necessity as well as principle’.

The Society for Medieval Archacology itself was
not founded until 1956, a decade afier the RMLEC,
the work on the London Blitz sites being one of the
catalvsts for the development. Indeed, London's role
in the genesis of this *new” subject arca goes back well
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before the war, The British Museum®s Department of
British and Medieval Antiguities was estabhished n
Bloomsbury in 1866 (BM 1907, vi), for example.
Medieval pottery and other artefacts had appeared in
quantity during nineteenth and carly twentieth-
century redevelopments in London: these had created
interest, with some being published by the Guldhall
Museum (1908), others in Sir Moromer Wheeler's
Londorn Museunr :d'rcu'r.lgeu'.: I:I"}E'r':, 1935) lil:'E]!ing with
the Vikings and then the Saxons, and by GC Dunning
and | Ward-Perking (Dunning 1932; 1933; 1937;
London Museum 1940). When Grimes took charge of
the London Museum in December 1945, he estab-
lished a new departmental structuee, which included a
separate Medieval Department. From 1932 this was
under the control of Brian Spencer, “one of the best
appointments ever made by the museum” (Sheppard
1990, 121). The director who succeeded Professor
Grimes in 1956 was Donald Harden, a founder mem-
ber of the Society for Medieval Archaeology, and the
first editor of its annual journal, In addition o three
distinguished officers from the British Museum, there
were o less than four past and presemt London
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archacologists serving as officers on the first council of
the newly formed Socicty for Medieval Archacology:
Gerald Dunning, Donald Harden, Professor Grimes
and Sir Mortimer Wheeler,

The London Museum was by no means alone,
however, in itz advocacy of medieval archasology:
John Hurst from the Ministry of Works has suggested
that medieval village studies were developing nicely in
the 1930, but “the Second World War intervened and
set the study of medieval archacology back ten vears'
(Beresford and Hurst 1971, 77). In 1948 the Briush
Muzeum’s Rupert Bruce-Mitford called for a con-
certed study of medieval archacology as a subject n
its owmn right, taking into account the pre-war work on
finds, on rural sites such as Great Beere in Devon,
and on urban sites such as the Bodleian extension in
Oxford. Meither was London the only town to mount
an excavation programme of bomb damaged sites:
important work was subsequently underraken in
Southampton, a town with no Roman precursor
(Platt and Coleman=-Smith 1975) and on the Bristol
church of 5t Mary le Port in Bristol (Watts and Rahtz
1985) for example. Thus it could be argued thart the

ARk

Fig I Modus Operandi: worksten open 1P a Beto rh_':h_'.h..l'i_:lrl.l'l.;: RMELEC on a City borrbrite ar Windser Conrr, (The Sphere)
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Blitz served as a stimulus o the development of the
concept of medicval urban archacology as well as to
multiperiod urban archacology: the Foman and
Mediaeval London Excavation Council was a princi-
pal agent in the van of both those advances,

Sadly, once the main BMLEC programme came to
close in 1962, the priorites for salvage excavations
the City often focussed rather more on the Roman than
on the medieval levels. This was a period of retreat, in
which London's archacology was not well provided for,
The situarion changed dramanically afver 1972 follow-
ing the work on Baynard"s Castle, from which site well
preserved medieval masonry buildings and waterlogged
artefacts were recovered in quantity. Pressure from the
Guildhall Museum and from bodics such as Rescue led
to the formation of a F!lT\l:!lFl,!'R.‘i.'ii!-I'I;ll réescue :r|:11u|:~|1l|.|[.;'icu|
unit in the City (Hebditch 1978), with a determination
to record the medieval levels with the same degree of
detail as the Roman (Biddle 1973), the principle first
avowed by the RMLEC nearly 30 vears before,

g @l " g

DELYING INTO
the London Museum. assisted by Miss Adrienne Farrell

RMLEC excavations in
Cripplegate

To return to the City in 19464 the inaugural meeting
of the RMLEC was held ar the Mansion House on 23
Seprember, with the Lord Mavor, Sir Charles Dawis,
in the chair. The task facing the Excavarion Council
was vast: there were 103 acres “available' for excava-
ton, of which 50 acres could be cleared 1o basement
level for a cost |1|-j:H-L'H:I,I:!'l'|H (ar 19405 F‘rrict.‘\.}. f”-l‘.‘ﬁll}'-.
such sums were well hq.::,'n::-nd what the RMLEC could
ever hope to raise, and thus no case could be sus-
tained for a programme incorporating the total exca-
vation of large arcas. Instead, the Director advocated
a system of trial trenching all available sites within the
walled Ciry, an an estimated cost of £30,000, followed
by a programme of extended clearances in selected
Hig -1 which could come 1o a voral of up oo {lﬂ'ﬂ.ﬂﬂﬂ.
By the end of 1962, the Council had only managed
to raise CA0,000 (irselfl mot an imconsiderable sum,

LONDON’S PAST : Mr. W. F. Grimes, Keeper of

Fig 2 Cry archaeology i 19497 Professor Grimes publicises the work of the RMLEC ar Basewon 12, (The Sphere)
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but quite inadequate for the task), and thus had to
rim its excavaton objectives accordingly. The
methodology subsequently adopted involved the
employment of a small ream of labourers to dig
trenches under the guidance of a foreman or supervisor,
while the Director of Excavations would make regular
visits 1o record the exposed sections and collect such
finds as had been recovered, which would then be
placed in numbered bags. On some sites, the trenches
would be extended or joined up to form a larger open
area depending upon the interest of the features and
the available vime {see Figs 1 and 2).

On the face of it them, it would seem that the
RMIEC" vision of subjecting the City to an inten-
sive research programme of scientific archacological
investigation for the first ime was not realised.
Indeed, looking at the distribution of their sites
across London as a whole, this pessimistic view 15
confirmed. There are but 33 numbered sites shown
on his map covering the whole of the intramural area
of the City (Grimes 1968, fig 2), many of them mod-
ext in size, There are, however, three significant con-
centrations of sites, one in the Walbrook valley, one
at Cheapside, but by far the largest grouping 15 in the
north-west corner of the City. This was part of the
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largest single zone of destruction, which spread
berween St Paul's, the Barbican and Moorgate, much
of it destroved in the fire bomb attack of the 29
Drecember 1940, In all, some 24 sites were invest-
gated (WEFGI; 2-14: 14a; 15; 15a; 16-22) in that
Cripplegate area during the RMLECs main excava-
tion programme that ended in 1962, while two maore
sites, Bastion 1la (WFGla) and the church of St
Mary Aldermanbury (WFG22a), were added in 1965
and 1967-8 respectively. In other words half of the
EMLECS City wide excavation programime was con=
centrated in Cripplegare (Figs 3, 4 and 5).

The principal thrust of that research programme
wias the elucdation of the plan and occupation
sequence associated with a Roman forr, the presence
of which had not previously been suspected. It had
been built in the second century to house a comple-
ment of some 1000 soldiers. v was ¢ 200m east—west
x 240m north-south, and evidence for the masonry
wall and ditch, interval wowers, corner owers, the
west gateway, imernal buildings and sireets was
recovered, By the third century the Ciry wall had been
bailt to enclose the fort within the intramural area of
the town, and the north and west walls were thick-
ened to the same width as the new town wall itself.

Fig 3 Plan showwmg City of Lowdon defrned by e of late mediceal City toall eoith Cripplegare suvdly area in north-moest cor=
ner extending from Bastions 12 to 14w west o Guildhall in east, and from Cripplegate in north to St Alban's eluerch i souh:
wee alvo Figs 4 and 5,
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The forts eastern and southern walls, however, seem
1o have been demolished in or by the end of the third
century, showing that the fort fell out of use within the
RFoman period. The RMLEC therefore moumed a
remarkable programme of archacological research in
the ruins of Cripplegate, in which some sites were
deliberately selected o answer pardcular guestions
relating to the lavout and use of the forr. This was a
luxury no other agency had ever been afforded.
However, a number of the excavations were conduct-
ed with the more familiar catalyst of imminent rede-
velopment hanging over them, as the works associated
with Route 11, the broad highway now kmown as
London Wall, gathered momentum. This involved a
large swath of land running diagonally across the
Cripplegate area, directly covering sites WFGS, 5, 15a
and 19, and obliged Professor Grimes to mix research
with rescue archacology.

The fort’s discovery was halled as the single most
important achievement of the REMLEC, and a denailed
reappraisal of it has recently been compiled (Shepherd
forthcoming; Howe and Lakin forthcoming). Since the
post-war cxcavations were therefore principally
focussed on the Roman levels, the overlying medieval
material examined on all those sites was not indtially
studied with the same degree of intensity, Nevertheless,
summaries of clements of that work have been pub-
lished (Grimes 1968, although not as an area study, It
1% the prime objective of this new volume to present just
such an arca study of the post-Roman levels from the
sites excavated by the RMLEC between 1946-68, fol-
lowing the Museum of London's redating of the pot-
tery recoverad from those sites.

Some idea of the value and scope of this new
approach can be gained by reviewing the range of
medieval sites that were investigated. These included a
comprehensive study of the City defences, examining
the ditch sequence, the town wall and Bastions 11a, 12,
13, 14 and 15; domestic occupation from the late tenth
century onwards, which was studied through the exca-
vation of pits, wells, sunken-featured buildings and the
masonry foundations of substantial town houses,
including Meville's Inn; the halls of two famous Cary
companies, the Brewers and the Barber Surgeons; no
less than three parish churches with the upstanding
remains of 5t Alphage and the sites of 5t Alban’s and
St Mary Aldermanbury; as well as the tower of 5t Mary
Elsing, part of a fourteenth-century hospatal that some-
how survived the Dissolution, the Great Fire, the Blitz
and post-war redevelopments.

Taken wogether, it can therefore be argued that the
RMLEC investigations in Cripplegate provide a data-
base from which a concerted attempt at an inpensive
archaeclogical study of a sample of the medieval City
could be mounted. The study area lies in the north-
west corner of the City sheltered by the wall on two
sides with Guildhall, London's civic centre from at
least the thirteenth century, immediately vo the east.
Its southern boundary lies just north of Cheapside,

the largest and busiest intramural market street in the
late medieval City, which ran up o the east end of the
massive minster church of 5t Paul’s, the spire of
which rose some 160m above the medieval town-
scape, Such a location unsurprisingly attracted "divers
fair houses’, as described in John Stow’s celebrated
survey of the City published in 1603 (Wheatley 1956,
260-71), The half dozen parish churches here once
contained numerous memorials, which also demon-
strate the standing of the neighbourheod, for several
mayors are represented among the parishioners from
Lord Moerthampton (d 1381) to William Brown {d
1507). Those memorials also list the range of profes-
sions followed by the richer parishioners and include
haberdashers, mercers, drapers, grocers and gold-
smiths. Three more goldsmiths are mentioned in a
property dispute in 1321 (Chew and Kellaway 1973,
no 255) while another one, Thomas Spora, com-
plained about his neighbour, William de Lyon who
lived in the Cripplegate Hermitage in 1336 (Chew
and Kellaway 1973, no 333). To thar mix can be
added the companies and company halls that were
extablished in and around the area: the Brewers (¢
12923, Curriers {¢ 1300}, Barbers (¢ 1308), Bowyers
and Haberdashers (¢ 1371). The presence of heavier
industry in 1357 is implied by the buillding of a forge
in Wood Strect, “gravely impeding the inhabitants and
common people passing by’ (Chew and Kelloway
1973, no 48%). The Citvs judicial records for 1244
also mentions the presence of a strong Jewish com-
munity in the ward, when Leo the Jew, Joce the Jew
and Elias the Bishop, also a Jew, were all separately
reprimanded for conducting building works that
encroached upon the street (Chew and Weinbaum
1970, nos 411, 413, 414). Such an economically
diverse and prosperous picture reflects a partial view
of the later medieval situation. Two cases considered
by the judicial sessions in 1276 provide a rather dif-
ferent image, recording that John Le Surr was
dragged to his death by two pigs he was leading, while
the body of another man, never identified, was dis-
covered drowned, having lain unobserved for some
five weeks Weinbaum 1976, 155, 2110,

The general development before that period, par-
ticularly from the wenth century onwards, would rely
mare heavily on archacological evidence. The pur-
pose of the present volume is to begin that work, look-
ing first at the individual clements, be they bastions,
buildings or churches, in the light of the new dating
provided by a fresh analysis of the field records and a
major reappraisal of the surviving finds. Then atten-
ton will turn o the development of the area as a
whole, looking at the dating of the streer system and
what ¢ffect the earlier Roman fort had on the layour
of the medieval roads and defences. The burning
guestion of the location of a possible Saxon roval
palace of Offa, the late eighth-century Mercian King
(757=896) in the area is also discussed in the light of
documentary research and the recent revelation thar
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the mid Saxon settlement of Lundenwic lay not with-
in the walled Ciry, but well to the west (Vince 1990,
a discovery made long after the RMLEC had complet-
ed their investigations. As o consequence it is argued
that owr understanding of medieval Cripplegate as a
whole is considerably greater than the sum of the

superficially meagre parts recovered from the City's
bomb sites, Old dara have current valee and can sl
provide a chronological and topographical framework
upon which more detailed archacological records
from current excavations (Howe and Lakin forth-
coming) can build,



2 London Wall

Revealing the City's medieval
defences

At 12.15am in the early moming of the 28 August 19440,
the first bomb of the London Bhtz exploded, destroving
buildings between Fore Street and the Ciry wall i St
Alphage's churchyard (Hill 1955, 21). The nosthern
(external) face of part of the City wall was thus revealed
for the first time for more than 300 vears, once the
remains of the buildings that had been erected nght up
against it had been stripped away, Dunng the course of
the Blitz, other sections of London's wall were revealed,
natably m the Cropplegate area (Figs & and 7). The
EMLEC therefore decided that its first excavations would
be conducted here *wath the partscular am of leaming
more about the Crty wall, its date and structural features”
(orimes 1968, 15). Ths research olbgective was one that
was pursucd with some vigour for a high proportion of the
BEMLEC sites were located on and adjacent to the City
wall, its bastions or it ditches (Fig 8. As a consequence,
more than a fifth of the main published report produced

h:,' GOrmes 15 concerned with the Roman fort ar
Cripplegate or with London's defences. Those chapers
describe and discwss the fort that he had discovered and
diated 1o ¢ AD 120, the strengthened vown wall of ¢ AD
200 and the asoctated ditches, the later medieval ditches
and the new evidence of the thineenth-century dating for
the hollow hastsons on the Ciny's western side  (Grimes
1968, 15-91). Thus the work of the RMILEC made major
contnbutions w our understanding of London’s defences.
In this chapter, the work relating 1o the medieval peniod
will be reassessed and reviewed in the light of more recent
research, and a Late Sacon date sugpested for the earliest
miedieval modification o the Ciy dicch.

City ditch
wrth Mike Webber

A sertes of renches were cut outside the Ciry wall o
examine the sequence of defensive ditches, which sub-
sequently proved o date from the Roman period to

Fig 6 Secrion of exrernal face of Ciry weall immiediarely sounh of Baston 14 (WEFGS vinble on extreme left). The lower sec-
e had beewr tncorporared eoithin @ feter burddivig avnd fras been exvensively refaced in Brick, wohereas the upper levels sull renatn
the origrnad medreval masonry facing, (GLA GR1I4)
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,F]'_J'l 7 Easr (treernafl __r'.;q.;',' 4a_||" If'.:r{l,' mall, weth mondern brick _,I"n:.u'mlq' on Basentenr and grownd _|"-I|l:|L:"" fewels, bur oeith mredieval
smaganry erill visible ar first floor level, This colaole section, havemg surtrved the Blitz, was demiolished i 1957 o make way
Jor a sliproad inte whar s now the Musewm of London's car park, (GLA GRIN)

the seventeenth century (Fig 9). Of these only vwo cut-
tings (WFGI17 and 18) were long enough to establish
the relationship between all the major phases (see Figs
& and 107, while some confined themselves to examin-
ing ditch deposits beneath the floor of the Bastions
1la (WFGla), 12 (WG1), and 14 (WEFGA) and oth-
ers only looked at the ditch profiles closest to the wall
face. Mevertheless enough was recorded from seven
sections on five sites to establish a sequence and to
recover sufficient pottery from the fills or from later
features cuting into them o provide a working
chronology. The interim report work on this impor-
tant work was published in 1968, but since then the
ceramics from the sites have been studied in more

detail by Jacqueline Pearce for the Museum of

London, As a consequence, more precise dating is
offered in the following report, which was compiled
largely by Mike Webber,

Saxon ditch

The earliest medieval ditch 15 of Late Saxon dare and
although it was seen and recorded by Grimes (Fig 117,
it WS n-e.:LIh-e.:r u:|:|L1.|ui1.'|.H_'u.||f[.' identafied nor E|.1.'l.'\.|.‘]}' daned
by him. It had been dug wo a depah of at least 1.5m
bevordd a ¢ 15m berm away from whatever survived of
the Boman eiry wall, and could have been up to ¢ 15m
wade. A complete profile was not recovered from any one
single site, and the sections shown in Fig 12 have there-
fore been combined w provide the composite profile
illustrated in Fig 13. The northern {outside) edge was
recorded on two sites (WEFGLT, WFG 18) and what was
taken w be the southern (inside) edge on Whsl,
although no potery was recovered from that part of the
feature, The deposits thar filled the ditch were broadly
horizontally bedded, suggesting a long period of silung
up. The recent study of the pottery from the silts has
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Fig & Plan of Cripplegate sedy area showing beation of RMLEC excavations vhar examined the medicval defences and
Baseire T1a, 12, 13, 14 and 15 shoton o relafion to 940 sireer pattern (1ee Fig 4.

identified a sequence in which potery dated from
950-1150 came from the lower fills, 1000-1200 from
the middle flls and 11501200 from the upper fills. This
seems o imply that the ditch was cut perhaps in the
tenth century, certainly by the early eleventh century,
and had subsequently silted up by the late mwelfth or
early thirteenth century.

Medieval ditch

A new ditch from which late medieval pomery was
recovered was then cut through the infilled Saxon ditch
much closer to the City wall (Fig 14). The pars of the
ditch were identified in mest of the cuttings made
beyond the wall, and a full profile can therefore be
reconstructed with some confidence working from sce-
tions recorded on WEFG1 and WEFGH in particular, The
inside edge was cut beyond a very narrow berm some
1.2m from the wall face. The initial fills were cut by the

footings of Bastions 11a and 14, and porery from the
ditch, which has been dated 1200-1225, was recovered
from a sealed context below the floor of Bastion 14
(WFGH: Figs 15 and 16). This demonstrates that the
bastions were built after the wider medieval ditch was
dig. This later phase of the medieval ditch presumably
represented that described in Stow’s survey; ‘the ditch
which partly now remaineth, and compassed the wall
of the City, was begun to be made by the Londoners in
1211 and was finished in the year 1213, this ditch
being then made of 200 foot (¢ 60m) broad' (Wheatley
1956, 11). The width revealed on the RMLEC sites,
however, can only have been ¢ 20m. A documentary
reference in 1348 o the berm berween the City wall
and the ditch south of Mewgate describes it as 10 ells
wide (Dyson 1984, 53], some 306t or 10m, whereas the
evidence from the Cripplegate sites suggests that the
berm was less than 1.2m wide there in the carly
thirteenth century.
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Fig 10 Isomerric projection of external face of City wall (toith crenellations) adiorming nerth wall of St Alphage church, shoten
in relarion 1o series of defensive ditches of Roman, Saxon, Medieval and later date boyond berm fo the north of the wall
Dirarving by Professor Grimes, based on survevs conducted by the RMLEC and the Corporation of London. For more detatled

diteh secrions, see Figs 12, 13; for wall devation, see Fig 116,

Fig 11 MNorth end of silted up Late Saxon Cry duch
exposed by RMLEC ar Fore Sweer in 1954 [WIFGIT),
(GLA GR403)

Pottery from the fills of a medieval recur identified
in sections recorded at WFGIT and WFG18, beyond
the bastions, contained pottery beoadly dated
13501500 from the lower fills and 1o 1480-1550 from
the upper fills (WFG18E; bag nos 35, 114, 115, 141,
156, 233).

Sixteenth-century recut

A substantial recur was evident on three sections
WFGI WFGLT WFGLS: Fig 17 and sce Figs 18 and
19, and pottery groups from the infill has been daved
from 1580-1620 (WFG18), although other less close-
Iy darable assemblages have been given a wider range of
1500-170). The ditch fills were cut by a well asso-
ciated with pottery dated 1500-1600. The ditch itself
was up to 4m deep and 24m wide at the top with gen-
tly sloping sides. This phase presumably represents a
ditch cutting event associated with the uncertainties
posed by the Spanish Armada invasion threats of late
siteenth century,
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e T,

Saxan ditch

—

Fig 14 (a) Section through City ditch sequence recorded by RMELEC on WFG; (B) tneerpretation shocsing larer medieval

aitch curring castern ediee of Saxon dich,

Fig 15 Croy ditch profde exposed by RMLEC belows foor of
Bastion 14 (WFGY o Lft) and base of Roman wall (1o
right}, looking worth-zoest, (GLA GRITE)

A group of distllation vessels and crucibles proba-
bly used in the assaving of metals was recovered from
the fills of this recut, and is reported on elsewhere
(Bavley fortheoming).

Seventeenth-century recut

Another major recut was identified in WFG1, WFG17
and WFG 18, clearly cutting through the late sixteenth-
cenpury infill material (Fig 20 and see Figs 18 and 19).
It was similar in profile to the sixteenth-century necut
bur was some Im shallower than it and had a more
rounded bottom. It was iself cut by features contain-
ing pottery dated 1o 1630-80, as well as a brick culvert,
which Grimes identified as the main sewer built in
1648, The last phase of the City ditch must therefore
have been infilled before the mud seventeenth century.
The fills of that ditch contained ceramics dated from
1580-1650, 1620-50, 1580-1700 and 1610-40. Taken
together, it seems that the ditch represented a short-
lived feature the cutting of which was presumably occa-
sioned by the mid seventeenth-century Civil Wars, in
which London played a leading role as the headquar-
ters of the Parliamentary cause.
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Fig 16 City ditch sequence sealed beneach floor of Bastion
I (W) J'mrkurf st Lmoards .||';?|:lrl..lrll._'1 q.l" {'.'r'l'_l.' ol
exposed in BMLEC excavations. (GLA GRI33)

Fig 17 Profile of infilled lare sixteenih-century City dech
exposed by RMLEC iw secoiom on the Fore Sireet nile
(WFGEIT). Scale: 4 = &in (o &), (LA GRA00)

Pottery sequence from the City
ditch at Cripplegate Buildings
(WEG18)

by Facqueline Pearce

A considerable quantity of potery was recovered from
the section-of the Chy ditch excavated at Cnpplegate
Buildings: 5248 sherds from a minimum of 3485 vessels
(Estimated Mumber of Vessels or ENV). Most of these
are post-medicval: 3984 sherds, or 2621 ENV (75%).
Finds were selectively sampled during excavation and
stored in individually numbered bags, several of which
might come from the same context. This accounts in
part for the high number of sherd links recorded
between bags, some of which are the equivalent of
medium or large contexts (e 30=100 sherds and more
than 100 sherds, respectvely), filling several bags or
boxes given the same number. A total of 29 bags contain
medium sized groups (18 of which are post-miedieval);
gight are large and two are very large (mulople boxes),
all post=-medieval. Within samples, all pottery appears (o
have been collected, including small and uninteresting
sherds, as well as numerous large sherds, many of which
join to give complete vessel profiles,

The pottery was recorded using minimum quantifi-
cation by sherd count (5C) and ERNW. All figures given
here are based on these data. Although their value is lim-
ited by the collection policy and the inadequacy of the
stratigraphic records, they sull demonstrate clearly
discernible patterns. The ceramic evidence s now dis-
cussed chronologically, corresponding clesely with the
proposed ditch sequence as derived from other sources,

Tenth- to twelfth-century pottery

A total of B12 sherds (540 ENV) are dared berween
¢ 900 and ¢ 1200, the period during which the first
medieval ditch 15 thought o have been open. Very
little appears to be residual (37 sherds), a marked con-
trast with later medieval pottery from the site. Sherds
from cooking pots in early medieval sandy ware and
garly medieval sand and shell-tempered ware (Vince and
Jenmer 1991, 56-63) are the carliest pottery recovered,
tofrether spanning the period ¢ 970-1150. A single sherd
of Rhenish red-painted ware in bag 198 is broadly dated
in London from ¢ 900 1o ¢ 1250 (ibid, 100-102), but the
main potery used in the capital throughout the renth
century, Late Saxon shelly ware (bid, 49-54); is notice-
ably absent, except as five abraded, residual sherds.
Most of the pottery from this period daves w
¢ 1050-1200, and includes the usual range of domestic
wares widely used throughout the City. The main fab-
rics, in additon o the above, are early Surrey ware,
carly medieval shelly ware and local grey ware (ibid,
T3-5; 63-8; 76-9). After ther miroducton ¢ 1080,
London-type wares became a major clement in the City's
pottery supply (Vince 1991b, 268; Pearce et al 1985).
Cooking pots, jugs and pitchers are the main forms,
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Fig 18 Irrerpretarive dratoings shooing sigpested comrpararive profiles of Saxon, medieval and post-medreval Ciry ditches
recorded by RMELEC ou sites WFGa, 4, 17 and 18, with locarfons of dated finds growps.

ax elsewhere in London. There are also sherds from ten
small hemispherical metalworking crucibles, mostly in
carly medieval sandy ware and early Surrey ware (cf
Bayley 1992, fig 4). A very unusual find is part of a mod-
elled bird in Stamford-type ware (residual in bag 2). It
was onginally applied w the body of a late twelfth-
century highly decorated spouted pitcher; the only other
example excavated in London comes from the site of the
Guildhall Yard Extension (Nenk and Pearce 1994).

Late thirteenth- to fifteenth-century
pottery
In all, 446 sherds (320 ENY) are dated between ¢ 1270

and ¢ 1500, associated with the use of the second wider
medieval ditch. A large proportion are residual in later

contexts (254 sherds or 36%). Yery little pottery can be
dared to the early thirteenth century when the second
dirch was first cut and the bastions constructed. The
majpority is broadly dated to ¢ 1350-1500, consisting
largely of cooking pots and jugs in Coarse Border ware
and Cheam whiteware (Pearce and Vince 1988), There
are no metalworking ceramics at this date,

A number of bags are dared vo ¢ 1400 or later by
the presence of jugs and pipkins in late London-type
ware and late London slipped ware (Vince 1985, 58),
and Cheam whiteware barrel shaped jugs, dated after
¢ 1430 (Pearce and Vince 1988, 86), showing the
ditch was in continuous use throughout the fifteenth
century. Part of a bowl in Paterna blue ware from the
Valencia region of 3pain (bag 43), is similar to a bowl
from Mary-ar-Hill, London, and is typical of the
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Fig 19 Sugpested profiles of medicval and post-medieval City ditches shoton schemarically.

fourteenth/early fifieenth century (Hurst et al 19846,
figlt, no3b). This is the only imported pottery found
at this dare.

Post-medieval pottery

Most of the pottery is post-medieval, the main
sequence dating to ¢ 1480-1650 (3769 sherds 2496
EMNV). Several medium or large groups are dated either
before or after ¢ 1550, and berween ¢ 1580 and 1630,
presenting a representative sequence of the fabrics and
forms i use in the City during this period (Pearce
fortheoming b).

Groups dated 1o ¢ 1480-1550 (684 sherds/S06
ENY) are charactenised by the absence of Frechen
stonewares and Surrey-Hampshire Border ware,
one of the most common kinds of pottery wsed in
London ¢ 1550-1700 (Pearce 1992). They consist
largely of local (London arca) redwares, but also
include sherds from several drinking jugs and other
forms im ecarly Border ware (41 sherds33 ENV),

which is intermediate between “Tudor Green” (Pearce
and Vince 1988, 79-81) and the later Border ware
(Pearce forthcoming a).

A remarkable quaniry of fne, well glazed, redware
cups in g previously uncharacterised fabric were recov-
ercd (282 sherda'214 EMNV), with a large concentration
in groups predating ¢ 1550 (15.2% ENV - the second
most commaon fabric at this date). Following petro-
logical analysis, and comparison with late Gfteenth-
century whiteware forms from Farnborough Hill
(Holling 1977} and potery recemtly excavated im
Guildford (Guildford Museum RB3932), the fabric
has been named early Bed Border ware (Pearce forth-
coming a), and dated to ¢ 1480-1550, Although not vet
identified in production waste, it is suggested thar these
cups predate the inroduction of Red Border ware
proper into London (¢ 1580+), and its first knowmn pro-
duction at Farnborough Hill ¢ 1550-80 (Pearce 1992,
95). The cups come in three forms: a flared, corrugar-
ed vessel, a rounded form wiath straight-sided neck and
a narrow-based cup with vertical flunng. They are,
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Feg 20 Profde of mflled late severmpeenth-ceniury Cry
dercle, i whech base of 4 x fen scale rests (© L6, exposed
tw RMLEC on the Pore Street sie (WHGET), (GLA
R

however, rare elsewhere in the Ciry, making the con-
centration of finds at WFGIE all the more intriguing
and significant (see below).

In lare sixteenth-cenmury groups (739 sheeds S04
EMNV), Border wares are the second most commeon type
of pottery after local redwares (12.9% by ENV). There
is a higher proportion of imports, principally Low
Couniries carthenwares and Rhemsh stonewares,
including part of a fine polychrome albarello in Morth
Netherlands makolica (bag 240), dated ¢ 1530-80
(Hurst et al 1986, fig 56, no 1T2).

Most of the forms were used for cooking and serv-
ing: pipkins, cauldrons, bowls and dishes, dripping
dishes and jugs, and an unusually high proporton of
drinking wessels (22% EMY of all late sivteenth-
century pottery). There s alko a figurine salt in
Cistercian ware (bags 240/242), Made in the form of a
woman in early sixteenth-century dress holding o
shallow dish, the form s extremely rare, wAath anly three
known parallels in London (rtwo in the Museum of
London reserve collection and one from the Tower
Postern — TOLTY), There is a more complete example
in the Manonal Museum of Wales (NMW Acc. Mo
27.98), and scamered finds elsewhere,

A large number of industrial vessels were also
recovered (Fig 21), mostly in unglazed early post-
medieval redware (Pearce forthcoming a). These con-
sist principally of long-necked distillation flasks or
cucurbits (54 sherds™34 EMNV), frequently with the
powdery red haematite deposits associated with the
production of mitric acid, used in parting precious
metals (Bayley 1992, 6-7). A smaller number are

found in the carly sixteenth-century potery, but the
qQuantity increases im groups daved to ¢ 1580-1630
(148 sherds™83 ENMY). Apparcntly associated with
these in the same groups are numerous shallew, thick-
walled, unglazed dishes n the same fabric (4
sherds ENY ¢ 1550-1600; 51 sheeds/34 ENV &
1580-1630). These have a rounded base, and several
t.hq,:.w :-;i:u'nn ol ht:ul:lny.. 'Thl..-i:r fuficrion remahs u:'h'.‘|-|'::]|.‘,,
.il“_hi,:ll.l.gh it AP peEars I:h.-l.:y n‘|'ig;|'|l: have had an induserial
LS, T'l'u.::r:: Hin alsn m:w.-rll |."r|.|.-|'.':i|.':||.-|.':1. :ﬁpt:’!i:]“'_t,' i
groups post-dating ¢ 1580 (146 sherds/15 ENV),
including small and medium sized Border ware and
triangular Hessian crucibles in variows sizes, most
probably used for working precious metals (Cotter
1992; Pearce 1992, 45, fg 46, nos455-6). Finally
there 15 a single bone ash cupel, with a lump of
partally purified silver remaining. Used in separating
precious metals for assayving, these are extremely rare
finds in London (examples are known from Legge's
Mount, Tower of London; Bayley 1992, 6, fig 7a).

There are several large, good groups of pottery dat-
ing to ¢ 1580-1630 (2342 sherds/1475 ENV). None
includes Metropolitan slipware, introduced in the sec-
ond quarter of the seventeenth century (the earliest
known example, in the Museum of London, 15 dated
16307; there is very hittle tin-glawed ware or other dis-
tinctive pomery of mid seventeenth-century date, such
as brown-glazed Border ware (Pearce 1992, 101). This
argues strongly that the ditch was infilled and no longer
used for dumping by the 1640s. London area redwares
still predominate, together with Border wares, Essex
fine redwares (Orion 1988, 298) and Low Countrics
and Rhenish imports, Tin-glazed ware i Orton's
group A, dated to ¢ 1612-40/50 (ibd, 321; 27
sherds 20 ENV), includes several sherds from a
tankard decorated in blue and white with leaf scrolls
and part of an inscription reading *..O*R0O... Other
vessels of interest include an unusoeal green-glazed
standing candlestick with handle in Red Border ware
(bag 244); part of a dish in Beauvais double sgraffito
decorated with a Tudor rose (bag 217; Hurst et al
1986, 109-14); and a dish in Morth MNetherlands
maiolica with an eight-pointed polychrome star design,
together with a dish in North Holland slipware with
crucform decoration (both bag 217).

A poral of 151 sherds (89 ENY) come from bags
dated after ¢ 1670, representing small seale domestic
rubbizh disposal, rather than extensive dumping. This
includes the usual range of fabrics current during the
late seventeenth and eighteenth centirics, but nothing
of particular note.

Discussion

The City ditch was used for centuries as a communal
dumping ground for all manner of household and other
refuse, giving a series of invaluable snapshots of the
range and vanety of domestc and industnal apparatus
wsed by the successive generations of Londoners.
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Fig 21 Crroup of sixteanth to seventéanith-century metakoorking ceramcs recovered by RMLEC from City ditch ar Cripplepare
Buildings (WFGIE). Back rote: early post-medreval redware diseillairon flask necks; Frone vow (T 1o £} triangular hessian

crucible; Surrev-Hampahire Bordermoare crucibles.

Considerable quanrities of sixteenth- and seventeenth-
ceniury pomery were pecovered from sections through
the ditch excavared ar Boston House, 9094 Old Broad
strect (BRODO; Pearce 1994) and Capel House, 54-62
Mew Broad Street (CAPSS; Pearce 1992, 105), bearing
close comparison with the material from Cripplegne
Buildings, and revealing a similar pamern of successive
dumping and recutting uwntl the dirch was finally
infilled in the seventeenth century. The concentration
of pottery from WG dating to the tenth to twelfth
centuries corresponds with the use of the carliest ditch,
after which there 15 a hiatus until ¢ 1270, Then follows
a lenghy pertod of dumping, duning which the late
medieval maverial was much disturbed by later activity,
with the main and most significant period of use dating
between ¢ 1480 and ¢ 1630. By the 16408, as m
BROOD, if not slightly earlier, the ditch a1 Cripplegate
was no longer used as a communal dump,

The potery recovered from WFGIE brings into
focus certain activities centred on Crpplegate Ward or
nearby. Among the most significant features are the
concentrations of both fine redware cups and industri-
al vessels, The area appears to have been a focus of
metalworking from the early medieval period. There
are several small eruables dated to ¢ 1050-1150, of a

kind generally used in working precious metals. This
compares closely with the large numbers of similar cru-
cibles found on the nearby site of Shelley House, at the
north end of Moble Street (MNST94; Pearce 1996).
There are no metalworking ceramics at either site from
the late twelfth until the sixteenth century, when ample
evidence for the industrial processes associated with
working metals 15 provided by the large numbers of
cucurbits or distillation flasks, as well as crucibles, and
the enigmaric industrial dishes, Although these forms
oocur in groups predating ¢ 1550, they are most com-
mon berween ¢ 1580 and 1630, suggesting that this was
the main peried of industrial acuvity.

Intriguing questions are raised by the large num-
bers of carly Bed Border ware cups recovered. They
appear o have been made at a single workshop over a
relatively short period, in the carly o mid sixteenth
century. Their occurrence in such a restricted area
suggests that they were bought in bulk for use in large
scale entertainments and dining, rather than by indi-
vidual households, One of the more likely sources an
this date might be one or more of the numerous Livery
Company Halls situated in this part of the City, or a
hall or tavern regularly used by some of the companies
for their feasts and messes, Several Company Halls
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were eqtablished in the immediate vicimity by the early
sixteenth century, including those of the Brewers,
Curriers, Barber Surgeons, Bowyers and Pinmakers
(Lobel 1989, map 3, ¢ 1520}, It might be that one of
these contracted vo purchase ecarthenware cups from
one of the potteries of the Farnham region, for use a
their feasts, in much the same way as the Inns of Coun
regularly bought whiteware drinking vessels in bulk
from the same area from the late fifteenth century
omwards (Matthews and Green 1969). These ques-
tions and the early history of the Border ware industry
are treated in greater depth elsewhere (Pearce forth-
coming ).

Other pottery fromn the sixveenth- to early seven-
teenth-century sequendce is largely domestic in charac-
ver, with few fine quality or unusual vessels that might
be associated with better off houscholds. One excep-
tion is the Cistercian figurine salt. It was probably used
in a merchant or other middle class houschold, since
the wealthy would no doubt own pewter or silver salts,
serving for display as much as for practical purposes.
Otherwise, there i a relatvely low proportion of
imported pottery at all periods on the site, and ¢ven
fewer highly decorative, exotic or expensive items. With
few exceptions, most of the potrery recovered was of a
kind used by people across the social spectrum for the
time homoured activities associated with the prep-
aration and consumption of food.

Bastions

Bastion 11a

Although the term ‘bastion” is not the correct technical
description for the projecting extramural towers on the
Ciaty wall, it is the erm employed by Grimes in all his
work and appears in much of the literature concerning
London's defences; hallowed by such general familiar-
ity, the term is retained here.

Bastion 1la was recorded by Grimes i 1965%
(Figs 22, 23, 24 and 25}, while acting as the consul=
tant appodnted by the Corporation to advise it on
archacological issues. The remains of two curving
stumps of foundation walling up to 1.25m wide were
exposed during the extensive landscaping programme
associated with the Barbican redevelopment in St
Giles churchyvard (Grimes 1968, T1-8). The stumps
projected up to 4m northwards from the line of the
Roman City wall, built our over the southern edge of
the Roman City ditch. These walls are seen as repre-
senting a semicircular bastion some 6.25m in diam-
erer, which had clearly been butted against the
northern face of the Foman wall. A number of intru-
sions and runcations had disturbed the feature: for
example, the most northerly part of the wall had been
cut away by a modern drain pipe connected w a
seventeenth-century sewer, which, Grimes noted, ‘was
evidently still in wse' (WFGla, feld notes).
Mevertheless, a section of archacological deposinz
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Fig 22 Plan of Bastion [ 1a as recorded by RMELEC, shot-
ing relationship o the remains of the Roman dmterval toter
ard twall (WG Ta).

between the two arms of the bastion survived for a
depth of 2m from the modern surface of the church-
vard to the Koman berm. On excavation, Grimes was
able to show that the brick earth berm between the
wall and the Boman Cay ditch was overlain by a sur-
face of rammed gravel and stone, over which were

Fig 23 Eastern and western arms of Bastion [1a in 1963
(WFGia) projecting northeards from the face of the City
wall, still partially obicired by later deporits. Looking south
totoards the City, (GLA GR21)
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deposits of mortar and silt that contained a sherd of
medieval pottery, That horizon was scaled by a deposin
of grey siles that contained a range of ocoupartion mate-
rial including cooking pot rims dated o the thirteenth
century. It was also clearly cut by the masonry foun-
dations, demonstrating unegquivecally for the first nme
that at least one of the bastions was a medieval rather
than a Roman addition to the City's defences,

This was a mapor discovery, which came just too
late for inclusion in Ralph Memificld's published dis-
cussion of the London bastions (Mermifield 1965,
320-25). Indeed, it was only added at the last moment
to Professor Grimes’ own book, which was at that time
in page proof. Such was the importance of this find that
hurried amendments were made, delaving the publica-
tion of the book, and for which the publisher charged
the EMLEC [85 16s (GLA: RMLEC AGM 196%9),

The position occupied by this cleardy medieval bas-
tion in relation wo the Roman wall circuit is of interest,
The medicval feature lies directly south of the
fragmentary remains of a2 Boman mterval tower associ=
aved with the second-century fort, which could suggest
that the projecting bastion was built as a conscious
replacement for a decaying internal tower,

A rammed gravel surface 0.25m thick was identified
within the bastion, representing its only internal work-
ing surface, and this sealed the layer with the thir
teenth-century pottery described above, Grimes notes
that the gravel surface *was exactly like that in Bastion
14" which he had recorded some 18 years previously,
The new bastion was named 1 1a, since 1t lay between

Frg 24 The castern and twestern arnis of Bastrion [la
(WEFFla) fully exposed, projeceng morthewards from the
ragrtherst face af the City eoall, to the south of which the res-
rdearrial buildings i the Barbican Wallsde depelopmiens are
rmr.l';:r .:.'r.lm']'.rjr.-:ﬂr.lr.l. |"' el A ;R.E-ﬂ'

the previously numbered Bastions 11 and 12, Althouwgh
when first revealed, the outer part of it had been cur
away by the m.vl.'qnl;l.ﬂ,:nl:hﬂ;en!ur'_-' SEWER i'nl]-.m'ing the
hne of the infilled 'If-f:i!}' ditch I:ﬂf'il'l'lL"'.i. 1068, j:l]:l[l:'!i. 18
and 19), subsequent restoration work replaced the
frissing poron so thar it now appears as a complete
sernicireular plan, projecting into the Barbican mioat,
with the core infilled with gravel.

Bastion 12 (WEF{z1)

This semiciccular hollow bastion (Fig 26) marks the
north-west corner of the Roman fort and the later
Ciry wall, which extends easvwards and southwards
from this paint. Today the rower stands exposed for
a height of some 9m above the contemporary ground
surface, which has been substantially lowered since
the 19505 during landscaping (Fig 28). The
Barbican lake now laps up against its external face,
recreating in general terms the ficel bur not the form
of the medieval moat. The bastion was excavated an
the turn of the century by | Terry who recorded thart
the lowest 1m of the superstructure and the under-
lving footings were of a different character o the
upper works, He also nowed thar “the wall had, ar
various periods, undergone a grear amount of repair-
ing but unfortunately of a very injudicious characuer,
large pieces of brickwork inverspersed with fling, viles
and broken bits of slate having been introduced; and
as the wall was originally built of ragstone, the bad
taste of these earlier repairs was only too manifest”,

Fig 25 Derad o shore vhe testern arim of Baston [la
rll:"'f:{; fa) Ilﬂﬂl'lug i ﬂg.;n'.rr.sr the Rmman ATy ﬂpuur.'.f
at the joot of the north face of the City wall, {GLA GR23)
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Fig 26 Bastion 12: RMLEC excavations in the interior in 1947, (The Sphere)

The injudicious repairs were subsequently replaced Grimes published a comment that although
with ‘ragstone very carefully buile in 1o match the much of the bastion clearly had a modern finish,
old work" (Terry 1903). where the original masonry was visible, it appearced
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to be the random rubble characteristic of the
medieval bastions on the western side of the City.
Unfortunately there are few surviving records or
drawings made by the RMLEC during their investi-
gations in 1946 to support this stagement. Three
trenches were recorded, one of which sampled the
deposits within the bastion itself, one was set just o
the east, while a third involved working with a
north-south trench dug by contractors perpendicu-
lar to the line of the City wall, The first curting, the
only one from which results relevant to this parvicu-
lar discussion were obtained, showed that the bas-
tion had a substantial gravel floor surface within it.
Mo pottery or other datable artefacts were recovered
from the associated seguence, and conseguently
Grimes was unable 1o provide an unequivocal inde-
pendent date for i,

Photographs taken some twenty vears later in the
late 19605 (Fig 27), show that the ground surface was
subsequently lowered very substantially during the
Barbican landscaping programme, revealing more of
the base of the bastion. Plans for its restoration were
being drawn in 1968 while the RMLEC were exca-
vating the mearby church of St Mary Aldermanbury.
Grimes was also clearly involved with this stage of the
work, the conservation and laying our of the monu-
ments exposed by the bombing. In 1972, for example,
he was sent more plans from CG Chandler, the
Corporation's chief archivect, 0 comment upon.
That letter referred 1o the many discussions thar had
taken place berween Grimes and the Corporation

Fig 27 Basttom 12 (WFGI), nerth-west face with base
expored after grosmd level Iowered during Barbican Wallside
redevelppnent tn T968, (GLA R38R

(]
-3

concerming the treatment of ‘the Roman London
wall', a term that included the medieval bastions
(WFG 1 Corr 11/4/72). Im this particular instance,
Grimes was less forthcoming, and a follow up letter
had to be sent five months later to solicit a reply
(WEFG1 Corr 249772), Clearly the Corporation was
loath to act on such matters without the benefiv of
advice from their distinguished, if reticent, consul-
tant. That he did finally respond 15 shown by a note
appended to another Corperation of London plan
(C3/16/28a) showing the proposed new layout
around Bastion 12; it i dated 11710073 and states
that the ‘dimensions shown are as agreed by Phrof
(=sic) Crrimes’,

The bastion as it survives today 15 clearly of more
than one build, but the meamngful phasing of the
structure has been complicated by the substantial
restoration works that have taken place during
the rwentieth century (Fig 29), usually without
the accompaniment of detailed drawn records (see
Terry 1905).

Bastion 13

Only the lower 2m of this hollow semicircular bastion
survives, now substantially rendered. In the seven-
teenth century, it had been incorporated into the
Barber Surgeons’ courthouse, but that was replaced
by a warchouse in 1864, which preserved the
much mutilated lower portion of the bastion in the
cellar. The nineteenth-century bulding was in turn
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Fig 28 Basmost 12 in relavien to borrome of present-day
Barbican lake and grosnd surface: prafile to shote changrng
thickness of wall (WG,
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Fagp 29 Basrfon 12 (WG kaapped flinr course ar base
af uppermost sarvrving sage of the totoer exposed during
compiolidanion of the mmninnenl i the lare 19605 (GLA
R

destroved during the Bhite, exposing the remains of
the tower once again, Subsequent work by the
BEMLEC excavated the entire interior of the bastion
(Fig 30). This showed that the foundations had been
taken down to the base of the Roman City dirch
through the silis that partally infilled it up to the level
of the foundation offset. On the north side of the bas-
tion where the junction survived, it had been butted
against the Ciry wall, which here comprised courses
related 1o the Roman fort and also vo a later medieval
rebuilding (Grimes 1968, 67, plate 20). Once again,
the evidence for this resis heavily on the contempo-
rary photographic evidence (Fig 31}, since few draw-
ings or detailed field nowes have survived. Mo datable
pomery from any siratified context related vo the con-
struction of initial vse of the bastion seems to have
survived.

The internal area of the bastion has now been
infilled to a height of ¢ 1m above the excavated level,
and laid owe as o formal garden. The internal face of
the bastion as exposed bears traces of s use as a
warchouse, most obviously in the surviving top of the
monument, which retains the bases of three windows
dressed with vellow stock bricks. These mark the
positions of the splayed apertures that allowed
daylight into the basement of the warchouse, and thus
indicate the level of the external ground surface to the
west in the late nineteenth century, which was
substantially higher than it i wday. That was the
general level from which the EMLEC began their
labours, in marked contrast to the much lower
landscaped surface scen today.

Bastion 14

This hollow D-shaped bastion had been so successfully
incorporared within later warchousing that its survival
had escaped the notice of the compilers of the Royal
Commission’s survey of the medieval monuments of
London (RCHM 1929), It survived the Bhiz undam-
aged and wnseen, although the bombing destroved
many of the later accretions in the neighbouring prop-
ertics. The Pioneer Corps was then sent in to clear up
the bomb damage in this part of the ravaged City in
1942, The remains of Bastion 14 had been clissified as
an unsafe structure and was actually in the process of
demolition, before the destruction was halted by umely
intervention of an architect who finally recogrised i for
what it was: the incident was reported n a letter to the
Temier on 12 Ocrober 1942, some four years before the
BEMLEC began their work (Hill 1955, 35).

The excavations that Grimes subsequently conduct-
ed in 1947 below the floor of the shallow cellar within
this bastion marked the mauguration of the RMLEC's
main archacological programmie (Figs 32 and 33). The
methodology adopted was explicitly recorded, and is of
some significance. The arca was not opened up in plan
and taken down in a seres of horizontal levels, separat-
ing out each phase in reverse order of deposition, as
might be anticipated today. Instead, an cast-west trench
was cut along the main axis of the bastion, and the two
long sections thus exposed were examined. These sec-
tipns were then progressively cut back by some 0.3m at
a time, cleaned and examined, but not every new expo-
sure was drawn. In this way the entire fill of the bastion
was removed, not laver by layer, but by the curting back
of sections comprising several different superimposed
or intercutting features. The adoption of this technigue
on other RMLEC sites helps to explain why so many of
the pottery groups retrieved from them contain “intru-
sive” or ‘residual” material,

A viable quantity of pottery was recovered from the
basal levels of this bastion, but unfortunately the srudy
of medieval ceramics was not sufficiently advanced 1o
utilise that resource in the 1950s, Consequently, the
published discussion of the dating evidence for this
feature concentrates salely on a coin of Constans (A
346507 and a bronze pendant recovercd from the
gravel floor of the bastion (Grimes 19638, hg 16,
68-70). The pendant {now lost) was thought to be of
Saxon date, and therefore showed that this western
bastion need not be of late Roman date, as were those
on the castern side of the City. A fresh study of the
drawings of the pendant (initially by Professor James
Graham-Campbell, and subsequently by Nina
Crummy) suggests that it is not a Saxon, but a lae
Roman artefact (] Graham-Campbell, personal com-
munication). On the face of i, this would seem w
prove that Bastion 14 was breadly contemporary, but
the reappraisal by the Museum of London specialists
of the pottery from the levels immediately above and
below the gravel surface has provided convincing
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evidence for a much later date (Fig 34). Potery from
underneath the gravel floor has mow been daved to
12001225 (WFG4, bag no 4) while pottery overlving
the floor s slightly latee, at 12001250 (WEG4, bag
na 3). This suggests that both the coin and the pen-
dant must be seen as residual items incorporaed
within the gravel floor, and that an early thirteenth-
cenmtury date for the construction of Bastion 14 has
now been proposed. Ironically, the RMILEC had
therefore recovered enough artefacts o date the con-
struction of the western bastions in 1949, but this
cricial material was not identified or published for
almost 50 years.

Virtually all the medieval work on the internal face
is masked by brickwork associated with the bastion’s
use as part of a modern warchouse prior o the Blitz. In
marked contrast, the exposed external face of the bas-
tion 15 buile from rough rubble, icregularly coursed,
and today stands to a height of 6.5m above the modern
turf line (Fig 35). The base appears o be batterad, but
this effect might have been enhanced by the robbing of
facing stones. At a height of ¢ 3.5m above the present
ground surface there & a pronounced string course
comprising greensand blocks wp o 0.15m thick. A
number of regularly spaced putlog holes can be idenn-
ficd both above and below this level, forming at least
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Fig 3/ Base of Basnon 13 1o rght, expoied during
EMLEC excavations (WFGE2) thar shoty s function smith
the carlter masonry of the Ciry wall ou which the 3 » If
scale (C Tm) rests, (GLA GR41)

three horizontal sets 1m apart. Above the stnng course
the facing s much munilated, parched and repaired,
baur there is clear evidence of a band of knapped flints
forming a decorative feature berween 0.4 and 0.6m
wide, set against the ragstone rubble marrix.

Cutting through that band are the remains of
four apermures spaced berween 3 and 3.5m aparr,
but all had been damaged or blocked w variows
dt,:grl,ﬂ,:x [see Fi“ﬁ 35, 36 and ':I-T:I. The best ;‘!lt'l:s.l.‘t"n':li
example was on the northern end of the bastion, and
clearly comprised an arrow loop built with green-
sand blocks, the upper section of which had been cut
by the insertion of a narrow window. It seems likely
that all four apertures enjoyed the same fate, and
that the medieval windows had themselves been
blocked by modern brickwork., Thus the overtly
defensive function of the bastion can be seen to have
been altered to one of later medieval domesticity,
while these in turn succumbed to the needs of mod-
ern secure storage,

In spite of much alteranon, 1t & clear that the gen-
eral build of this hastion differs markedly from Bastion
12, the only other example in London in which sub-
stantial sections of the superstructure has survived,
The lack of arrow loops or a string course in Bastion 12
for example, implics that 12 and 14 were built at dif-
ferent times or by different hands or suffered markedly
different developrments.

Bastion 15

This bastien =zat across the external face of the
Aldersgate re-entrant of the Ciry wall, but was largely
demolished in 1922, The surviving stubs were exam-
ined by the RMLEC during the cramped excavations
in the basement of Mo 31 Noble Swreet in 1949-50, a
site that is bemer known for the uncovering of the
south-west corner of the Roman fort. Although so lit-
the survived, there was sufficient 1o show how Bastion
15 had been joined wo the medieval wall. Unlike all the
ather bastions seen by Grimes, it had not been bu
joinged, but had been toothed into a slor cut into the
face of the wall just above foundation level. The shal-
low foundation rose over a wedge of cocupation mat-
erial ar this point, from which some sherds of pottery
were recovered. These were not considered datable in
the 1950s, (ie before uwnequivocal evidence of a
medieval date for some of the bastions had been estab-
lished) although ‘in general appearance they look to be
of late Roman dawe’ (Grimes 1968, 67-8). The potery
has since been lost, and so that statement can neither
be challenged nor contradicred.

Discussion

In 1965 Ralph Memificld published his authoritamve
book and gazetteer on the Roman Ciry of London: this
included a description of all the then known bastions
on the ity wall, These seemed o form peo groups, an
eastern one, which comprised in the main solidly based
towers, numbered from Bl (now within the precinet of
the Tower of London) to Bl11, next to All Hallows on
the Wall, and a western group of ‘hollow’ bastons,
numbered from B12 ar Cripplegate to B21 near St
Martin’s at Ludgate (sec Fig 3). The majority of the
castern group were clearly lae Roman in origin, while
the dating of the western series was less certain. 1965
was, however, also the year in which Professor Grimes
discovered the remains of a hithervo unknown bastion
just east of Bastion 12, He was able to show that the
new bastion was an addivon o the wall and that it
conild not have been constructed earlier than the thir-
teenth century, a date range that he subseguently
applied to at least Bastions 14 and 15 in the western
group. In a footnote, he went on o suggest that an
approprinte context for their construction might be the
documented defentive refurbishment dated 1257, in
the reign of Henry 11 (Grimes 1968, T8). With oypical
caution, he did not apply that dare directly vo the west-
ern group as a whole, since he was, at thar vime, await-
ing the opportunity to undertake further work on
Bastions 12 and 13. In the event, his unpublished field
records do not record any subsequent discoveries of
relevance to this issue.

Rather than renumbering the whole series, Grimes
called his mew feature Bastion 11a in his report, pub-
lished three years later {(Gnmes 1968, 71). Since then,
more of the eastern group have been found from which
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Fig 32 I'neernal wiety of Baseom 14 (WFGE), looking e, durnrg the RMELEC excavanions, The line of the Rowan form-
datiors af the Oty wall can be seen fn the foreground, agarmst which the bastion o5 burted. Relfore the contemporary grownd
surface the medieval masonry fooitngs are wsible: above thar level, the face of the baseionr 15 masked tn the brickwork repre-
CRITRE M pereod toftem 1 toar preorporared mie g sogreflonse. (el GRITR)

it proved possible o suggest that there were not 11 bur
at least 22 evenly spaced bastons just on the castern
side of the City by the end of the Homan period
[(Mernhield 1983, 220-21).

It is not kevown how many of these were visible or
were utilised in the defence of late Saxon London but
by 1066, when William's Morman army laid siege to
the City, it was clearly well defended. A document that
describes the event records that London viewed by the
Congueror approaching from the west was ‘protecred
on the left side by walls and on the right side by the
river’. Siege engines, moles and battering rams were

therefore constructed, and threars made to destroy the
wialls and also, significantly, the "bastons and a proud
tower” (Brooke 1975, 27-8: Morton and Munte 1972).
If this description can be accepted, then it scems that,
at the very least, some of the Roman bastions on the
castern side of the City might have been brought back
mto wse o this perniod, although the “proud tower
might have been one of the main gateways: Ludgate
has been suggested, for example (Mills 1996, 613,
Chiher contemporary defensive measures might have
incorporated a stave wall protecting part of the water-
front excavated on the Thames Exchange site.
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Fig 33 The funcrion of Basnon 14 (WFGH) w right, ik
the remaing of the Roman Gy wall (Teft) revealed by the
RMLEC. The shovel rests agamst the medieval foundation,
above tolich the bastion kas been refaced in brick, (GLA
GRIZ7)

Dendrochronological analysis produced a felling date
in the winter of 10667 for the TX2 srructure, which
might have been protecting a river gate at the foor of
what is now College Hill (Milne 1992a, 47-9). In the
event the City was finally taken, surrendering o the
Morman army in exchange for an agreement thar the
new King would respect London's laws and customs.
He then set off to subdue the rebellion in the northern
counties with appalling severity.

Before that twrbulent century was out the
Congueror had seen work begun on his own proud
rower in London, set in the south-castern corner of the
pown to give him protection from the “vast and fickle'
populace. The White Tower seems to have been further
defended on s easvern flank by at lease three of the
powers projecting from the line of the City wall itself,
while the Bell Tower was constructed on the western
sicle in the vaelfth cenmury: these elements seem to have
utilised Roman foundations (Parnell 1993, 17-23; fig
18). The outer defensive works of the Tower were
therefore arguably littde different from the City's own
defensive arrangements. Indeed, Willlam Fizzstephen's
oft-quoted description of late twelfth-century London
records that 1t was already “well wowered on the morth
side with due distances bevween the wwers” (Wheatley
1956, 502, That last phrase is imporant, since such
projpcting towers would only make strategic sense if
they were built and operated as a group, in such a way
that no part of the base of the main wall was bevond
the range of whatever firepower was accommodated
within one or other of the rowers.

Cratehouse towers and perhaps even church vowers
that were built onto the wall could also provide firing
platforms, and would also have been incorporated into
the system. Indeed, it is not impossible that

Montfichets Tower, a Norman work built o afford
protection to the south-western side of the Ciiy, was
just another mural tower or even part of Ludgate itself,
rather than a moated castle with bailew, as some have
suggested (Watson 1992). There 15 therefore a case 1o
be made that there was a system of mural towers in
operation certainly by the twelfth cenmury. Certainly by
1235, Bastion 21, near Ludgarte, is mentioned in a doc-
ument that also goes on po refer to “the other turrets in
the sawd wall® (Dyvson 1993, 22: Cal Patent Rolls
1232-47: 106=7). This is earclier than the AD 1257
date mentioned by Grimes, quoting Stow's sixteenth-
century survey of London, in which the City wall was
described as ‘sore decaved and destiwre of towers’
(Wheatley 1956, 117, That date has unfortunarely been
reiterated without qualification by many subsequent
commentators and appears in the standard guide 1o the
City wall (Chapman ¢ af 1985; no 17), for example.

In sum, it is suggested here that the bastions in the
Cripplegate area are all of medieval dare, but the sur-
viving or excavated fabric shows that no two are iden-
tical in construction or in the history of their
development, Some, such as Bastion 11la and Bastion
14, are clearly of thirteenth-century date. In is possible
that others might have been built before then, in line
with the admittedly incidental documentary references
discussed above, The date of 1257 quoted in Svows’
survey might therefore mark a major phase of rebuild-
ing or the addition of further bastions to a more wide-
Iy spaced system. The full extent of the medieval mwral
towers has yet to be clanfisd, Although there s space
for several more between 1la and 11; the Moorgane
marsh might have provided sufficient protection.
Alternatively, it is possible that towers might have been
utilised ar Cripplegare itself, the pre-Conguest church
of St Alphage on the wall and a wower in the vicinity of
what became the Aldermanbury postern, all these fea-
tures being set at the same distance one from another
as Bastions 12 1o 14,

It & also worth observing the relationship of the
Roman fort’s interval towers 1o some of the later
projecting bastions: the thireenth-century Bastion
11a, for example, was built directly in front of the sec-
ond-cenmury internal interval tower., This rases the
possibility that some of these Roman towers might
have been adapted and enlarged to function as watch
rowers with the carly medieval defences; and that in
was these structures that were referred 1o in
Fitzstephen's twelfth-century description of London as
*having on the north side towers placed at proper inter-
vals' (Wheatley 1956, 502). The sites of some of these
owers might subsequently have been redeveloped as
projecting more readily defensive bastions from the
thirteenth century onwards.

What 15 clear is thar during the thirteenth century, a
serics of projecting towers of cylindrical or serni-
cylindrical form had been built at regular intervals onto
all sides of the enlarged circuit centred on the White
Tower (Parnell 1993, 324, fig I7). The function of
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Fip 35 Schemaric external elevation of Bastion 14, flartened out, showing posinon of surviving putlog holes, blocked arnow
doops awd Bocked wndowos (WFGH): LARFIMal AN, Compare with Figs 36 and 37,

these mural towers was not just o provide a platform
for the provision of covering fire along the face of the
wall itself: they were also consciously designed 1o pro-
vide secure storage and well equipped domestic apar-
ments from the owtset, as the late twelfth-cenmury Bell
Tower shows (Parnell, 1993, 26), As in the Tower, so
in the City: the Mayor and Aldermen had also adopted
that dual function for its bastions, and by renting ow
the towers they thereby defrayed some of the costs of
the associated mainvenance. For example, there s a
record for the grant of the use of Hastion 21 1o
Alexander de Swereford in 1235 on condition “that if a
time of warfare shall arise in the realm...the turret shall

Fig 36 Extersal tietr of Basron 14 (WHeL) looking eass
i 1950, bafore conteniporary gronnd stnface was lomwered,
Note blocked arroty Ioops, (GLA GRITQ)

be exposed 1o receive the munitions of the City hke the
other turrets in the said wall’ (Dyson 1993, 22: Cal
Patent Bolls 1232-47: 106-7). Although detaled
records of the uses of all the towers in the Cripplegate
area have ot survived, Cnpph:gﬂlc iself accommodated

Fig 37 Exiernal (ese-facrng) face of Basrion 14 (WiGrd)
sieptne blocked arnee loop abete 3 = It (© Imi) scale
recorded by RMLEC, (GLA GRIOS)
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a prison that is referred to in 1299 (Dyson 1993, 4).
The tower in the north-west corner of the Ciry, Bastion
12, is thought to have served as a Cistercian hermitage,
a cell of Garendon Abbey, Leicestershire (Wheatley
1956, 268, 282}, and was associated with the adjacent
chapel of St James, the mid twelfth-century undercroft
from which was removed and rebuilt in 1872 in Mark
Lane on the site of All Hallows Swaining (Schofield
1995, 205; Wickham 1999, 28). Hermits also inhabited
towers a1 Aldgate and Bishopsgare, and were
accommodated in garehouses or towers in other towns
as at Morwich, for example (Gilchrist 1995, 173).

City Defences viewed from
Cripplegate

A chronological summary

The work of the RMLEC in the Cripplegate area has
therefore provided a model for the development of the
Ciny's defences, the derails and dating of which has
now been refined by more recent research (Fig 18 and
197, The inial cuming of the Saxon Ciry ditch has not
been dared direcily, bur the earliest porery from the
fills could have been discarded no earlier than ADSS0.
Given that the Lundenwic sertlement is now known 1o
have been protected by a substantial ditch on its north
side, as revealed on the Royal Opera House site
(Mol AS 1998}, it would not be unreasonable to sup-
pose that the City would have been defended in like
fashion from 900 oawards, since the threat of Viking
incursions continued untl 1016, There seems to have
been a substantial berm between the line of the Roman
wall and the inside edge of that ditch, which could
imiply that the upcast from the digging of the ditch was
thrown up to form a wide earthen embankmient against
the face of the wall, perhaps to strengthen areas where
the masonry had collapsed. The height to which the
Foman wall survived im the early medieval period
remains unclear, although a marked change of
alignment visible on both the western section and the
northern St Alphage section suggests major rebuilding
from a very low level in some areas,

Evidence of similar ditches set a1t some distance
from the wall have subsequently been identified on
several sites im the Cirty. These include the
Houndsdirch site 1o the east of Cripplegate, from
which a twelfth-cenmury shoe was recovered (Maloney
and Harding 1979, 350-53), as well as sites o the
west, as at Aldersgate, which comtained eleventh-
century finds (Vince 1990, 90; Butler 2000, and at the
Old Bailey, where mid eleventh-century pottery was
found in the later fills (Rowsome 1984; Mol 1987,
138-9), Although Grimes was aware of thiz eary
medieval feature to the north of the City wall, he did
not suggest a date for it in his published report (Grimes
1968, B6) even though the quantity of pottery recov-
ered from the RMLEC excavations was larger than the
groups recovered from the investigations of the Feature

elsewhere by the Museum of London®s archacological
team in the 19705 In sum, all this work shows that
there was a defensive ditch around the medieval Ciry at
least two centuries befiore the first surviving documen-
tary record of the ditch in 1211.

The next phase saw a new ditch dug closer to the
City wall, in the early thirteenth century, according
to the pottery recoversd from the earliest flls.
The new position of this ditch suggests thart its pre-
decessor was completely infilled and no longer visible
or operable, and that the concept of an earthen bank
against the outer face of the wall was also not
retained, Its alignment so close wo the wall isell sug-
gests that there were no projecting towers in the
vicinity and that none had been planned ar thar pre-
cise time., Bastons 11a and 14 (and presumably the
others in this area) were built shortly after this even,
profoundly altering the defensive capability of this
sector of the City. The bastions encroached into the
moat, and therefore the water would have lapped
around the bases,

The ditch itself continued to st up and be period:-
cally emptied, while the arrow loops in Bastion 14 were
blocked as the tower was converted into a store or resi-
dence. The late fifteenth century saw a Aurey of activity
as the City wall was heightened with brick crenellations,
as shown on the section of surviving wall adjacent to 5t
Alphage church, for example. This was in part a
response bo the uncertainties of the conflict between the
Yorkist and Lancastrian parties. The ditch was also pre-
sumably recut at this period then left to silt up again as
the crisis passed, since groups of late fifieenth century
pottery were recovered from the upper fills.

Other recuts of the ditch presumably reflect the
fears of Spanish invasions in the late sixteenth century
and Civil War in the early seventeenth cenmry. By that
date, London had expanded well bevond the Ciny's
boundaries and a defensive circuit extending for some
18kms was raised to protect the suburbs in the 1640s
(Sturdy 1975; Flimtham 19908, 233). Once the military
threat had receded, the outer ring of defences was
slighted and the City dirch backfilled: ar Cripplegate it
was replaced with a brick-buile sewer in 1648, This fea-
ture was observed by John Terry in 1901 duning the
restoration of Bastion 12, as well as by the RMLEC in
their investigations half a century later. By the mid sev-
enteenth century encroachment over the area immedi-
ately behind the wall was commonplace: for example,
in 1605 the hall of the Barber Surgeons was built well
to the west of the original medieval building, wilising
the City defences as its west wall, through which a
scrics of large windows were cut. Such actions would
not have been tolerabed in an earlier century.

Changing responsibilities

COne of the most marked features of this study of the
City’s medieval defences is the noticeable lack of uni-
formity in the reatment of the wall and divch, as well
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as in the plan, construction and use of the bastions,
This stands in marked contrast to the more regular
Roman pattern, and s a distinetion reflecting the fact
that the responsibility for London's defences changed
over the medieval period. The early renth-cemmury
Laws of Athelstan records that every borough was to be
repaired by a fortnight after Rogaton Day (section 13)
by the people themselves. A century later, Ethelred's V
Law shows that every able bodied man was still expect-
ed o contribute time and muscle o the communal
needs of military service and to repairing of fortresses
and bridges: London was no exception to that general
rule (Ethelred's ¥V Law: section 26 (RL p 87). As for
the manning of the defences, the late Saxon document
known as the Burghal Hidage (Hill 1969} suggess that
four men were necded o defend every pole (¢ 5m),
then more than 2500 men would have been required o
cover the line of London's land defences, which were
calculated ar 643 perches (Wheatley 1956, 12),
Followang the imposition of the fewdal MNorman
regime in the late eleventh century, military service was
related 1o a series of obligations based on land owner-
ship and reaure. The communal obligation w build or
repair town walls was subseguently commuted into
taxes or tolls, or shifted onto the shoulders of organisa-
tions such as the wards, the City’s administrative dis-
tricts represented by aldermen, In 1337, for example,
Alderman  Richard de  Berking and  Thomas
Chamberain were appointed “to have a pew wall made
adpoining the Cripplegate & to repair & cover the sad
gate & the gate of Aldersgate & to make 2 small hows-
es under the said gate for lodging the gatckeepers
therein® (Dryson 1993, 6-7; Letter Book: Ocr 1337).
The Crown was certainly reluctant to make provision
for London's defences from is own revenue, although
the City was not afraid to ask. For example, in ¢ 1215
it presented a list of demands o King John, including
a call for assistance in walling the vown, showing that it
was the Ciry (preswmably theough irs ward structure)
thar shouldered the initial responsibility for its defence
{see M Bareson A London Municipal Collection, sec-
von 27 Dwson 1993, 6). Indeed, although St
records that “in the year 1257 Henry 111 caused the

walls of this City, which was sore decayed and destinute
of towers, to be repaired in more seemly wise than
before”, he added thar it was “ar the common charge of
the City'. From the mid thirteenth cenmury onwards
there are records of Murage Granes that authorised the
charging of tolls on goods brought into the City to raise
the necessary money for the maintenance of the wall,
By the fifteenth century, during the unsettled
period of the Yorkist = Lancastrian conflicts, the City
companies also undertook some of the responsibility for
maintaining the wall. Stow records that during the
1470s, ‘Ralph Joseline, Mayor, caused part of the wall
about the City of London to be repaired.. he also caused
the Moorfield to be searched for clay and brick therefore
to be made and burnt’. Yarous companies such as the
Skinners and the Drapers were named as being respon-
sible for particular sections: the Goldsmiths repaired the
75 pole length (¢ 370m) from Cripplegate o Aldersgare,
beyond which the wall seems o have been in bemer

repair (Wheatley 1956, 11-12).

Conclusion

More recently, excavarions by the Muscum of London
reams from the 1970s onwards have added o our
knowledge of the medieval City defences, with the
recording of the posterns at Tower Hill and Dukes
Place, while the extensive work in the Fleer Valley
revealed substantial sections of the late thirteenth-
century extension to the defences on the western edge of
the town (McCann 1993). Nevertheless, it can sl be
argued that the BMLEC excavations at Cripplegate have
provided the fullest sequence through the medieval
defences of the City yet recovered from any London
excavation, uniquely showing the relasonship between
the ditches and upstanding bastions, for example. It was
on these S0-year-old sives that the lare Saxon ditch was
first recorded (although apparently not idennfied as
sweh) and sufficient steatified potery recovered to date
thie “hallow Bastions” to the thirteenth cenmry. The rue
wiilue of those early excavations have now been realised,
when set alongside the refined daring of medieval pot-
tery sequences achieved by Jacqueline Pearce,



3 Houses and halls
by Nathalie Cohen and Gustav Milne

Secular medieval buildings in
Cripplegate

This section brngs together such evidence as was
recorded on the RMLEC Cropplegate excavations for
medieval buildings, and includes a Saxo-MNorman
sunken-featured building, a later medieval masonry
town house and two company halls, The examples will
be described and dated, and then briefhy discussed in the
context of other analogous finds that have been record-
ed in the City to set the RMLEC work m perspective,
The sunken=featured buillding adds o the corpus of
some forty such vernacular structures now known from
thie City: as 15 50 often the case in the history of London’s
medieval archasology, the first examples were identified
by the RMLEC in the 1940s and 1950s,

At the other end of the sodal spectrum, the excava-
tions of the grander masonry town house at Neville's
Inn suggests that the area was not impoverished in the
later medieval perod. Such arstocratic houses, or
‘centres of conspicuous consumption’ as Caroline
Barron terms them, played an important rele in the
City's economy, since ‘the frequent and lengthy
sojourns of the anstocracy in ther London houwses'
ensured that a substantial proportion of the wealth

recouped from their rural espates was spent in the City
(Barron 1995a, 14). As for company halls, the sites of
these buildings have been excavated on only 8 handful
of pecasions since the RMLEC ceased their field oper-
ations, and then often only in discrete trenches. There
were some 100 livery companies based in the City in
the late seventeenth century: of these 52 lost their halls
inn the Great Fire of 1666, Most were subsequently
rebuidle in red brick or Portland stone. The City boast-
ed thirty six company halls on the eve of the Bliz in
1939, baur by 1945, 20 had been destroved or rendered
unusable, ten were badly damaged, three were but
slightly damaged, with only a further three sunaving
maore of less unscathed (Hill 1955, 132). There were
four halls acrually within the Cripplegare study area,
the Barbers, the Brewers and the Parish Clerks, all
seventeenth-century buildings, and the Coach Makers.
Al perished inm 1940, The sites of two halls, the
Brewers and the Barbers, anracted the antentions of the
RMLEC, and this work still stands as rare examples of
the excavation of this particular type of medieval urban
site, The concluding summary considers some broader
trends of medieval settdlement development, which a
new review of the EMLEC work in the Cripplegate
area seems 1o show.
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Fig 38 Plan of wenches on the Addle Srreer site (iee Figs 4 and 5) showimg major pirs and wall fonmdanions recordad by

RMLEC (WFG21).
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Sunken-featured buildings at
Addle Street (WFG 21)

The Addle Street excavabions were conducted om a
large site bounded by Wood Streer o the west and
Addle Streer to the north (Fig 38). Permission to exca-
vare here was initially granted by the Corporation of
London in June 1959, with the proviso that it must be
handed back in Seprember ar the lavest. This was
becavse redevelopment was imminent, and thus the
gsite was in effect, a “rescue’ rather than a purely
‘research’ project. Some thirteen trenches were opened
up, starting on the eastern side of the site {Trenches
A-E) in July 1950 and then moving over to the Wood
Streer frontage (Trenches F-L). Im the event, work
stopped on the sive in Janwary 1960, without undualy
delaying the proposed redevelopment. More than 20
medieval pits or wells were identified, rogether with
fragments of masonry wall foundations. In addition,
pwo sunken-fearmared buildings were identfied, acoord-
ing to the interim summary (Grimes 1968, 159), but
no illusirated report on them was ever published.
WFG21: SFB 1 The southern and western sides of
the larger of the oo fearmures were examined in the
contiguous trenches B and E, and lay some 7 o S8m
south of the Addle Stweer frontage (Figs 39 and 407.
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Fig 39 Secniont across Rue piv 1 on the Adale Srreer site
(WG Wal as recorded by RMLEC; (8) fwrerpreranion
showoimg disturbance caused by later pit digiring.

The south-eastern edge of the hut pic had been cut ino
an earlier pir, bur was itself cut by three other medieval
pits (Pit B3, Pir B2 and Pit E1). This demonstrates that
it lay within a backyard area, presumably to the south
of whatever building occupied the contemporary
frontage onto Addle Street. The southern edge of the
Tt pi1 survived for a length of 2.4m, the western for
3.6mm, but the feature had clearly once extended further
in both directions, The level from which i1 had been
cut was not determined, but it was at least 1,5m deep.
Three postholes were recorded, one in the south-west
corner and one on each of the pwo suraving sides, set
some 2m apart (Fig 41,

WEFG21: SFB 2 The second of the twvo features was
only 3m square but was at least 1.7m deep, While this
scems rather large for a latring pat, it 15 an unusual shape
and depth for a bulding: certwinly the majority of the
London sunken-featured buildings recorded so far were
rectangular rather than square in plan. Its identficaton
as a sunken-feature building 1= open to question, but
whatever its function, it lay at the rear of a property
cither fronting Addle Street, some 15m to the north, or
more likely, Wood Street, some 6m to the west,

This feature has a particular claim to fame, in that
it seems to be the first medieval pit feature in the City
to have been subjected to environmental sampling pro-
cedures, Samples from it were washed through a 30
mesh sieve, and the following report was written in
Diecemnber 1959 by Dr W Cornwall, HReader
Human Environment at the Institute of Archacology:

“The lower part of the deposit contained masses of
charcoal, mostly in rather small crumbs, shell, bone
fragments including an entire caudal vertebra of a ?dog,

Fig 40 RMLEC excavations af Addle Sereet, Trench B
(WEG2E). Hur pie 1, with toattletoork frome later par wisi-
bile, againss wolrich seale reirs. (GLA GRAE)
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Fig 41 Bevond vhe 3 x 1t seale (o Tm) restng on the floor
of bt pir iz the posthole in north-casr corner of the build-
g, RMLEC excavanons ar Addle Sereer, Tremch B
(WEG2L). (GlAd GRIFD

but not many recognisable uncarbonized plant-remains
in comparison with the guantity of charcoal. Fish
bones were present but not very plentiful,

The upper part contained much less charcoal and
plany material (zome seeds) but more animal remains,
insect remains (Mly larvae), a rodent femur, masses of
fish-bones etc. This looks like occuparion debris- a mid-
den o judge by the numerous insects apparently in situ,

The lower part of the deposit is more like ash, pos-
sibly the burning of the reof. There is linde preserved
that would suggest a fallen roof allowed o ror where it
lay: in particular masses of reed, straw or similar tharch
might be expected. Most of the uncarbonized orgamic
matter, of which there was a great deal, was complete-
Iy humified and amorphous’ (WEFG21, field records).

Sunken-featured buildings in the
City

The recording of Grubenhauser & commonplace
during the excavation of Saxon senlements in rural
arcas: they have been noted ar Mucking in Essex
(Hammerow 1993) and West Stow in Suffolk (West
1985) for example. When Professor Grimes published
his report on the half a dozen sunken-featured bauild-
ings he had recorded on the Bucklersbury (WEFG43),
Financial Times (WFG35) and Addle Street sites
(Grimes 1968, 155=60) in the heart of London, there
was little clse from am urban context with which o
compare them, beyvond Professor Jope's excavations on
the Clarendon Hovel site in Oxford (Jope and Pantin
1958). Twenty years later, a report on controlled

excavations in the Cheapside and Billingigate areas
could list a further 15 examples from the Ciry (Horsman
et @l 1988). These were classified inpo three ypes:

(a) the shallow sunken-fleored outhouses

(b deeper set sunken-floored buildings, which might
have been used for domestic occupation

f¢)  the very deeply set cellared buildings in which the
pit element lies beneath a surface laid structure,

A more recent study of sunken-featured buildings lists
37 from the City as a whole (Hammond 1995), This
figure includes those recorded by the RMLEC, the one
excavated on the 5t Nicholas Acon site by the
Guildhall Museum, together with a further 30 exam-
ined between 1979 and 1990 on sites excavated by the
Department of Urban Archacology (site codes:
CIDe0, DMTEE, FMOS5, HOPE3, [RO8D, KNGE5,
MLEK76, PDRMEL, PENTS, 5t Mildred’s MILT3,
WATTE, WELTY). Subsequent work has identified
fragments of further examples on an BEMLEC site at
Mark Lane (WEFG32), where two sunken-featured
buldings were examined in 1949-50, They were ini-
tially thought to represent Roman features ((rimes
1968, 124), but have subsequently been reinterpreted
as bemg of Saxo-Norman date (Watson 1996, 94). The
most recent discoveries have been on the Museum of
London Archasology Service excavations, at No 1
Poultry for example (MoLAS 1998, 7) and even in the
Cripplegate study area itself, where three examples
were excavated on the Shelley House site in Noble
atreet, as well as two more at 100 Wood Street
(Mol AS 1908, 28],

Working with this wider database, it can be seen
that the first Addle Swreet example was more deeply
dug than many of the other London ones, there being
only wen sunken-feamured buildings thar had been dug
o a depth of ¢ 1m or more in the Cire. Within this
group, the Addle Streer building is of similar size 1o the
smaller of the rwo examples found on the Ironmonger
Lane site (Horsman & al 1988, 64: TRO 1) or 1o the
largest of those found on the Milk Streer site (Horsman
& el l';l'ﬂﬂ-. oy M]Kl], both of which are dated 1o
the tenth-early eleventh century. It seems to have been
significantly shorter than the 9m long hut pit excavar-
ed by Grimes on the Financial Times site in 1955
(Grimes 1968, 155-60) and significantly shallower
than the decpest hut pit vet excavated in the City, at the
Watling Court site in 1978 (Horsman «& af 1988,
57-61: WAT 3}, which was a linle more than 2m deep
(Fig 42). From this it can be suggested that the Addle
Street sunken-featured building falls into the second
category descmbed above, a sunken-featured building
that might have been utilised for domestic occupation
rather than just as an owthouse or for storage, A
sequence of relaid foor surfaces or a central hearth
might have been anticipated, had more of the struciure
been available for excavation. It scems likely thar such
structures were not themselves built gable end onto the
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Fig 42 Comparative plass of ssnken-feanered butldings recorded by the RMLEC on the Canmnon Streer site (WFG35) and

the Addle Srreer sire (WFGr21 ).

contemporary street frontage, but were se1 behind a
surface laid building that was. As such they are seen as
additional, ancillary buildings set behind the main
‘hall” within a particular burgage plot.

Town House: Neville’s Inn

Summary history

The site abuts the City wall on the western edge of the
study area, and overlies the remains of the west gate of
the Roman fort (Figs 4, 5 and 43). There are few sur-
viving written records associated with Newille's Inn,
but such documentary sources as there are comple-
ment the discoveries made by the EMLEC durning the
excavations of the site in the 1950s and into the 1%60s,
The earliest mention of the wwn house s in 1367
when, following the death of Ralph Neville, it was
recorded that he had owned a tenement on the west
side of Monkwell Street that served as an inn for him=
selfl and his retinue. His son John acquired further
property to the north and east of that renement in 1368
and 1374 (Kingsford 1917, 49-50). Stow describes the

property in the late sixteenth century as having a “stone
wall which encloseth a garden plot before the wall of
the city, on the west side of MNoble Street, and this is of
Farringdon Ward. This garden plot, containing 95 ells
in length, 2 ells and a half in breadth, was by Adam de
Bury, mayor, the aldermen and citizens of London, let-
ten to John de Mevil, Lord of Raby, Radulph and
Thomas his sons for sixty years, paying 62 8d the year...
At the north end of this garden plon is one great house
built of stone and timber, now called Lord Windsor's
howse, of old time belonging to the Nevils, as in 1396
it was found by inguisition of a jury, that Elizabeth
Mevil died, seised of a great messuage in the parish of
St Olave Monkswell Street in London, holding of the
King free burgage, which she held of the gift of John
Mevil of Raby, her husband” (Wheatley 1936, 282).
The house was known during the sixteenth century
as Westmorcland Place or Windsor Place, reflecting the
changing ownership of the property. There might have
been some remodelling of the house and grounds dur-
ing the early seventeenth century, after the death in
1600 of Kathering, the widow of the last recorded
owner, Edward Windsor. The Great Fire of 1666
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destroyed the property, after which the site was given
over to a variety of uses, including a nonconformist
hall, light imdustry including a haberdashery and a
blacksmith's shop according vo Grimes” notes.

BRMLEC excavations

The site of Meville’s Inn was heavily bombed in 1940
and was subsequently cleared 1o facilitate construction

of the new Route 11 (London Wha Before work

began on the road, the RMLEC carried out a series of
excavatons in the area over several years, starting in
1947, The main investgations began in 1956 with the
principal aim of elucidating the chronology of the
underlving Boman fort and its western gate. There are,
however, problems associated with interpreting the
records, especially those relating o the medieval mate-
rial. The long chronology of the excavations remains
somewhat confused and the information that has sur-
vived 15 incomplete. At least four different hands,
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Fig 44 Falcon Sguare (WFGE): vietw acrois the RMLEC site in 1956 lapking northards on the approxearate fine of the
City wall torwards the church of 8t Giles Cripplepare before the Barbican redeveloprent began. In the foreground 15 the north
nerrer of the wesr gare of the Roman fort (moww wnder the street called Lowdon Wall) vhar lay just 1o the east of parr of the

miedreval Newdlle's Inn complex. (The Sphere)
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including Grimes and Audrey Williams, were making
notes about the sites at various stages, which has con-
tributed to the confusion. There are also problems with
the finds since many were discarded during or immedi-
ately after the excavavion, particularly afver incidents
with looters who had mixed and scattered finds over
the site hut floor. Study of the artefacts that have
survived suggests that the site must have been badly
disturbed or poorly excavated, since there are very few
uncontaminated assemblages. A further problem, com-
mon to many RMLEC sites, is that a series of tempo-
cary levels were wsed across the excavations, but the
height of position of the main site datum is unknown,
henee it is difficult to caleulate absolute levels,

Correspondence in the site archive throws little
light on the chronoclogy of excavations at Windsor
Court and Falcon Sgquare. The Windsor Court mater-
il (WFG3) s concerned with the permission required
to work there in 1957, while most of the letters in the
Falcon Square file (WFGS) deal with the preservation
of the fort gave or the wrangling over the loss of sever-
al car parking spaces that the preservation of thar fea-
ture entailed, Excavations began in Falcon Square in
1956 (Fig 44) with cuttings A 1o G. This was followed
by cuttings ¥, W, X Y and Z in 1957, vogether with cur-
ungs A and B on the Monkwell Street side of the site.
Work also resumed at Windsor Court in 1957 on arcas
A and B, Thus a series of trenches was opened across
the large site and the baulks berween them were grad-
wally removed, as can be seen on many of the 200 site
photographs; which ultimately show a large open area
excavation underway (Fig 43).

MNumbered bags of finds have survived from some of
the cuttings at Meville's Inn (bag nos 1-63) along with
finds from “miscellancous pits, wells and vars" as well as
from ‘cellars and miscellaneous pits’ (bag nos 66-102),
There are notes on the finds bagged from 300-523, but
these can no longer be related to the excavations, Even
fewer finds survive from the Faleon Square excavations.

Medieval and later developments on the
Neville’s Inn site

In spite of the fragmentary nature of the surviving
records and fnds groups, however, significant results
of the MNeville's Inn excavations can be discussed, at
least in general verms, following the establishment and
demise of the Roman fort (Fig 43a). There are no early
or middle Saxon finds or features, suggestng that the
arca was unoccupied during that penod. The earliest
positive evidence of medieval activity on the site 15
represented by pits containing pottery dating between
1200-1350, although there is some earlicr and some
later material (Figs 45b and 46). The most deailed
information about these pits comes from the records
made at Windsor Court in 1947, In Cutting 1, miost of
the pits described in the field notes can be identified on
plan or section drawings, and here rwo of the pits con-
tamn early medieval sand and shell ware and also early

medieval sandy ware (bag nos 10 and 20), dating to the
enth or eleventh century. In cutting 3 there are two
deep pits containing pottery dated 1100-1350, The
foundations of the later masonry building might have
masked junctions between pits, as there i3 evidence for
an earlier pit group in this wench daring to 100:0-1100.
In cutting 4 a pre-fourteenth-century pit and a post-
medieval pit can be located, while some of the contexts
labelled ‘muiscellaneous’ can be identified, such as the
fills of the stone-lined well (1240-1350) and some of
the cellar deposits from the east side of the site as well
as a pit cutting through it, dating from 1630-1700,
The next two phases of occupation relate to the con-
struction and expansion of Neville's Inn itsell during
the fourteenth century: these phases are amalgamated
on Fig 45¢. The first phase presumably represents part
of the lower levels of the inn used by Ralph Neville until
his death in 1367, and comprsed a range of small
rooms and cellars built largely 0 chalk with some
Reigate stome mouldings (Fig 47). Access to this range
appears to be from the south via a flight of stairs from
Silver Street, which implics that at least part of the west
gate of the Roman fort remained open and i wse,
These stairs were later blocked up (Figs 48, 49 and 500,
The second phase of medieval construction might
represent extensions to the property made by Ralph's
son Johm, who died in 1388, Further rooms and other
features were added between the exasting balding and
the City wall (Figs 51 and 52). It is suggested that the
construction of a cellar that encroached into Silver
Street, marks the stage at which the old west gate in the
Roman fort wall was finally blocked. This is a significant
event for the topographical development of the area as a
whaole, and thus is discussed in more detail below.
There might have been some remodelling of the
property after the death of the last owmner in 1600 bt
before the Great Fire of 1666, Indeed, much of the four-
teenth-century inn might have been demolished and
replaced by new buildings, perhaps following the sale of
sprre of the land w the Barber Surgeons immediately to
the north i 1605, Ogilby and Morgan's map of 1676
(Hyde ¢ al 1992) shows a range of buildings set around
a central courtyard, and it might have been feagments of
these structures that were recorded by the RMLEC. The
excavation plan shows a range of three rooms on the
western side of the property and although most of these
features appear to be of late seventeenth- or early ¢igh=
teenth=century  date, it 15 possible that some earler
seventeenth-century elements might have been incorpo-
mated (Fig 45d). In his feld notes, Grimes commenis
that “this wall ongmally ran along the west side of the
building and appears to be of seventeenth century date,
judging by its relagonship with the Fire period floor’
(Fig 53) baur there were indications of an earlier shallow
foundation mwench just w the west of it. Whatever their
actual origins, the plan of small units set around a cen-
tral courtyard survived in this arca for some 200 years
after the Grear Fire, as i5 shown on contemporary
maps. A variery of light industries seem to have been
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established here, for Grimes records evidence of a small
blacksmith’s shop in the north west corner of the ite as
well as nineteenth-century circular brick vas (Fig 54).
Similar features were recently recorded by Mol AS on
the Shelley House site just to the south of Meville's Inn,
suggesting sirmilar sctivities on both sites during that
period.

Blocking the West Gate and the
implications for medieval street
development

Grrimtes was uncertain as o which period to assign the
blocking of the double carmageway of the west gate in
the Roman forr wall (Fig 55). There & no doubt that by
the fourteenth century, either during the first or second
phase of construction of MNevilles Inn, access through
that gate had been blocked, but the question s whether
this took place in the fourteenth century or substantial=
Iy earlier. However, from study of the site photographs,
drawings and field notes it appears that the blocking of
the northern carriageway might have been undertaken
in two stages. Im the first phase, the southern carmage-
way was completely blocked together with just half of
the northern carriageway, cffectively converting the
wide gateway from a major public access point into
what was presumably a private postern. The second
phase saw the blocking of the postern.

While it is possible that this all ok place perhaps
as carly as the Late Saxon period, the development of
the Meville's Inn complex and the associated street pat-
tern would scem 1o argue for a fourteenth-century
date. The southern edge of the building assigned to the
first phase of construction of MNevilles Inn (shown
black on Fig 45b) is aligned on a point half way across
the northern carmageway. On his published plan,
Grimes shows this part of the blocking as wider than
the rest, and the field records note a difference between
the northern and southern make up levels of the block-
ing here, The photographs also show the northern half
topped with a line of larger blocks, a feature absent
from the southern half of the northern carmiageway
(Figs 56—62). The blocking of the southern carriage-
way, by comparison, appears to be homogensous and
also includes a line of large blocks as the topmost sur-
viving layer. It is therefore suggested that the southern
carriageway and the northern part of the northern
carrigeway were both blocked ar the same time, ini-
tially leaving a small postern open. “This presumably
took place in the early fourteenth century contempo-
rary with the construction of the Neville's Inn building
immediately 1o the cast, Then the postern was itself
blocked during the second phase of building, when
the cellar was extended into the street im the later
fourteenth century.

If accepred, this sequence of activity has important
implications for the development of the street pattern,
particularly the course of Silver Strect-Addle Swreet,
which is aligned on the west gate of the Roman fort.

In his study of the Ciry street names, Elwall (1954) notes
that thoroughfares referred to as “street” are wsually
more important access routes than ‘lanes’. In the
Cripplegate study area most north-south roads are
‘strects’ and most east-west roads are ‘lanes”. I is sug-
gested i Chapter 5 that Saxon settlement spread north
of Cheapside in the lnter tenth and eleventh centuries,
but left many areas in the north of the walled City rel-
atively undeveloped. The excavations ar Windsor
Court and more recently the work by Mol AS on the
Shelley House site to the south of Silver Sireet, seem o
support this general rule. In the carliest phase of ocou-
pation noted on the lamer site, it is recorded that “each
building lay in an east—west aligned burgage plot
approximately the same width as the building, and with
vards to the rear. By implication there would have been
rogacds o both the east and the west of the site 1o allow
access 1o the plots’ (Mol AS 1997, 256). The distribu-
von of pits on the Meville™s Inn site also suggests that
access o the properties was from the east. The main
difference between the two site sequences seems o be
that there is earlier occupation at Shelley House w the
south of the Silver-Addle Srreet line, suggesting that
the east—west route v the west gare of the fort was act-
ing a5 a significant boundary in the Lare Saxon period.

Addle Street was known as Addle Lane wnil the six-
teenth century, sugpesting thar this east—west route was of
lesser importance than the north-south aligned Wood
Swreet, which leads northwards our of the Ciiy through
Crpplegate self, The east—west poute might have been
of more significance initially, however, The origins of the
name “Addle” relate vo the erymology of the Late Saxon
word “adel’, or ‘cow dung’; a road called Cow dung
Strect can therefore be identified as a major drove road
for bringing cartle in and out of the City, making use of
the wide west gate, It is suggested here that the principal
east-west route across the Cripplegate study area might
have been known for its full length as “Addel Street” (with
good reason). Although the earhiest surviving reference 1o
the road as *Silver Street” & in 1279 (Ekwall 1954, To),
that mame might have been mn use during the rwelfth cen-
tury, marking a propounced change in the character of
the area as it was settled by metalworkers. Saxo-MNorman
crucible fragments have been found on several sites in the
area and St Olave's church, on the corner of Moble Street
andd Silver Street, was the guild church of the sibversmiths
(Huelin 1996, 22). Significantly, it is referred to as a
dowmn graded “lane” in 1357, by which date the west gate
had been at least partially blocked, according to the re-
evaluation of the RMLEC records of the MNeville's Inn
site discussed above.

Brewers® Hall (WFG15)

Summary history

Omne of the earliest written references to the existence of
a group of brewers who had joined vogether to protect
themselves and their trade in the City of London is in
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Fig 46 Composite north—sowth section dragn by BMLEC across the Nevilles Inn st (WFG3-5), with interpretamon

drawing below, showing three groups of intercusting pits representing activiny in back vards of three nesphbouring burgape plots
prior to construction of the Nevilles Inw complex.
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Fig 47 Wewilles Inn (WFGIE): southern edpe of Fig 49 View of the stone sieps revealed by the RMLEC

the medieval nme_p.l'rx revealed 1‘?_1. RMLEC in 19586, Nore q_,"rq_'r the Mackmme shomen R f"Jg A8 goar remveted, kh:l.l'r'n.l.:'
.lur.u'p',rrJ'l.;:.n' MRASONTY _.";mr.n:.l'n:.ur:ur: _pur.ﬂ'l'r:n' e the 4 x .f_f! morrfh: MNewalle s Inr fit'-'f"-l'r',!"_"'l__.l. {1'”_-1 GRG0 A
seales (¢ [L.25m) _,I';hr.l'n:l-r.:.u':rf the a.l'a:i':lrmnrl qr_,l" Silver Srreer {}HJ-.I_'T__,I

.rr{'-;r.cﬁ.lrg_lﬁ_:lr' the cerire |a-_ll"r.k|_' st pake .:-frh._- Rowan _ﬁ-rr, the
noreh errvet of which &5 visible ar the top. (GLA GRIS2)

Fig 48 Neville'’s Inn (WFG3/5): the seale tn the centre of Fig 50 Aworker view of the s steps revealed by the
the photograph rests on the Nocked dooreay winible i Fig BMLEC after the bocking shoten in Fig 48 was removed,
47, RMLEC excavarions, loolking sonthwards. (GLA looking north: Nevidlle'’s Inn (WFG3/3), (GLA GRI&;
GRI4T) Ol GRI4E)
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Fig 51 Stone-lined well tn Trench 1 vecorded by RMELEC
on the Newille's fnn sie (WEFGAS), (GLA GRE54)

the City Letter Book of 1292, where it is noted that the
Brewers had lodged a complaint against the Sheriffs.
The association might have formed in the carly thir-
teenth century according to Stow who states that the
Cripplegate postern “was new builded by the Brewers
of London in the vear 1244" (Wheatley 1956, 32-3): it
i% not possible, however, to venify this statement (Ball
1997, 12=15). By the end of the thirteenth century,
guilds were beginning to obtain royal charters 1o pro-
tect themselves and becoming more involved with gov-
ernment through the Common Council, which elecred
City officers. The fourtcenth century saw a rapid
growth in the importance and influence
aof the guilds, or ‘misteries” as they were known, and
conflicts berween the groups eventually led o a
Parliamentary imquiry into the organisations. Guilds
were eventually established on a legal basis in the late
fourteenth and carly fifteenth centunies through their
transformation into incorporated Livery Companies,
The Brewers were incorporated in 1437 (Ball 1977,
EI'.'I—EI-I::I. It 35 ot known when the Brewers first
goquired a hall of their own, but in 1291 they leased
land in Addle Steeer from the Dean and Chaprer of St
Paul’s (Hope ¢r af 1982, 105) and the first mention of
a 'Brewers Hall” occwres in 1403, The hall was used for
members” mL‘L'li:l'!lgﬁ and also ||:u.:q.|.:d o nm:lle.:l' COamp-
nies, including the Football plavers! The Minute Book
kept by the Company clerk, William Porland, from
1418 to 1441 notes repairs and alterations to the hall
and surrcunding buildings for example, the construc-
tion of a "Baywendowe' and repaics 1o the kitchen
during the fifteenth century, During the sixteenth cen-
tury, members of the Company were involved in the

Fig 52 Chalk-fined cess pit under excavation by RMLEC
on Neville’s Inn site (WFG2/5). (GLA GR?7)

foundarion of charitable insnmnons such ot almehous-
es and schools. The ‘foyre house” of the Brewers was
destroved in the Great Fire of 1666 along with 44 other
livery halls in the City. Although the Brewers had diffi-
culty in raising the monev to build a new hall, con-
struction work was compléted on the ate of the ald hall
by 1673, at a cost of £5,827 16s 8d (Ball 1977, 81-2).
I the mid ninetecnth century, the prosperous Brewers
bought the frechold of the land in Addle Street and car-
ried out further renovations to the hall, including the
rebuilding of one of the end walls (Ball 1977,
100-101). By 1929 the Brewers Hall incorporated a
rwo storied hall while the rest of the building had three
stories. The brick walls had Portland stone dressings,
the southern wing has been refaced, the loggia filled in
and an ouside staircase rebuailt (RCHM 19291, This
much modified seventeenth-century building was
destroyed on 29 December 1940,

RMLEC excavations 1958

Before the construction of a new hall commenced in
1958, the RMLEC conducted excavations on the site
(Fig 63). The archive consists of a site notebook, which
alse includes a finds record, correspondence between
Professor Grimes, the Company and the Corporation
of London, draft section drawings and plans and eigh-
ToEm phﬂ!ﬂgl‘ﬂ]’&hs. A brief SUMMmary af the results of the
excavations was published by Grimes (1968, 170-72).
According to the site notebook, largely kept by Audrey
Williams, the EMLEC worked at the site from Jamuary
to arly July of 1958, Professor Grimes does not appear
to have visited the sive frequently, since his notes on the
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Fig 53 Gemeral viere of RMLEC excavations on the Neville's Tnn site (WFG5) showing mary phases exposed strmultameously
srelieding a large brick<lined vat or well howstrg. (GLA GRA5T)

excavations date to late June, Work moved from east to
west and eight trenches were opened (A-H). Across the
whole sate, the 4.'|-e.:p|:|.'|. af the medisval and post medicval
features had severely wuncated the Roman deposits
and very |'il1_|1.: informantion was revealed abourt this |'!||'.‘rj-
ad (Grimes 1968, 35),

Cutting A

Work on site appears to have concentrated largely on
curting A, which ran north-sowth across the east of the
site. There are extensive notes i the field notehooks
and all the photographs from the site relate 1o this
trench (Fig 64). Onginally it was 450t long and
Bit wide (¢ 13.7m = Z.4m); it was later extended o
1006 = 176 (¢ 30m = 5m). Excavation revealed chalk
and brick walls ruaning north—south with cellars, foors
and a tiled fireplace (Fig 65). The ceramic sequendce
from this trench 15 confusing, with pottery ranging in
date from the Roman period to the 1800s. The use of
temporary levels further complicates the stratigraphic
sequence, Grnmes' published account of the excavation

in this area is alse confused. The plan of the wench
shows both the chalk and the brick walls dated to
undifferentated ‘pre-Fire" perinds, while the vext states
that the similar alignments of the walls is evidence for
the Brewers pursuing ‘a policy of economy (after the
Fire) by following the original lines and no doubt utl-
sing as far as possible the existng structures, on the
east side of the site” (Grimes 1968, 171). It would
appear thar there are at least five phases of construction
in this area:

{ The line of big chalk blocks running east-west in
the south of the trench are annotated as “deep
foundations’ on the published plan (Fig ¢6). The
top of this wall was 7ft 9in (2.3m) below datum
and it is on a similar alignment to the fragments
of wall discovered in curntings D, E and F.

I To the north of this chalk wall were the remains of
two medieval half cellars, cut by a party wall,
which had been largely destroyed by the insértion
of a modern concrete block. Contemporary
ground surface appears to abour 7ft (2m) below
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Frg 34 Derad wo show brick floor recorded by RMELEC on
Mevilles Inm size (WFGEIE). (GLA GRII)

the modern ground surface. The nofth-south
wall had a blocked splaved window opening (Fig
67) the sl of which was 6ft 4in (1.9m) down
{Gromes 1968, 172), In the northern part of the
trench, a second north—south chalk wall (with
later brick addisions) might have been an exten-
sion to the north cellar for a stairease, while the
northernmaost wall might have supported a timber
supersiructure of another building to the north,

Il The insertion of the fireplace south of the medieval
cellars must have destroved much of the south wall
of the cellar and the earlier chalk wall, The tile-
lined fireplace was made of mixed materials mchad-
ing Kentish ragstone, chalk and flint with external
brick facing to the south (Fig 65). The floor of the
hearth was at a depth of 5ft 9m {1.7m).

IV The casternmost chalk wall was strengthened by a
brick wall (with creamy/bulf coloured mortar)
that extends southwards and mrns wesowards,
blocking the medieval window,

Vo Another brick wall {with bright vellow mortar) was
buily immediavely to the west of the first, creating
a culvert or channel down the side of the building,

Cutting B

This trench was some 256t = 4ft G (7.6m = 1.3m) and
ran porth—south across the area used by the Brewers as
a willed garden, immediately 1o the north of cutting A,
Excavatton in this area produced lintle in the way of
finds or features. Medieval and post-medieval pottery
ranging in date from 1200-1800 was recovered from
the uppermost two layers of ‘garden soil” excavared an
depths af 50t (1.5m) and 7 Gins (2.2m) below datum

respectively. A brick floor was also revealed at a depth
of 7ft 6in in the southernmost part of the trench, At a
depth of 106t {3m) below the datum, medieval pomery
(10— 1450) was found in a soil similar to that of the
contexts above it but containing more oyster shells,

Cutting (3

Curting C ran cast-west across the western part of the
site in the area beneath the courtroom. The trench was
originally 40ft Tin = 5f (12.3m = 1.5m) and appears to
have been extended to approxamacely 706 = 106 (21.3m
= 3m). There are very few notes relating to the features
discovered in this trench, which consist of chalk and
stome walls, a ‘mortar” wall, postholes and a possible pat.
Excavarion in this area produced pottery ranging in date
from 1230 o 1700, The sequence is difficult to interpret
not least because a serics of temporary levels appear to
have been used 1o measure the depths of the different
layers, thus confusing the stratigraphic sequence.
Broadly speaking, the sequence appears to show activity
in thiz arca of the site from 1230 to 1360, with further
activity during the post-medieval period. It is possible
that some of the confusions in the ceramic sequence, for
cuample the discovery of pottery dated 1400-1450
beneath pottery that is a century earlier & due to the
presence of a pit that has not been fully excavated or dis-
cussied in the field notes. Many of the features revealed
in this area, such as the postholes in the northern part of
the rench, do ot appear to have been fully recorded.

Cutting [

This trench was 47ft = 106t {14.3m = 3m) ran
east-west in the south-west corner of the site, A chalk-
lined well was revealed in the west part of the trench
with a series of walls and pits in the eastern half. The
top of the well was 2ft Sin (0.73m) down from the
datum and it was excavated 1o a depth of 16f Bin (¢
Sm). Pottery from the well has been dated from 1150
pod 300, with intrusive sherds danng from 1600 10
18000, Along the east face of the wench a chalk wall
0.7m @l was excavated, the vop of which was 9h
(2.7m) from the damum. The ceramic sequence from
thiz rench also appears o be confused. Pottery dated
po 12701350 was recovered from a succession of con-
texis at depths of 3t (0.9m), Tit (2.1m), 9t 3in {2.8m)
(bag 34D} and 15ft lin {4.6m). A later entry in the
field notebook notes the presence of a dark, sticky
black soil over the whole area of the cutting at a depah
of oft 6in to 106t (1.9m-3m). This could be the same
context 34LY noted above but 1t was grven a new num-
ber (X1) since the pottery was considerably earlier,
darvimg vo 10501150, It is possible that bag X1 might
relate just to a nmber-lined pit in the casternmost pact
of the trench with a lining of grev clay. To the west was
a second pit from which pottery dating from
1150-1300 was recovered, together with intrusive
prost-rredieval material.
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Fig 55 Wisr—eas seetion teronigh the e pare of the Rimran forr o Cripplepare, shotsing the blocking of the morthers entrance in relamo

Cuning E

Cutting E, to the east of cutting I}, was only
18ft = 10ft (5.4m = 3m). In the north of the trench
was a chalk wall at a depth of 7ft (2.1m)} from the
datum. Toe the south of this was mixed soil and build-
ing rubbish down to a depth of 116t {3.3m), the nat-
wral brick earth, Pottery ranging in date from the late
Roman period to the twentieth century was recov-

ered,

Cuiting F

This trench lay immediately west of cutting E. The
robbed out angle of a chalk wall was clearly visible in
the north-east corner, set into a sticky black deposit.
Williamis suggests that the 6ft 5in (1.9m) depth of the
black smal from the modern surface might have been the
hetght of the wall prior o its robbhing. No finds are
recorded from this rench.

Cutting

Mo finds have been kept from cutting G and little other
information. The angle of a chalk wall with occasional
inclusions of Kentish ragstone was found, the north
face of which had salmon pink plaster on it. Its base
was 6ft 1in (1.8m) below the modern surface,

Cutting H

In cunting H, which lay north of cunting C, Grimes
notes the stump of a chalk foundation projecting from
the east face and ‘a rough wall' below the brick of the

north wall of the courtroom, which bounds the south
side of this tremch. One finds group was recorded span-
ning the period 1350-1750.

Medieval and later developments on the
Brewers® Hall site

The construction phases represented on the Brewers'
Hall site are complicated and ther interpretation is
made more difficult by a field record of vanable detail.
The following sequence is tentatively suggested (Fig 63):

Phase MI Although the lower levels have been trun-
cated by later occupation, there is no evidence for occu-
pation or use of this ares in the immediate post-Roman
period. Late Foman (late fourthieary ffth century)
ceramics, however, were discovered in cuttings A, © and
E. Cutting I} provides evidence for Lare Saxon use of the
site: the nmber-lined pit can be compared with those
found on the Milk Street and Whtling Court sites, two
mose recent Museum of London excavations in the
Cheapside area. These were dated 1050-1 180 (Schoficld
et al 1990, 173), which correlates with the potery
belicved to have come from the pit at Brewers” Hall.

Phase M2 The chalk-lined well and the second pat
{(Fig 63a) both contain potery dating from
1150-1300, Again, evidence from Watling Court can
be used in comparizon with Brewers” Hall: a chalk-
lined well with an intermal diameter of about 0.85m
was provisionally dated to the early fourteenth century
at Waling Court (Schofield er al 1990, 172). The well
at Brewers' Hall appears to be of similar construction
phase with an internal diameter 0.%0m.
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Pirase M3 The plan of buildings in the Brewers" Hall
complex s difficult o depermine. In  currimgs
I3, E, F and possibly A are the remains of a chalk build-
ing. In cuming I3, the wall appears to cut inwe a “black
sticky” layer daved 1270-1350; the same sequence is
noted in cutting F, but ne finds are noted. In cutting C,
the only structure that can be firmly dated 15 the slight
‘mortar wall’, running north-south across the trench;
pottery from underneath this wall is dated to 1270-1350.
These contexts dating from 1270-1350 are believed to
represent domestic occupation of the ste, There are no
structural remains directly associted with this period,

Phase M4 The fourteenth-century foundations,
mentioned above, might, however, be the remains of
domestic housing built on the site before the construc-
ton of the hall, in view of the depth and size of the
chalk foundations in cutting I, it 15 suggested here that
these represent the Brewers' Hall, as construceed in the
mid fourteenth century, with its associaved outhuild-
ings 1o the north and east. The walls discovered in cur-
ting A are believed vo represent the domestic range of
the complex, which clearly underwent a senes of
repairs and renovanons (Fig 63b).

Phase M5 These renovations included the insertion
of half cellars (Fig 63¢).

Phase M6 It 15 known that in the building works of
1423, repairs were made o a cloister or iresaunce con-
necting the Hall 1o the kitchens and thar all of the
buildings except the Hall were retiled, The extension of
the kitchen area southwards through the addition of
the tiledined fireplace is belicved to date from this
period. Two sample niles taken from the fireplace have
been broadly dated vo berween 1270 and 13501450

Boman road soface, wih the subsirface renains of a serall cellar assocrated wich Neviles Trn to the cast (WFGE=5),

(lan Bewus personal communication). They are pegged
roof tiles, which might have been taken from an carlier
building on the site and reused in the early fifteenth-
CENIURY eXpansion,

Plrase M7/8 The addition of brick walling on the
castern side of cutting A is belicved 1o be of pre-Great
Fire date (Fig 63¢). The presence of a brick fleor in the
southern part of cutting B, similar to that found at the
north end of cutting A (Fig 68), and the chalk wall
stump in cutting H suggests that the buildings of the
complex extended further north over the site than they
did after the 1666 Fire,

Phase M2 The Brewers” Hall complex was rebuilt on a
new alignment after the Great Fire rther than following
the lines of the original buildings (Fig 630). It is alo possi-
ble that the site area was extended southwands, A survey
conducted in 1669 by Mills and Oliver shows Addle Sweet
immechiately south of the southern boundary of the
Brewers' property. The seventeenth-century Brewers” Hall
was approached by a small alley off Addle Sreet, which
appears to have been pushed southwards. The area to the
south of the courtyard was entirely taken up with deep 2l-
lars, which have removed any evidence of occupation or
encroachment, and it i probably in this part of the ste that
the cary fificenth-century almehouses were constructed.

Barber Surgeons’ Hall (WFG2)
Summary history

The guilds of the Barbers and the Surgeons initially
existed as separate entities until the lare fifteenth cen-
rury. Uneil this vime the Barbers appear 1o have been
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the more powerful group; the guild might have come
into existendce as early as the thirteenth century, and in
1308 Richard le Barbour was elected to supervise the
barbers of the City. The guild was incorporated in
1462 and in 1540 the Company of Barbers and the
Guild of Surgeons were joined by an Act of Parliament
(Hope e & 1982, 108). "This act partoock of a taofold
nature, for while it united the two crafts or mysteries as
they were called, yet it separated them. The barbers
wore not o practice surgery other than bleeding or
drawing teeth, while the surgeons were not to practice
the art of barbery or shaving” (Lambert 1890, 131).
The companies were separated again in 1745 and in
1752, the mew Surgeons’ Hall was completed o

Fig 56 General viete of exeavanions fooking north gonos bocked enmrance ro morthern nerrer base (Orld GR2GE)

Mewgare. This Company was dissolved in 1797 to be
replaced by the Royal College of Surgeons. After World
YWar II, the company based in Monkwell Street again
adopted the ntle of *Barber Surgeons’.

The first reference to the existence of a Barbers'
hall is found i a list of City Company halls, which was
initially daved to 1381 (Morman 1903, 135). It has
been peoved thar this list refers 1o Company halls in
existence in the reign of Richard IIT (1483-5), not
Richard II (1377-9%) as previously thought (Beck
1970, 16). The records of the Brewers, based in near-
by Addle Streer, make reference to leasing their hall to
the Barbers nine times in 1422-3 (Unwin 1966, 181).
The Barbers first built a hall of their own in the
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Summary of dating evidence for Brewers' Hall site (WEFG15). See also Company Records and City Letter
Books
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Fig 57 The -“r"m:f fies puest owueside the south-western corner Frg 58 The vertical scale dosest 1o the camera lies apatns
of the terret, leaming against whech ds the line of large Blocks @ ter-east secrion our by the RMELEC through the deposers
represenitng tre Blocked pavervay. (LA GR285) Mocking the parewvay fnpo the fore, The other scale stamnds

toithin the chanber on the morthern side of the Roman gare-
oy, bevond whick (o the north) the baze of the Ciry wall
can be seen. (GLA GRIZE)
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cut by the RMLEC through the deposits blogking the af rite s arf after it had beent
of the Roman fore: note the lne of large blocks ¥ g e the RMLEC and the upper five of large
d. (GlA GRIGS)

Fig 60 Blocking af evese gate from the ease, showing fine of

large blocks over stighter rubble base. (GLA GR217)

Fip 62 The 1t seale (o 0.3 1m) rests on the fills of a beam-
slot that ran marth-south aoross the toeitern parstoay into the
Roman fors, (GldA GR240)
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€ PhRase M5

Fig 63 Phase plans showimg developmens sequence recorded by RMLEC on the Brewers” Hall site (WFGIS) showing:
{a) ssolared featres thar ante-date the consrruction of medieval hall; (B) o (d): fearres associated with the development of
the medreval hall foonrd overleaf)
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(Fig 63 com ) Phase plans showing developmient sequence recorded by RMELEC on the Brewers' Hall site (WFG13) shosming:
(e} fearures associated with the development of the medieval hall; () major redevelopment of site after Grear Five of 16648,

swith hall ser back from Addle Srreer frontage.

fiftcenth century, after acquiring land from Sir
William Oldhall and John Lavenham {Beck 1970, 15).
Very little is known about the plan and development of
this building, but it is hkely that it lay further o the
east than the post-medieval buildings that succeeded it
because of the regulations concerning the Ciry wall
and the defensive area that was maintained immedi-
ately behind it. For example, the City Letter Books for
5 October 1434 state; “whereas every tenement situat=
ed near the walls or gates of the City should be distant
from them 160t ar least, according to the laws and
customs of the City, the said intermediate space being
the common soil of the Ciny® (Dyson 1993, 7)., As
the need to maintain this defensive stnp lessened, the
land was let o tenants owing adjoining properties,

The land behind Barber Surgeons’ Hall (including
Bastion 13) was first ler 1o Lord Windsor, who owned
nearhy Windsor Cowrr (Meville's Inn WIHFG3), and in
1605 the lease was bought by the Barber Surgeons,
who extended their buildings up to the City wall (Beck
1970, 17). In 1636, Inigo Jones designed an anatomi-
cal theatre artached to the main hall builldings. He also
designed a Court Room for the Company. The hall
was badly damaged in the Grear Fire of 1666: the
Ogilby and Morgan map of 1676, which shows the
extent of the fire in this corner of the City, indicates
that the fire swept across all the site apart from the
Weslernmost section, next o the City wall. The roof of
the anatomical theatre caught fire, but the building
itself was saved. The rebuilding of the hall cost J4292,
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Fig 64 General ety of RMLEC excavarimms ar Bretoers”
Hall {IFFGEE), showingy walls i north end of Trench A.

Frg 66 The F = I seale (e Tm) rests onn chalk foundarion
Scales 3 x M seales (e Im). (GEA GRITE)

fo sordh af ple-bale hearth revealed by RMELEC fn Trench
A o the Brewers® Hall site {WFGIS). (GLA GR3IFT)

Fig 65 Tae-builr fireplace mexe o 3 x I seale (o Im) Fig a7 RMLEC excavanions af Brewers " Hall (WFGIS),
expased by RMILEC a5 powrh emd of Trewch A o the

The 1t seale ¢ 0.31m) vests on the st of a bocked woimdons

Bireroers ' Hall sire (WG, (GLA GRIFE) deyvorid welich a farer wall Aas been bl (Ol GRISE)
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Frg 68 The 3 » It scale (e ITm) rents o the brick floor
exposed by the RMLEC ar the north end of Trench A on the
Brewers” Hall sie (WFGIS), (GLA GRIZE)

The theatre survived until 1784, when 1t was demol-
ished and howses built on the site (Wroe-Brown
1998}, In 1864, the main hall and kitchen wing, along
with three houses belonging to the Company on
Monkwell Street, were demolished and the land sold
tor warchouses, In 1940, all the bumldings on the site
were destroved by bombs. A new Company Hall was
rebuilt 1o the east of the post-medieval building and
opened in 1969,

BMLEC excavations 19558=9

Before the construction of the new company hall
commenced in 1959, the RMLEC conducted exca-
vations on the site (Fig 69). The archive consists of
a site notebook, which also includes a finds record,
correspondence between Professor Grimes, the
Company and the Corporation of London, draft sec-
von drawings and plans and 17 photographs, To
complement these field records, students from the
Institure of Archacology, University College London
recorded the surviving clevations of the seventeenth-
century hall during 1996, and the results of this sur-
vey have been incorporated in the report. The
results of the excavations on the site of Barber
Surgeons’ Hall were not fully published by Grimes
in his 1968 volume; the features revealed were dis-
cussed im relation o the Ciry wall (Grimes 1968
64-91) but the development of the hall itself was
not.

It would appear from the site notebook that
CGirimes did not make any notes during the excava-
tons, as all of the entries are in Audrey Williams®
hand. The RMLEC had previously carried out some

Fip 69 Barber Surgeons' Hall {WFGZ): plan thowsing bay-
aert of RMLEC rreviches A te F i relanion 1o Iine of Cigy
toall eved Basrion I3,

work on this site, since the accasional reference to an
‘earlier cutting’ 15 found on some of the drawings,
but there are no notes relating to this, The main
phase of work began in August 1958 and continued
until June 195% (Figs 70 and 71). Cuttings A and B,
running east from the City wall were opened first
with cutting C, to the east of this again opened by
December, The two external cuttings (outside the
Ciaty wall) were also first opened during December,
Work continued in the external trenches and then in
cutting F during the first six months of 1959, In
addition vo excavarions inside and outside the City
wall, the photographs from the site also show that the
RMLEC excavared inside Basvion 13, There are no
notes relating to these excavations and only one
drawing.

Medieval and later developments on the
Barber Surgeons” Hall site

Grimes himself noted that the ‘results of the work (at
Barber Surgeons' Hall) were not spectacular bur very
useful” (Grimes 1959, 1), The excavarions in currings
A and F revealed the bank sequences associated with
the building of the City wall, while the external cutiings
showed the depth and make up of the Roman fort wall
(Shepherd forthcoming). For the post-Foman period,
the results of the excavations are difficult to interpret
because of the size and location of the trenches and the
limited scope of the surviving finds assemblage that
comprise few uncontaminated medieval convexts.
Mevertheless it proved possible 1o suggest eight gener-
al periods of post-FEoman activity, which can be sum-
marised thus:

Phase MI Minimal Late Saxon occupation of the
area inside the Ciry wall, Mo structures associated with
this period and only residual pottery.
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Phase M2 Porvery dated 11501250 recovered from
‘garden’ deposits next to the Ciry wall, Mo structures
daged vo this period except possibly the stone-lined well
in Bastion 13,

Phase M3 Pottery dated 1270-1350, scaled by a
chalk wall, which might represent part of the mediewval
hall or the property 'I_'n::-l,.lnn;[:l.r:.' of the sice. A larer brick
wall seals this chalk wall,

Phase M4 Pottery dated 1350-1500 to the east of
the chalk wall mentioned above, The brick wall
referred to above maght also date from towards the end

of this phase, preceding the extension of the hall build-
ings into the area behind the Ciry wall.

Phase M5 Early sevemeenth-century expansion
ingo the arca behind the City wall, with the court room
and anatomy theatre constructed to the designs of
Inigo Jones,

Plrase M6 Rebuilding after the Fire of 1666, reusing
the surviving standing remains.

Pliase M7 Nineteenth-century alterations, parts of
the sive sold off for warchousing.

Phgee ME Post World War I rebuilding,

Fig 70 Barber Suwrgeons {WFGZ): George Fawlkwer excavanng for the RMLEC balow the floor of the ruined sevenmesnth-
cernrry hall, the wesr wall of which toas bl directly over the Gy wall, (The Sphere)
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Phase M)

Limuted Late Saxon occupation of the area made the
Ciry walls is indicated by the presence of residual Lare
Saxon pottery. Early medieval sand and shell ware
CH000-]1 1500 was found in seven contexts (bag nos:
Al, AZ, Boe, B1l, B18, B28, Fl}. Three other tvpes of
ceramics dating to 1050-1150 were also found: early
Surrey ware (bag nos Al, A32, AS3, A%, B28, C35),
carly medieval shelly ware (bag nos Al, A2, AL3, AS2,
A%, AMY) and local grey ware (bag nos Al, A2, A%2,
A3, AS4, BI1S, B28).

Phase M2

Inside the City walls, pottery dating from 1150 w 1250
was recovered from the uppermost levels of the north
extension of cutting A (bag nos A32, A33, A%4). The
associated deposits are variously described as “mixed
soil’ and *blackish, softish sodl®. This part of the site was
am open arca or garden untl the extension of the hall in
the seventeenth cenmry.

Phase M3

Further evidence for the westernmaost extent of the
pre-seventeenth cenmury Barbers Hall was found in
cutting B, some 6m cast of the Ciry wall. The remains
of a chalk wall with buff mortar were discovered with
a later brick wall built on vop, representing part of the
property boundary of the medieval hall. The wall
scals a layer containing pottery daved o 1270-1350
(bag No B15).

Phase M4

To the east of the M3 wall portery dating from
1350-1500 (bag no Be) was recoverad from immedi-
arely beneath a burne brick layer, which might repre-
sent rubble from the halls destruction in 1666, In
cutting C, 1o the cast again of cuttings A and B, the
cxcavator notes the presence of medieval pits, but these
were not excavated. The discovery of these pits further
supports the notion that the original Barbers" Hall was
built some distance away from the Ciry wall, possibly
fronting on to Monkwell Street. Maps of London pro-
duced in the mid secteenth century, such as the “Agas’
woodeut and in Braun and Hogenberg's Cruirares Orbis
Terrarum also show a large garden in this area, with
Bastion 13 and the Ciry wall unencumbered by build-
ings,

The trenches dug outside the City wall produced
largely post-medieval pottery, (seventeenth to twenti-
cth centuries) with two of the lower layers producing
pottery dating to the fourtcenth century ar the latest
(bag nos 5, 6 external). The medieval pottery might be
associated with the ditches constructed outside the
wall, prior to the use of the arca as a graveyard for the
nearby church of St Giles.

Phase M3

The post-medieval buillding sequence of Barbers
Surgeons’ Hall can be interpreted from documentary
apurces and from the surviving fabric. It s known tha
ance the Barbers leased the land behind their hall from
the City in the early seventeenth century, they extend-
ed their buildings up to the City wall, using Bastion 13
as the dais for the Livery Hall. Photographs of the
excavations in Bastion 13 show that the foundations of
the bastion were revealed, as were the remains of a sub-
stantial stone foundation, which might be a part of the
extension into this area in the early seventeenth cenmury.
The photographs alse show a stone-lined well that
miight predate the construction of the hall, It is sug-
gested here that parts of Inigo Jones' work on Barber
Surgeons' Hall are still wisible today.

Phase MM&

The fact that the anatomical thearre just o the north of
the hall complex survived the Grear Fire (Fig 72a) and
the demarcation line of the fire destruction shown on
the 1676 map, lend weight 1o the hypothesis that paris
of the hall buildings nearest to the City wall remained
standing after the fire, and thus were able to be reused
during rebuilding. Also, the amount of money spent on
the rebuilding suggests some rewse of standing remains
since the Barber Surgeons spent only L4202 in com-
parizson with the [5827 spent by the Brewers during
their more comprehensive rebuilding. Jones® Cowrt
Foom annexe used the Ciry wall as its west wall and the
surviving windows from this period have been pre-
served, along with a later window put in during the
nineteenth-century reorganisation of the complex (Fig
73a). The distinctive red brickwork of Jones” windows
survives to a height of 3.2m externally and 4m inter-
nally. In addition to the brickwork, an original Portland
stone window dressing survives on the external face.
The door that led into the hall from the Court Room
lobby 15 also still visible, with the red brickwork surviv-
ing to a height of 5m (Fig 73¢ and d; Fig 72a). The sur-
vival of features built during the period immediately
preceding the Grear Fire of 1666 is extremely rare in
London, and the remains on this site can thus be com-
pared with fearures such as the lower stages of the
vower of All Hallows Barking church, buily in 16589,

Phase M7

The stone threshold of the Court Room lobby door is
vizible on both sides of the wall and the entrance has
been blocked by yvellow stock bricks, which must date
from the nineteenth-century alterations, as do the
modifications to the windows in the west wall men-
tioned above (Fig 73a and b). The split from the
Surgeons in the mid eighteenth century was marked by
the conversion to warehousing of much of the southern
half of the property, including Bastion 13 (Fig 72b),
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Fig 72 Plans of Barber Surgeons’ Hall (WFG2) showmg: (a) late seventeqnth-century lavout of the Barber Sirpeons” Hall
eoith Basrion 13 incorporated inro the lvery hall wwith the oval anatomy theatre to the north of the cowrtroont; (B) nineteenth-
centiery lavont of Barbers™ Hall, follotoing mid eiphresnth-cenrury spiit from the Surgeons, resultmg o demolition of the
aralonry rJJL'urn,r ._J.lr.;! RN R R el_.r miriich w..l" Hié P peTry FEiar tl.'dl‘dnljr:lui]'.'lll;'.
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Fig 73 Barber Surgeons” Hall (WFGZ2): substannial remains of the sevemeenth-century hall sell survive incorporated within
the City wall, as recorded by UCL in 1996 (a) internal eas-facing elevarion, shotwing location of lowest cutting wirhin
RMLEC Tremch A; (b) external west-facing elevation, showing approximare location of RMLEC Trench If, wwhich tas
excavated 1o expose the western face of the wall; (¢) north-facing devation; (d) south-facing elevation.
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Phase M3

Ironically, it 15 possible that whatever remained of the
medieval Barber Surgeons” Hall might have boen
destroved by the mid rwentieth-cenmary rebuilding.
The present day building is much larger than the post-
Fire hall, standing some 8m from the City wall and 5m
from the line of Monkwell Street at its south-east cor-
ner, The medieval Barber Surgeons” Hall also probably
fronted on o Monkwell Street, well away from the City
wall, and some fragments of it might have survived
below ground after the Great Fire, given that the new
hall was built further o the west. The RMLEC, how-
ever, did not warch the excavation of that part of the
site during the 19605 redevelopment.

Company Halls

The formahsation of the Ciny's rrade and craftworkers
into distinct companies or guilds can be raced back at
least o the early pwelfth century, since a guild of
weavers 15 recorded as an authorised sociery in 11340,
for example (Page 1923, 101). Such organisations
would require places o meet and conduct their busi-
ness, and indtally this need was served by premises
owmed by individual members or periodically rented.
As the guilds ncreased in prosperity, power and pres-
tige in the fourteenth century, so 1o did the need o
acquire more permanent and appropriate accommoda-
tion. This was precisely the period in which the lords
and ladies who had built substantial vown houses in the
City, usually in the form of a large open hall set within
a courtyard complex, were finding the demands of eat-
ing in the communal great hall increasingly unfashion-
able, The desire for greater privacy within the upper
echelons of society led directly to the design and con-
struction of new ypes of multi-roomed, multistoried
buildings in which the open hall was no longer
required, This was a clear break with a long lived
medieval concept, since the plan of the open hall saw
the lord occupying the raised dais at one end while his
retinue occupied the space in the body of the hall
around the shared open hearth: the building plan thus
reflected both the hicrarchy and the shared obligations
of that socicty (Wood 1965). Just as the anstocracy
sought greater privacy in their domestic armangemenits,
the City guilds were incrensing in wealth and power by
acting communally, They thus adopted the now aban-
doned great halls esther directly, by taking over a lord-
Iy mansion, or by design, by building a new hall w a
similar pattern, The guilds could therefore be seen as
adopting a role in the life of the City not dissimilar 1o
that once held by a lord and his retinue, in which the
mutual benefits and obligations of a particular group-
ing were mnextricably linked. The differcnce here was
that the guilds comprised freemen and not fewdal
retainers. The result was that the great hall
survived in wse in the London townscape, as the archi-
tectural symbol of feudalism becamie the symbol of free

enterprise, This then, was the physical expression of
‘the enlargement of the idea of community by the prin-
ciple of Fellowship®, which was learning how to dis-
place lordship, that once crucial element of social
LT If_l,.'nwm 16418, Iﬁ:l.

Evidence of such developments has been described
above on the Barber Surgeons' and Brewers' Hall sites,
as recorded by the RMLEC, It 1s perhaps worth noting
here that Guildhall irself, which lies on the eastern edge
of our study area, also shares that history, The shell of
the present great hall is substantially mad fGifteenth cen-
rury in dare and is set over two undercrofts of differing
dates, one w the east and one to the west (Barron
19741, One of the earliest masonry buildings there
might have been thirteenth century in date, and occu-
pied the site of the present West Crypt below
Guildhall, Ty was not dissimilar in size to Brewers® Hall,
being some 15m wide and might have been as much as
25m long. The ground floor of that building still swr-
vives, much altered, but has now become an under-
craft. That it was not designed as a subsurface chamber
is clear from the recent excavarions, which show that
the level of the contemporary external vard surface was
close to the present day floor level, which, significantly,
is higher than the level of the fifteenth-century East
Crypt floor, which was clearly designed as a basement.
The West Crypt therefore incorporates the shell of at
least the ground floor of a two storied, much modified,
masonry building, which was further extended o twice
its length between 1411 and 1430, becoming the much
grander Guildhall we are familiar with today. One of
the catalysts for that extensive development has been
thought to be the rebuilding, which began in 1394 in
the reign of Richard 11 (Saunders 1951, 71-86], of the
great hall ar the Palace of Westminster: the construc-
tion of such a stunning structure for the King seems to
have encouraged the City to build a great hall of their
awn. In such ways were architecrural ideas and preten-
stons chifused through contemporary London socieny.

A settlement development pattern
for medieval Cripplegate

Seudy of the medieval buildings, pits and pottery recov-
ered from the BMLEC excavations in the Cripplegate
srudy area has produced significant patterns that are of
importance to our understanding of settlement devel-
opment in this part of medieval London, and some of
the wider topographical implications of this research
will be discussed in more detail in Chaper 5. Such a
statement would come as a surprise to the EMLEC,
since their assessment of the research potential of the
medieval buildings they excavared was more pes-
simistic. On most of the saites where relatively extensive
excavation was conducted to establish a sequence of
occupation and associated development (rather than
just to imvestigate the date of the defences), it was
observed that the medieval ground surface had ofien
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been wruncated by subsequent activity and that much
afl the area available for excavation was dispurbed by
pits, cellared features or masonry foundations. This
wias seen as a problem and a disappointment ar the
time: Grimes records thar, in the Cripplegave area, “cel-
lar floors and natural surface frequently coincide” and
concluded that “the ground level was relatively higher
in Cripplegate and that the accumulations upon it were
less deep’ when compared to his work elsewhere in the
Ciry (Grimes 1968, 4). Since so few complere building
plans were indeed recovered by the RMILEC and since
the daving of the pomery from the pits seemed impre-
cise, Grimes was rather dismissive of the value of his
work when related to the early medieval Ciry, With the
obvious exception of sunken-featured buildings (see
Fig 42}, he went so far as 1o argue that ‘archaeological
excavation therefore cannot be expected 1o augment or
extend knowledge of the medieval house” bevond pro-
ducing “some information about details of construction
and the like" (Grimes 1968, 163-4).

A reassemsment of the RMLEC investigations sug-
gests that it s possible to extend our knowledge of the
development of burgage plots and street frontages n
the area over the medieval period. This has been
achieved principally by noting the date, density and
orentation of pit alignments, standard techniques that
have now been used on many City sites such as those
in the Billingsgate and Cheapside arcas (Horsman er af
1988, 110-16) but not previously applied to the
RMLEC data. Unfortunately it is now no longer possi-
ble in every case to be certain which of the surviving
pottery assemblages came from which particular pit on
an RMLEC site. Nevertheless, there is sufficient evi-
dence to support the basic outlines of a broad pattern,
which, allowing for some modification between sites,
can be summarised thus:

() scatter of widely spaced pits (¢ tenth-eleventh
centuries)
This phase seems to represent unintensive settle-
ment within broad plots, It could suggest that the
initial allocations of property in this arca were
generous (when compared with the second
phase), or that the narrower burgage plots, so
characreristic of later medieval own plans, were
not developed in the first generation of serle-
FEnt.

{b) greater density of pits (¢ twelfth-thirteenth
centuries)
This phase represents the occupation of narrower
burgage plots than in the previous phase, and the
contents of the pits is often associated with crafi
debris. The pits are clearly orientated ar righe
angles w the prncipal street frontage. The evi-
dence suggests that the long narmow burgage plots
have been established by this date, presumably
with a residence built up against the street
frontage, marked archacologically on sites where
the contemporary ground surface is now runcated

by an unpitted zone, with a yvard to the rear. It
would seem that the greater population density
reflects a subdivision of the primary insulae into a
number of sub-tenancies. This need not imply
[ransicnt oF (EMporary occupants, since the
evidence from the Crpplegate area iz that the
associated parish churches were also established
in this phase, rather than in the earlier or later
period, as is discussed below (see Chapter 4).
This suggesis stable, prosperous and pious com-
mumnitics had been established, of a sufficient size
and wealth to suppaort @ local church.

(¢} foundarions of substantial masonry buildings
(¢ fourreenth—fifieenth cenmuries)
The partial plans of the large masonry buildings
recovered from the RMLEC sites represent as
marked a change in the composition of the popu-
lation as in the fabric of the ownscape iself,
Secular masonry buildings seem o have been
imtroduced to the City townscape in the twelfth
century, notable in the Cheapside, Gracechurch
Street and waterfront areas (Schofield 1994, 32),
especially following the grear fire of 1136
(Rutledge 1994}, Many of the recorded examples
of these twelfth and thirteenth-century buildings
are related to the need for secure fireproof stor-
age, rather than simply architectural embellish-
ment. In the Cripplegate study area that lies
outside the principal market quarters, the mason-
ry buildings here are all substantially latver. This
could suggest that the activities conducted there
before the fourteenth century were not those that
demanded masonry building, or that the general
level of prosperity was lower than elsewhere with-
in the City walls, or simply that the remains of
twelfth century masonry buildings lay outside the
EMLEC areas of investigation,

The plan of the masonry foundations recorded on the
Cripplegate sites implics the amalgamation of neigh-
bouring propertics, since the new buildings often
extend over more than one of the carlier postulated
property boundaries. Such a pattern has been observed
elsewhere in the City, a3 with the construction of the
carly thirteenth-century Leaden Hall wath is gare-
howse, courryard and arendant buildings at the jume-
tion of Cornhill and Gracechurch Srreet (Samuel and
Milne 1992, fig 21). In the case of Neville's Inn and
both the Brewers' amd Barber Surgeons”™ Halls in
Cripplegate, these masonry buildings all date to no ear-
lier than mid fourteenth cemtury. Thus it could be
argued that the properry amalgamaion that preceded
their construction might have been precipitated by a
penod of depopulation, perhaps that occasioned by vis-
itations of plague. The outbreak recorded in 1349 is
known to have taken a heavy toll of the overcrowded
City, as the mass graves excavated on the Royal Mint
site graphically demonstrate (Grainger and Hawkins
1988), For the Londoners who survived, their material
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prosperity might have been greater than before, or that
unscoupied land within the City was bought up cheap-
ly by those from ourside.

In sum, the development pamern discerned from
the pits and footings, although it can be ascribed slight-
ly different dates on different sites, arguably mirrors a
maore general process of settlement and urbanisation in
this part of London. That pattern, which is further

discussed in relation to the street plan in Chaprer 5,
Seems bo represent significant changes in landuse, pros-
perity and settlement density as well as in the identity
and disposable wealth of the occupants in each distinct
phase. Thus the study of the medicval backyard as
recorded by the EMLEC has arguably proved to be as
informative as the fragmentary remains of the contem-
perary buildings themselves,
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Church archaeology in the City

The rather chequered progress of archacological inter-
ear in the Ciry’s 100 medieval parish churches has been
discussed in derail elsewhere 20 need nor be repeated
here {(Cohen 1995 Milne 1997, 1-7; Schofield 1904,
25-0%. What needs swressing is thar when Professor
Crrirmes I.'H.'FEII"L his ProEramime of excavations on the
sives of bomb JH.I'I'I'_"IHI\.'I.I ;:-:|1'ih|:|. churches in London
I:l:i.g i)y it marked another pi-:'-nl.:-e.:rl.ng ]'lrl.:-:.:.:..h.::l:ll: for
Britizh medieval archaeology. Although the larger
monastic houses could boast a long history of archaeso-
legical imvestigations, few parnsh churches had been
subjected to the mgours of a systematic research
excavation, The publication of the summaries of his
work on 5t Alban® and 5t Brnde's (Grimes 1968,
182-20%) were therefore widely seen as landmarks
in the development of church archaeology not just
in the City, but in the country (Bodwell 1997, 5),
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The lead was not always followed in London after the
demase of the RMLEC and i 1973 1t was declared that
very little reliable work has been done on churches in
general® (Biddle 1973, 81). Arguably it was not unl
the 1990s that research on this crucial aspect of
medieval life began to be published in the derail i
deserved.

For this -:.']:.u;:-[i:r, the records collaged h-:.-' the
RMILEC on the swes of 5t ."l.‘l;lr:-' f\ldcr::w::hur}'. S
Alban™s and St Alphage were re-exarmined as was such
pottery as had been retained, As 3 consequence, a sub-
stantally revised interpretatron 1% offerad l'.-:.' Wathale
Cohen for the sequence at 51 Alban's (WFG22) to con-
trast with the 1968 intenim report. Hitherto unpub-
lished BMLEC material i presented i the account of
st Mary Aldermanbury (WiC:22a), a major site that
was excavated after Professor Gnimes' last published
report on London matenal had gone to press,
The results of more recent recording exercises, which

Fig 74 Euwins of 5t Mary Aldermanbury (foreground) and St Alban’s, looking west ¢ 1960, (Guildhall Library)
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complement the work of the RMLEC at 5t Alphage
(WFGIT and 18), are also included, dealing wath one
church that was built directly onto the medieval City
wall as well as another building that served as a parish
church afver the sixteenth cenrury, bur was formerly the
chapel of a medieval hospital, the Elsing Spital. The lat-
ter account is another hitherto unpublished report,

St Mary the Virgin,
Aldermanbury (WFG22a)

By the end of 1962, the main excavation programme of
the RMLEC was over. The laborious task of post-
excavation analysis had begun and the supply of
digzing tools and other equipment disposed of. Four
vears later Professor Grimes wrote to C Henderson,
the treasurer of the RMLEC, *You will be surprised to
know, that the RMLEC is shortly to be involved in yet
another excavation in the City: the site of St Mary
Aldermanbury church, the superstructure of which has
recently been carted off for reconstruction n America”,
The site would, he estimated, last for three to fowr
months and cost about 1000 (WEFG 22a COR
9/11/66). In the event, the work lasted for more than a
year, cost three times that sum and provided as many
problems and more as the excavation of St Alban's had,
The work was conducted in 1967-8, and was thus
completed oo late to appear in his famous book sum-
marising the work of the RMLEC (Grimes 1968),
Since the report that follows is the first detailed
account of the project ever published, it will be given
rather more extended trestment than some of the other
excavations considered in this volume.

Summary history

The church of St Mary the Virgin lay just to the north
of the junction of Love Lane with Aldermanbury. It is
within the area of the Roman fort and although it is
close 1o the lne of the east wall, it is on a significantly
different alignment o it There are a number of pub-
lished studies thar consider the documented history of
the church, including those by the church warden P
Carter (1913}, an article published just after the Bliz
had destroyed the building (Goss 1947) and the most
recent account, prepared some 25 wvears after the
church had been rebuilt on a new site in the USA
(Hauer and Young 1994), The earliest surviving docu-
mentary reference to the church self dates o 1181,
although there 15 a reference 1o one Eobert the Priest of
Aldermanmesbery that must be eardier than 1148 (Goss
1947, 151). The church clearly started its life as the
proprietary chapel associated with the soke or manor of
Aldermanbury, Although the mght o appoint the
priest, the advowson, was sometimes held by the dean
and chapter of 5t Pauls (eg between 1360 and 1374)
and sometimes by the Hospital of 5t Mary Elsing (as in
1331, iv was usually retained by the owners of the soke.

This 15 explicitly stated in 1247, where the gramt
stares that ‘all the messuage in Aldermanbury ...
together with the advowson of the churches of St Mary
Aldermanbury, 5t Mary Magdalene (Milk Street) and
St Michael Bassishaw, which were appurtenant wo the
manor' (Goss 1947, 119). In 1156 Henry II confirmed
‘all the liberties and customs of the soke (ie
Aldermanbury) o Reiner de Aldermanbury, son of
Berengar', which suggests that the customs must have
already been established when Berengar held the soke,
which he did from perhaps as early as the 11205, That
i turn implies that the advowson (and therefore the
church) might also dave back w at least the carly
ewelfth century (Goss 1947, 119-22). Cleardy archae-
ology has a role here o illuminare the gquestion of the
origing of this church, which are certainly carlier than
the aldest surviving reference, and might arguably be
substantially so.

There are many begquests o establish or maintain
chantries at 5t Mary's, which suggests a modest level of
prosperity and expansion for the later medieval budld-
ing, since some of the chantries would need additional
chapels as well as additional priests. The carlicst men-
pons are i 1251 (Adam de Basing), 1273 (William de
Kingeston) and 1275 (Thomas de Basing), which
records that money was 1o be provided 1o maintain a
chapel; a clear indication that a chantry chapel had
already been built by the lare thirteenth century.
References 1o chantries continue from 1280 (Isabella
Bokerel), 1311 (William de Carlevon), 1335 (Henry de
Bwdyk), 1357 (Henry de Chadesdene), 1367 (William
de Bristowe], 1399 (Simon de Wynchcombe), 1431
(John Constantyn and Dennis Towers) to 1446
William Estfield), which mentions the altar of St
George (Goss 1947, 150).

John Stow described it in the late 16th century as
being a ‘fair church, with a churchvard and clodster
adjoining” (Wheatley 1956, 262), The latter fearure,
unusual for a City parish church, presumably served as
a covered walkway joining the nave and northern
chapel to the capital messuage of Aldermanbury owned
by the holder of the advowson, As such, it served as an
explicit indication of the proprietorial origins of this
particular parish church, A number of notable monu-
ments were recorded by Swow, including one for Sir
Williarm Estfield, who had been elected Mayor in 1438,
He had been a notable benefactor of the church, being
responsible for the building of the steeple *with five
mneable bells' (Wheatley 1956, 263) as well as the
chantry of 1446. The great window at the cast end of
the church was reglazed in 1571 and a charnel house is
mentoned in 1575 (Carter 1913, 107): such reposito-
ries for disturbed burials are documented in several
City churches from at least the ffteenth century
{Harding 1992, note 53).

e of the neighbourhood’s more illustriows inhakb-
mants was the dramatist William Shakespeare
(15364-1616), whose London residence for some 14
vears was a house on the corner of Silver Street and
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Monkwell Street, Two of his near neighbours and actor
friends, John Hemmings and Henry Condell, were
responsible for printng the first folio edition of his
plays. Their names are recorded in the parish registers
of 5t Mary the Virgin, the church where they were
married and where their children were baptised.

The church was rebuilt “ar the parsh charge'
(Carter 1913} in 1633, but was burnt out in the Great
Fire of 1666, The shell was then demolished and
ﬂ,!hl.llll’li.l.‘l.“ ha,:;.[:l.n. in 1671, to a design by Sir
f:]:lri.ﬁ.[uphcr Wiren executed h:.fjl.mhu:l. Marshall and his
teafn. Waork was !;‘irﬁul'_-' r:|.|:|!|!|;':-|cl:¢|:| 0n th-l.: l;hlln.:h h:.'
Al lh?'.'r,, with the 511.:1:|‘:||1.: added 1w 1680-H1.
Am-::-n.g the cmf[xpuﬂ;'r]n :im'::-h'l.u.:l v.-il]'l I:|'|1.: l;hun;h WIS
Greace Ell'li.[h. one af everal women mt:nti.nnl..'d mn l:hl..-
accounts of the rebuilding of London's churches
(Jeffrey 1996, 271).

The new design was then subjected 1o a series of
rebaildings and modifications. These involved a new
fleor in 1777, the addition of a gallery for the choir a
the west end in 1797, changes and replacements of the
windows in 1777, 1830 and 1863 {(including the
removal of all Ween's wracery); the movement of the
vestey in 1729, the organ in 1863 and the pulpit in
1810 the addition of a stone pulpic and stone reredos
im 1863, as well as a completely new roof in 1808,
There were also substantial restorations and renova-
ticns between 1890 and 1898 (Carter 1913, 3). By the
carly twenticth century, there was therefore very lintle
left in the church, beyond the exterior walls themselves,
that could really be related to Wren's designs.

It was that much modified building that was
reduced o a burnt our shell once again following the
firestorm on 29 December ]':J-Il'l, when an :inl;!,:nl;li;[y
Bomb r:{]:l]m!ni in it I:_Flg T".'t]. A VOIS soldier called
Noel Mander was an eve witness o the mragedy: he
watched helplessly as the church burned, unable 1o get
into the building vo save any of the effects as the doors
were securely locked. He recalled hearing the bells
crash down the tower and the sound of the organ burn-
img: “the hot air blowing through the organ pipes
almost sounded as if the poor old organs were shrick-
ing in agony at their destructon’ (Hauer and Young
1994, 355).

The church dismantled: 1961-3

Although the roof and all interior fttings had been
destroyed, the upstanding masonry walls survived as a
gaunt ruin for more than 20 years (Figs 76 and 77, In
was then decided that the church should be dismantled
and shipped o Fulton, Missouri, in the United States
of America, It was seen as a gift to that natton for all its
help to London dunng the recent war, and as a mibute
o Winston Churchill who had delivered his famous
Fulton speech about the Cold War and the Iron
Curtain in 1946, Berween 1961 and 1963 the walls
were carefully dismantled, numbered and then shipped
across the Atlantc. The rebuilding process began in

Fig 75 51 Mary Aldermanbuwry (WFG22a): the burnt out
church in 1956 shersing tower o twest end, oking souh-
cast rpeards site of preseny day Guildhall Lilrary,
(Guildhall Library)

1964, but continued with increased vigour following
Winston Churchill's death in January 1965, and was
-;.:l:mph:lcr] 10 1967, after which the mternor was come-
pleted and fimed our by May 1969 (Hawer and Young
1994, 384-5).

There was no archacologist present during the
demolition work in London, even though the RCHM
report on the church had claimed that the tower was
brogdly of fAfteenth century date. Professor Grimes
openly admitted that he paid no interest in that stage of
the work (WFG 228 COR 8/567), although he was
actually recording the neighbouring church of 5t
Alban’s Wood Street, some 50m to the west, in 1962 as
the work at St Mary's progressed. The architect
responsible for the project, Marshall Sisson, retricved
from the rubble a number of architectural fragmenis
that he considered 1o be of medieval dage. He discussed
their future study and fate with Professor Gnimes in
1966 (WGF 22a COR 27/1/66), and although no sub-
sequent report on the items has been traced, they were
taken into the London Museum's collection, of which
ten fragments were located chirty vears later, These are:
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24071  carved mestone moulding from a window or
fracery

24075 moulded block of oolitic limestone with pos-

sible mason’s mark
24076-7 vwo rectangular oolitic limestone blocks with
candystick moulding

24081 carved and decorated Reigate stone frag-
ment, possibly from capital

24083 rwo marble fragments with smooth concave
surface and leaf design on reverse

24085 moulded limestone block decorated with
miniature applied columns

24090 Purbeck marble? Fragment of decorated
sculpture with a floral tracery pattern

24091  Oolinc limestone with some detal

24092  Possibly Caen stone boss with flower monf

Of these, theee are presumably medieval (nos 24081,
24090, 24092) while the rest are in fact of seventeenth-
century dave, as was a plaque recorded i 1966 (but
row lost) inscribed May Jst MDCLXXIT This vault
s bnll ar the charge af John Lmey, erichiaver and
parichiomer (1673) (GM Acc Mo 24067},

- ..'-'.,
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Archacology at St Mary the Virgin,
Aldermanbury

It was in 1965 that the tdea of an excavation on the
cleared site was first mooted, following discussions
berween Canon Morilock, the rector, and Ralph
Merrifield of the Guildhall Museum. In November
of thar year Professor Grimes accepted the invatation
o undertake the project. A protracted correspon-
dence began, which concerned the exhumation of
the many anticipated burials: these would have to be
removed before the archaesological investigation
could commence (WEFG22a COR 11265 to
25/10/66). These negotiations were complicated by
the change of ownership of the site halbway through
the discussion, for the diccese sold the site to the
Corporation of London for use as a public open
space in August. Grimes designed a work pro-
gramme around the schedule initially presented to
him, in which he was w start work in October 1966
and agreed o leave the site in March 1967, although
he asked for the possibility of a short extension to be
considered, as “one can never know what problems

Fig 76 51 Mary Aldermantury (WiGrd2a): nave, soueth arele and east end of the burnt our chirch [oking south, on the e

of demolinon. (Guildhall Library]
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Fig 77 8¢ Mary Aldermanbury {WFG22a): the church
ateaits demelinon and  gransportation  wwhile post-gar
Lowdon rises do the north in ¢ 1962, (Guildhall Library)

might present themselves in the course of archaco-
logical investigations’ (WFG 22a COR ¥10/66).
Problems did indeed arise (not all of the RMLEC™s
own making) and the research continued into 1968,
maore than a vear later than planned, which embar-
rassed Grimes as much as it exasperated the
Corporation of London,

As for the standard of the work undertaken, it was
recently summarised thus: “the excovation was carmed
out by a gang of five labourers, supervised by an ex-
army captain who professed an interest in archaeology
but had no previous experience. Recording was basic
and largely conducted on Thursday afternoons when
the director paid his weekly visit to check on progress
and to take away any artefacts” (Rodwell 1997, 5). The
report that follows is an assessment of such field
records and associated data as survive, from which
others may judge Dr Rodwell's statement.

The progress of the archacological excavations can
be reconstructed i outhne from the comments in the
site motebook (with dated entries from May 1967 o
April 1968), from scrutiny of the main site plan, dared
February 1967 o February 1968, and in the asocated
correspondence, which suggests work began in February
1967 and was completed in Apnil 1968, There certainly
does not scem to have been any major conceprwal
change in his methodolegy simce his first major church

investigation at 51 Bride's in the 1950s: as wath his other
church projects, there was mo artempt 1o MOWNT an open
area excavation or even to dig limited areas im plan, few
elevarons were drawn and next o no Eraves Wiene cxca-
vated archacologically. The contemporary work ar
Winchester on 5t Mary in Tanner Street where the open
area method was used does not seem to have influenced
the RMLEC approach, for example (Biddle 1966, 317;
1967, 262-3; 1968, 263-5).

Instead, the interior of 5t Mary Aldermanbury was
emptied of its burials without an archaeologist in atten-
dance: according to some “skeletal remains were shoe-
elled into sacks.., and lead coffins were rolled up by the
labourers and transported to a scrapyard on Friday
afternoons in order to provide cash for the weekend'
(RBodwell 1997, 5). Then, working from that much
reduced ground surface a series of tremches were dug
within or in between the vaults and tombs, after which
the sections were examined (Mg 78). Some attempts
were made 1o wentify some of the more notable buri-
als, such as the infamous seventeenth-century Judge
Jeffrevs and also on the memonal for Robert Askes, a
benefactor of Haberdasher's Askes’ school (WFG22a
Cor 6/2/67), but without notable success,

Grimes also rejected the idea of using volunteers
for the project, a practice that had become increas-
ingly commen elsewhere in the City during the
1960s; the remains of the neighbouring church of 5t
Michael Bazzishaw was recorded with the hg]p of the
City of London Archaeological Society in 1965 for
example [(Marsden 1968): the RMLEC argued that
the presence of burials provided oo many complica-
tions (WEG22a Cor &/1 1765). Grimes also scems 1o
have rejected the concept of student excavators
drawn from the Institute of Archacology, of which he
was then the Direcror. He preferred vo use his stan-
dard team of some four to five workmen supervised
by one archasclogist or chargehand, which he would
visit occasionally to take responsibility for much of
the recording.

Grimes had orginally intended to employ his wife
Audrey as the supervisor: she had worked most suc-
cessfully in that role on, for example, the 5t Bride's and
Walbrook sites in previous vears, She felr quite under-
standably, however, that “she had done all that should
be expected of her in thar way® (WFG22a Cor 91 166)
and was, as it turned our, facing serious illness, Grimes
was therefore obliged vo find a new supervisor, but
replacing Audrey would be difficult, since she was very
good at dealing ‘with your workmen®, as William
Henderson  reminded the Professor (WFG22a
14/11/66). Laborious enguirics were then made o
rrace one of the RMLEC chargehands (with whom
Grimes had not been in contact for a decade) to see if
he would undertake it. Mr Samuel Thomas of Poplar,
London El4 replied that he was not in good health, but
had a good job at Guildhall working with the survevors,
and was therefore unable to accept the offer: never-
theless, he asked to be remembered o Mrs Grimes
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Fig 78 S Mary Aldermanbury (WFGE22a); the RMELEC did not adopt open arca excavation technrgues for ther toork in
T967=8, as i shown by thes oiere af @ deep rremch excavation in progress i the nave, looking easr. The seventeentli-contury
arcade piers for south ale are tunble fo right, set oter earlier forrndarions for the medieval cherch, (GLA GR5%2)

(WEFGZ2a Cor 13/12%66), The job was then offered 1o
one WT Eadie, the ex-army captain who professed an
interest in archaeclogy. The post was due to start “after
Christmas, for abour theee months, for a small wage of
L12 per week' (WFG22a Cor 20012/66). Eadie staved
with the project to the end, after which he then helped
move the finds from the BMLEC store in the Guildhall
Arp Gallery basement to the new store in Bonhill Street
in June 1968,

A for the wools and eguipment needed for the exca-
vation, they had 1o be borrowed from the Ministry of
Public Buildings and Works, to whom a request was
sent in December 1966 for four barrows, four picks,
four shovels, two spades, four buckets, trowels, brush-
es, dust pans, two brooms, 40t of barrow planking,
two tarpauling and a movable shelter (WFG22a
Cor 1312/66). They arrived n time for work to begin
on 13 February 1967, when Grimes reconded that
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“im addition vo the navvy labour, 1 am taking on a cou-
ple of people who will be paid on an hourly basis: Mr
Eadie, chief assistant, and Mr Land, a senior student,
less continuous presence’ (WFG22a Cor 132/67). The
very next day the Corporation wrote asking for confir-
mation that the RMLEC would have left the site by 31
March as promised: Grimes wrote back explaining that
he had ot been able o st work the previous Chotober
as anticipated, as the Corporation had not erected the
hoarding around the site unnl January 1967, and there-
fore he asked for a 21 week extension to make up for
last time (WHG22a Cor 14/3/67). In the circumstances,
the Corporation consented, while expressing concern
(WFG22a Cor 184/67): it was an inauspicious start to
the RMIEC™ lasy major excavation,

Test pits recorded in the centre of the nave by early
May 1967 had exposed Roman levels 0.6m thick some
3m below the floor of the church. Others showed that
although the seventeenth-century arcade was support=
ed on an carlier foundation on the south side, Wren's
building did mot follow exactly the line of the medieval
church in other places (WHFG22a Cor 8/567).

According wo the first dated entry in the site note-
book (1%567), his archacological investigations had
moved o the south-east cormer, where they continued
into July of that year. At that point, the site had to be
closed down unil October wo enable Grimes to direct his
summer school for the Institute of Archacology in Wales,
a previous commitment from which he could not be dis-
engaged. Things were not running smoothly, for he had
written to the Corporation of Londen on 10 July
requesting another extension, since the work had proved
more difficulr than expected, bad weather in May had
adversely affected progress, and he had had o spend
some time loolang after his wife, who was now suffering
from serious heart illness. The extension was duly, if
reluctantly granred, o 30 Movember, with the comment
that the Corporation had no wish “to grant any further
extension beyond that dave” (WFG22a Cor 11/9%67). In
his acceprance leter, Grimes ruefully commented that
“for my own sake, I very much hope that I shall be fin=
ished in ome’ (WFGE22a Cor 149%67).

In Ccrober the site was reopened, with work begin-
ning at the west end of the nave, after which the north-
cast chapel was investigated, All this was not withour
further problems, however, The framed shelter; which
had been provided by the Ministry of Public Buildings
and Works (MPBW 1o cover the deepest rench, had
been destroved by the wind, the site was in a sad con-
dition because of the rain, and Grimes felt that he
should “rake on another man o quicken things up as
much as possible” (WFG22a Cor T/1 1767). He was also
obliged to ask for vet another extension, this tme wntil
31 January 1968 (WFG22a Cor 22/1/68),

Work then moved over to the arca around the tower,
bur the deadline was missed again. According
to the site notebook, he was recording on the north
side of the tower on 4 March 1968, the south side a
fortmight later, after which he examined the south-west

angle of the earliest church and then the north wall
foundations, the last dated entry being the 1 April
1968, On the 25 of that month he reported to the
Corporation that *at last my work s finished at St Mary
Aldermanbury: not that [ could not have done more,
but that the time has come when 1 should call a hale'.
He was ‘grateful for the patence and forbearance in
allowing me to go on so long” (WFG22a Cor 25/4/68).
Thus ended the RMLEC's last major archacological
intervention in the Ciry, in the same month that
Professor Grimes' long avwaited volume, The Excavarion
of Roman and Medieval Lovdon, was finally published.
The surviving records that this year-long programme
produced include a scale plan of the site, more than 30
finds groups for which the location of the majority had
been plotted on skerch plans, summary reports on the
clay pipes and medieval floor tles, a transcription of
some of the coffin plates; and a detailed correspondence
file, There i also the all important site notebook, writ-
ten in his own hand, often in pencil. This records 11
dated site visits berween May 1967 and April 1968, one
each in May, June and July before the site closed for the
summer school; one in the following December, three
times in January and in March 1968, and finally one in
April of that vear, There were clearly other visits not
recorded in the book: one such was compiled on the
back of a set of minutes of a commines meeting held on
& February 1968, but not otherwise dated. There arc
also undared enrries in the notehook iself, which pre-
sumably record progress in October and MNovember
1967, for example. Taken together, they show that
Professor Grimes visited the site berween one and three
times per month, but not apparently always on a
Thursday, as suggested elsewhere (Rodwell 1997, 5):
the recorded wvisits took place on three Mondays and
Wednesdayvs, on two Fridays and once on a Thursday, as
well a5 on a Saturday and even on a Sunday, This rather
irregular pattern could suggest he was responding to the
actual pace of the work, rather than simply 1o his own
regular (if busy) schedule; the 7 spent by Eadie on tele-
phone calls during the final period of the excavation
(WFG22a 14/3/608) suggests that Professor Grimes also
offered direction for the project from his office at the
Insumete of Archaeology in addition o his site visits,
The costs of digging 5t Mary's increased as the pro-
gramme had extended. The AGM of the RMLEC in July
1968 was duly informed that the excavations were now
complete, but at a cost of L3038 14s 9d. Since the
Ministry had only contributed £750 towards that sum,
the Council were out of pocket by more than [2000. To
put these sums into perspective, it is worth recording that
Martin Biddle's 1968 season at Winchester cost 19,500
(Biddle 1969, 205), while Brian Philp’s five month exca-
vation of a site on the London forum in 1968-9 was just
L1500 (Phalp 1977, 4), Some idea of the costs mvohved a
St Mary Aldermanbury can be gained from the few refer-
ences to the accounts in the correspondence file, The
work in Movember 19467, for example, had produeced
mvoices for £20 108 from ]| Sinnmowm; S105 10 from
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Professor Grimes (36 15 uncertain how many site visits this
represents, since there are no dated entries in the note-
book for Movember) and £138 Ts 3d for WT Eadie, For
the period from December 1967 vo 8 March 1968, by
contrast, Eadic was paid bur £96 25 4d: this smaller sum
for a longer peniod perhaps reflects the RMILECs practice
of not paying their staff if time was lost for bad weather or
bad light. Other items that required payment on the same
bill mcluded (1 6= 8d for a hammer and chisel and 2s for
band aid: these items might not be unconnected
WEFG22a 14/%68),

In the event, the MPBW were prevailed wpon to
provide further funding, other sources, including the
Americans in Fulton USA (who got the fabric of the
church) having proved unfrustful. By September, the
MPBW grant had been raised by L1250, to a votal of
L2000 (WFG22a Cor 249'68). There then followed a
series of requests from the MPBW to the RMLEC for
a fifty word summary of the site for their records
(WEFG2Z2a Cor 1/11/68; 5/11/68; 1/1/69): it 1s not clear
if one was ever sent, but a bref note did appear in
Medeeval Archacology (Wilson and Hurst 1969, 251).
No interim report of any substance {beyvond the sum-
maries discussed below) seems to have been published
or prepared, although a simplified phase plan appar-
ently based on the work of the RMLEC was displayed
at the Fulton site (Hauer and Young 1994, Fig 2.3).

Archaeology of St Mary the Virgin,
Aldermanbury

The report on the AGM in July 19268 also included a
summary of the resulis of this work. Grimes explained
thar although the Wren superstructure had been
removed po Fulton, the bases of the church walls had
been left in place: these rested upon the chalk and grav-
el foundations of the medieval church, He commented
that the precise dating of the pre-Wren fearures was
difficulr in the absence of archirectural derails, and
went on o describe the development sequence:

The church appears 1o be of theee compartements,
bur the sitvation at the BEasy end is difficult vo uneavel
because of the eighreenth-century brick vaules, which
could not be removed. Since the first mention of the
church was in 1181, the first building was presumably
twelfth century, but this was replaced by an open *hall-
type” church with a western tower, probably of the
fourteenth century. The walls of this later church ciar=
ried the Wren church (RMLEC AGM 5/7/68).

The summary published in Medieval Archacology
furnished the additional information that the north-
east and south-cast chapels had been added to the pri-
mary vessel of nave and chancel (Wilson and Hurst
1969, 251). Further information s provided in a letter
to the architect Marshall Sisson wrmen in 1975, in
which Grimes restates his comment that, unlike the
neighbouring church of 5t Alban's, no medieval super-
structure survived on the site above ground level in the
post-Fire reconstruction of 5t Mary's. This comment

also applied to the western wower, about which Grimes
was happy o contradict the report published by the
RCHM in 1929, He was convinced that, although the
lave seventeenth-cemtury tower incorporated much
material recycled from the medieval church, nene of
that medieval stonework was in its primary position.
He also reiterated in passing that the ‘original’ church
wias of twelfth-century date (WFG22a Corr 2171 1/75).

Owverlying the Roman features there were thus four
basic phases relating to the church of St Manys, which
were identified and dated by Professor Grimes as below:

1: Mave and chancel established “presumably 12th
century’ (EMLEC AGM 5/7/68).

2:  Addition of Chapels at east end

3: Enlargement of Nove and addivon of external
western tower ‘probably of the 14th century”
(RMLEC AGM 5/7/68).

4: Comprehensive levelling of the medieval super-
structure to ground level after the Great Fire of
1666: major rebuilding wtihising earlier features as
foundations,

The development of the church

Study of the records suggests that a more complex
development is represented by the foundations and fea-
tures recorded on this site (Fig 79).

Phase 1 (Fig 7%a)

The first church seems to have been of masonry con-
struction, comprising a nave that was rwice the length of
the chancel, being ¢ 19.3m long = ¢ 5.82m wide internal-
by (Fig 80). An the west end of the nave was an addinon-
al srrongly buil foundation defining a cell some 3.5m =
4m internally with a chalk and gravel footing up o 1.7m
wide on the northern side. This might represent the foo-
ings of a small tower (Fig 81). All these elements, includ-
ing the nave and “tower” were clearly contempaorary, as
the site photogeaphs show. The foundations were uswally
sorme lem wide, and were of challe rubble alvernaring with
lavvers of gravel | 00mm o 1 50mm thick (Fig 83).

Dating: early o mid owelfth century (see
‘Discussion of dating” below)

Phase 2 (Fig 79b)

The complex of walls built around the castern end of the
church clearly represent more than one phase of devel-
opment, since differing alignments were in evidence,
although the same type of foundations were used. There
was, however, insufficient detail recorded to allow for a
full phasing of the developments represented. There &
evidence that at least one Nanking chantry chapel was
added to the chancel. The foundations for Chapel 1, set
on the morth-east side, was at least 5.6m long and some
Im wide internally, with foundations of undressed chalk
rubdble, alternating with thinmer layers of gravel.
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Fig 80 8t Mary Aldermanbury (WFG22a): junciion of foundanions of meelfih-century mave with chancel. The 3 x 1 scale
(o T} ix aligned north—south, resting on the south-castern cormer of the frundartons on the save’s southern wall. A surevie-
fag pillar of medreval masowry rises above the functton supporiing the pier base wed m the lare seventeanf-cenriery bundaing

(LA GRSIE)

There might have been a similar chapel, Chapel 2,
set to the south-east, but this area had been badly
disturbed and obscured by later vauls. Mevertheless,
the footings of carlier walls, which were exposed here,
presumably represent the chapels foundations or
associaved vauls, Chantry chapels are a common fea-
ture in City parish churches, and it 15 known from the
documentary record, for example, that bequests were

made by Adam de Basing and William de Kingston
to establish chantries ar 5t Mary’s in the thirteenth
CENTUry.

Daring: although more than one phase s represented
here, it 15 argued that all must be later than Phase | on
stratigraphic grounds but carlier than Phase 4, in which
a different foundation oype i emploved. A date probakbly
in the late twelfth or thirteenth cenmury 15 suggested,
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Phase 3 (Fig 79¢)

A wall running north-south was set bo the east of the
original chancel wall, and seemingly also to the east of
the chantry chapels just desentbed. The foundations
were recorded directly beneath the footings of the late
seventeenth-century church wall, while both the inter-
nal and external faces of the north-east corner were
examined, showing that the eastern and northern walls
were of one build here. The foundations were again of
chalk rubble alternating wath layers of gravel, and thus
must be earhier than the walls et on arched founda-
tiong discussed in Phase 4. This is a somewhar unwsu-
al feature not closely paralleled in Ciry parish churches.
It might relate to the cloister or covered walkway men-
toned in John Stow's sixteenth-century description of
the church, or it might represent extensions o the new
chapels themselves,

Ar the other end of the church, just beyond the west
wall, a substanial foundation or buttress more than lm
wide was recorded, projecting well beyond the north-
west corner of the wwer it is thought to be associated
with. It seems 1o have been added o the west wall, and
therefore might represent remedial action reflecting
structural instability at this corner of the tower
(Fig 83). Significantly, this tower seems to have been
rebuilt o the west in Phase 5, which suggests it maght
have been in danger of collapse or might have actually
fallen down prior to iis rebuilding.

Dating: later than Phase | but earlier than Phase 5;
probably mid to late thirteenth century.

Phase 4 (Fig 79d)

The church was considerably enlarged with the con-
struction of a new north and south walls, the new open
plan “hall* church deseribed by Professor Grimes. The
foundatons of the north wall were of random ragstone
rubble with occasional chalk blocks ser over foundarion
arches: there was an irregular offser some 0.3m above
the arch voussoir. The northern end of the new west
wall was alsp set on subsurface foundanon arches. The
mixed stone and chalk footings of the new south wall
were observed running beneath the later seventeenth-
century wall, and seemed to butt against the west wall
foundatons.

Davng: later than Phase 1; earlier than Phases 5
and 6&; '|;||'|:|-'I:|;,|||:|-'|!.' late fourteenth or Afteenth CEnTUry.

Grimes' deseription of the church as an open hall
asumed thar the old nave had been demolished and
that the new building had no aisles in it It is suggested
here, by contrast, that the building possibly had at least
one if nat two aisles, These would have been formed by
the partial demolition of the Phase 1| nave, with the old
northern and southern walls pierced to form the new
arcade of rwo arches bevond the Phase 3 wwer. The
morthern aisle might have been 3.7m wide, while the
southern aisle was a narrower 2.4m. The bay divisions
defined by the arcade were probably reflected in the

Fig 81 5t Mary Aldernnanbury (WFG22a): the 3 = 1f
scale (o Imp) rests om mmassve medreval fowndation,
presumably for a tower, with the rebudt inrernal face of the
st wwall of the cheurch risig above it Viete i looking
nortf-mest, (GlAd GR542)

Fig 82 51 Mary Aldermanbury (WFG22a): foundation of
gravel gad chall used in the north-tesr corner of the fim
mzsonry church. (G4 GRS519)
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Fig 83 81 Mary Aldermianbury (WFG22a): foundativns
below vhe exvernal functiont of the owesr wall of ohe laee
seventeenth-cenmry church (exernally faced winh asklar
Blocks) and vhe norch twall of the totwer (eoith dooresay). The
= U seale (o lm) i aligned north—sowth, resting on a
nrediveal frandarion thar wnderping the medieval rower
Joundarion thar s fsell below the baze of the lawe
seventeenth-century tower, (GlA GRS63)

spacing of the doors and windows in the new northern
and southern walls. If that was the case, then there
might have been visible on the south wall three win-
dows lighting the nave (given that the main entrance
was through the tower), with two more windows for the
chapel ar the east end,

It is assumed that the new northern and southern
walls were contemporary, but the possibility remains thar
the aisles might have been opened out at different dares:
that could explain the differing widths of the two pisles,

Phase 5 (Fig 79¢)

Towper 2

It seems that the fiest vower was demolished and
replaced by a second vower, this time set owrside the
west end of the church. The remains were recorded
directly below the footings of the third tower on this
site, the late seventeenth-century structure built after
the Great Fire (Fig 84). The second medieval tower
was 1.7m east-west x 2.5m north-south set over a
substantial arched foundation up to l.4m wide
(Fig 83). The tower was clearly not built at the same
timee as the west wall, since its foundation arch butred
up against the wall foundation. This tower presum-
ably represents the one described by Stow as having
been built with funds provided by William Estficld in
the fiftcenth century (Wheatley 1956, 263).

Dranng: fifteenth century,

Frg 84 Medreval arched foundarions belotwy south sde of
Foortngs of late sevenreenth-century totoer, clearly shotobng
char the medieval tomver was demiolished o grownd level after
Great Fire of 1666, (GLA GRS68)

Fig 85 Medieval arched forunmdarions revealed on agsrern
sy of lave seventeenth-cenniry tower. (GLA GR306)

Tied fioors The fragmentary remains of a slumped
sequence of tled floors were recorded in the church on
14 March 1968, right at the end of the excavations,
The latest of the pavements clearly represented the sur-
face of the chancel at the time of the Great Fire, which
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logical excavanons: wily a smal proporiion of siee (Trenches [ o FV) was excavared ro @ fevel subseasinially betoer than the

mredieral church, revealing Saxo-Nornan prie

was 1lm below the floor of the late seventeenth-century
church. The surface comprised a mixture of tiles of dif
fering dates, extending for some 2m north-south =
0.8m east-west, cut away in the east by a grave con-
taining a lead coffin. The exact position was mot
recorded on the main site plan, which had just been
inked up in February, a few weeks carlier, and not sub-
sequently amended. A plan was drawn in the feld (Fig
£6) and the photographs show that the surface was on
the southern side of the chancel close to the southern
wall (Fig 87). The floor tiles from these excavations,
which remain in the Museum of London's collections,
include three Flemish tiles of late fifteenth to mid six-
teenth-century date, 20 fourteenth-century Penn nilles
and some thirteenth-century “Westminster® and
Chertsey types. This dating confirms the suggestion of
several different phases of reflooring within the church
during a 300 year period. The designs represented have
been listed by D Ian Betrs (1994, 138) and need not
be repeated here.

Charmel Howse The base of a brick-floored charnel house
at least 1.5m deep and some 2.5m across was recorded
in the extreme south-east corner of the church. It had
been formed by excavating the soil within the corner of
the building, wilising the existing foundations 1w the
north, south and east as s walls, and adding a new
wall to the west. The latter was roughly dressed on its

egstern face bur not on its western side, where a later
brick vault had been built against it. The pit had been
filled with long bones, reflecting token reburial of bod-
s disturbed by a major rebuilding programme (Fig
88). Mo attempt was made to sample or record this
skeletal material, some of which had been stored iIn
antiquity within the excavated alcove beneath the foun-
dation arch on the north wall.

Diating: this feature must be later than the Phase 3
and 4 walls against which it was built, but was clearly
carlier than the Phase & developments. The red brick
floor was probably of sixteenth-century date, and thus
the feature might be the charnel house mentioned in
the church records of 1576 (Carter 1913},

Working from the archaeological evidence, the
Phase 5 church on the eve of the Great Fire therefore
seems to have comprised an external western tower,
a nave with aigles 1o the north and south founded
on the alignmenis of the Phase 1 walling, beyvond
which lay a deep chancel with flanking chapels and a
charnel house, The pronounced development of the
east end bevond the Phase | chancel arch clearly
represents a history of medieval patronage and
endowments. This can be contrasted with the rather
more modest development of the nave o the west,
suggesting that the lare medieval population of the
parish might have enjoved a relatively greater growth
in prosperity than in numbers.
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Fig &7 5 Mary Aldermanbury (WFGE22a): medicval
tled Moo, The 3 = 1fF scale (e T o aligered easr—eoess,
Foimrg mext to fragment of wled foor slimped belvee i3 con-
temporary level smto an underlying prave  the ease end of
chuerch, It e apself cue by later Burdals i lead coffing 1o the
cast. The foor level of late seventeemth-cenmiry church i
represented by prer base for south arcade just beyvond scale,
Ineernal face of sourh twall of vhe church i visible beyond
thar, (GLA GRS18)

Dating: later than Phase 4; earlier than Phase 6: fif-
teenth to sixteenth century,

Contemporary memernials displayved in the church
included those to Simon Wincheombe (1391), Robert
Combarten (1422), John Wheatley (1428), John
Middleton (1428), Sir William Estfield, Mayvor
(1429, John Middleton, Mayor (1472}, John Tomes,
Draper (1480), William Bucke (1501}, Sir William
Browne, Mayor (1507), Dame Margaret Jennings,
wife of Svephen Jennings, Mayor (1515), Dame Mary
Giresham, wife to Sir John Gresham, Mayor (1538),
Elizabheth Davy {1569), Thomas Godfrey,
Remembrancer (1577), Ralph Woodcoocke, Grocer
and Sheriff (1586), Thomas Digges and his wife
Agnes, daughter of Sir William Sentlieger and grand-
daughter of Lord Abergavenny (1595). Among the
seventeenth-century memorials were those to Mary
Briggs (1610), Thomas Hayes (1617), David Briggs
(1626) and Fobery Ofley (1631),

Some grave slabs were broken up and reused in the
core of the building reconstructed after the Great Fire:
of these some can stll be seen today (Fig 89) in the
park laid out around the consolidated ruins of the
church (Bertram 1987, 144-6).

Phase & (Fig 79f)

The documentary records and the archacological evi-
dence combine to demonstrate that the church damaged
in the Great Fire was subsequently levelled and rebuily
effectively from ground level Considerable use was
made of the medieval wall foorings as foundations (Figs
o and 913, and hence the new church was of a very sim-
ilar size to the late medieval one, at 22.3m long = 14m
wide. The new walls were up w0 11.7m tall, and the
wower rose some 28m. The plan of the late seventeenth-
century church, however, was more symmetrical than iz
predecessor, and therefore not all of the wall phases
directly everlay each other. The northern arcade was set
to the north of the Phase 1 footings, for example, The
plan of the internal arrangements of the Phase 6 church
was also rather different, comprising a much longer nave
separated from the north and south aisles by a four-
arched arcade with a fifth bay over the chancel.

Irating: later than Phases 4 and 5; earlier than
Phase 7: late seventeenth century.

Comemporary memorials displayed in this church
included Walver Pell, Alderman and Merchant Taylor
(1672), John Emey, Bricklayer and Parishioner (1673),
John Chandler (1686), Richard Chandler (1691),
Mary Hack {1704) and Anne Berron (1713). In addi-
tion, the infamous Judge Jeffreys, George Lord Jeffreys,
Baron of Wem, was buried in a vault under the com-
munion table in 1693,

Late 1Tth=century tower

The RCHM survey published in 1929 assumed that
much of the second medieval tower had survived the
Gireat Fire and was incorporated in the rebuilt church
subsequently, The records compiled by Professor
Grimes, however, make it quite clear thar the late
medieval tower was demolished together with the rest
of the fire damaged shell before the late seventeenth-
century reconstruction began (Fig 92). For example,
evidence of a narrow band of ‘occupation soil" was
observed separating the surviving top of the medieval
stone tower footings from the lowest course of Wren's
ower, with its distunctive harder mortar (WFG22a;
Sive Motehook 21/1/68). The fabric of the later tower
comprised stone reused from the old building (see Fig
75}, and it was this fact that presumably misled the
RCHM surveyors and subsequent commentators (eg
Jeffery 1996, 271; Schofield 1994, fig 78).

Phase 7 (Fig 79g)

Some of the major modifications in the eighteenth and
nineteenth century have already been mentioned:
among the feamures represented on the site were the
brick footings of the choir gallery built in 1797 across the
west end of the church. The other major features were
the range of burial vaults, which were cut into much
of the eastern, western and southern sides (Fig 93).
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Fig 88 St Mary Aldermankury (WFG22a): wken reburial of human longbones tn a lare medicval charrel pee i the souch-

casl carner af the church, (GLA GRI48)

Study of the dates on the plates fixed to the coffins shows
that one of the vaults was i use from at least 1728 to
1812, while the vault m the north-east corner of the
church comtmned cofing dited from 1745 o 1839, All
burial vaults within City churches were sealed up by 1850,

|.':|'1'|1i:r.||.:.' |;|1¢.::r than Phase [iH carlier than Phase B
¢ 1T00=1940

The BMLEC recorded some of the cothn plates
from rtwo of the vauls, as summarised below:

Vazrads 1

Muass Anne Strode d. 1745 aged 28
Mrs Catanach 4. 1779

Mrs Hannah Feyer d. 1784 aged 38

Mrs Ann Ryder . 1789 aged 33

Miss Sophin Forbes 4, 1793 aged 13
Mrs Rebecca Lawrence d. 1795 aged 74
Sir John Swimmerton Dyver d. 1801 aged 63
Harrier Meweoomb 4. 1809 aged 19
Masrer John Telford d. 1813 aged 14
Misz Helena ]:I-:l'lun].:ll.l:l:l d. 1514 i].l{L'\d 4
Master George Byrnod. 1816 aged &
Mizs Eliza Byrn 4. 1821 aged 12 weeks
Sam Trisy d. 1822 aged T4

Richard Babington d 1823 aged 3 days
James Hall d, 1827 aged 69

ivirs C Tayle d. 1828

Benjamin Taylor d. 1831 aged B0
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Miss Eliza Oliver d 1831 aged 7 years 10 months and
9 days

William Ireland d.1838 aged 52

Miss Julia Wollaston d. 1839 aged 11 months

Bl 2

Samuel Lamb d. 1728 aged 6

Joseph Bagnall d. 1720 aged 67
William Bagnall 4. 1734 aged 38

B Callamy d. 17*2 aged 56

Rev Callamy d. 1755 aged 57

Hugh Granger d. 1762 aged 82
William Partridge d. 1764 aged 63 (he also had a com-
memorative plaque on the church wall)
“* 4. 1764 aged 67

Mrs Sarah Calamy d.1764 aged 55
4. 1769

A Prans*ard d. 1769

Somerset Phillips d. 1775 aged 81
Master John Brown d. 1782 aged 13
Edward Austin d. 1809 aged 62

Mirs I* M* d. **11 aged 35

Bebecca Wendy 4. 1811 aged 56
Sophia P* d. 1812 aged 53

Phase 8: Fulton and London

Phase 8a The majority of the surviving late seventeenth-
CEntury superstructure is now reconstructed in Fulton
Missouri, in the United States of America (Haver and
Young 1994). It comprises the original facing stones
and some of the rubble core, much of which was mate-
rial reused from the earlier medieval chuech. The
restoration is an accurate reflection of the external
appearance of the late sevemteenth-century church,
with the exception of the modern addition of an addi-
tonal window set into the west face of the tower,
There is now an open undercroft beneath the building,
housing a museum, i place of the enclosed vaults and
tombs that lay below the nave floor on it onginal site,
The church at Fulton is an active centre of worship,
being used for weekly services, Harvest Festival, Nine
Lessons and Carols, a3 Morning Prayer service using
the 1662 Book of Common Praver, and has become
the most popular chapel in outstate Missouri for wed-
dings. The climate in that state, however, sees a em-
perature range from minus 18C in winter o 32C in
summer, and this has caused some deterioration o the
Portland Stone while the interior plasterwork has been
damaged by mosture, Remedial works began in 1996
and by May 1997 the problem seems to have been
resolved (Hauer 1997). The former City parish church
is therefore enjoving an active life as a much loved col-
lege chapel, community centre and tourist attracton
On i new site,

Pirase 88 The foundations, meanwhile, are now
displayed in situ in the City of London, laid out as a
small park. It is possible 1o trace the plan of the late
seventeenth-century external walls as well as the position
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Fig &% 51 Mary Aldermanbury (WFG22a): frapments
af lare medicval grave slabs rensed m survrving lake
sevemeenth-century areade foundations recorded i 1996
(after N Constanting, for LARF),

of the arcade bases defining the two aisles, Traces of
carlier late medieval material are also visible, most
noticeably in the form of late medieval grave slabs
reuséd as foundation packing beneath the pier bases on
the southern arcade (See Fig 89}, for example.
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Fig #0 The 3 x 1t seale iz alipued easr—toesr againer vhe levelled sonth wall of the medicval church, cver wmhich a lawe
teventeenth-cennry pier base sirs. (GLA GREM)

Discussion of dating

The rebuilding after the Great Fire of 1666 provides
one readily identifiable horzon on the site, while the
foundations types used o support the medieval walls
were alio broadly datable. Two types were identified,
the earlier one using alternating bands of chalk rubble
and gravel, the later one using arched subsurface foun-
darions. These suggest a general date range for the
associated developments from the wwellth o the ff-
teenth century. As for the foundation of the church
itself, study of the ceramic evidence proved construc-
tive, Some &1 groups of pottery were recovered from
the excavations, and these were identified in the feld
by a mixture of numeric and alphanumeric codes (eg
18, 18a, 18b, 18c etc). Although a general lecation
wis recorded for some of these groups, there are insuf-
ficient surviving dara wo provide detailed contexmual or
srratigraphic informarion, Nevertheless, the assem-
blages have recently been re-examined by the Museum
of London Archacology Service, and their study shows
that although much third and fourth century Roman
pottery was found, there is no medieval pottery thar
can be dated earlier than AD 950, It therefore seems
unlikely that there was any substantial occupation
or activity here in the middle Saxon period. Such
ceramic evidence as there is shows thar, of the 22 small

assemblages of medieval pottery recovered, almost
T0% have now been dated to somewhere 1in the penod
050-1150, although all of this might have been
deposited in the eleventh century, The remainder of
the medieval period 15 much more scantily represent-
ed in the ceramic record, with only seven other
groups, three dated 11501200 (nos 11, 12 and 14¢),
three of early thirteenth o mid fourteenth-century
date (nos 3e, 17 and 18b) and one 1400-1500 (no
18).

It 15 suggested here that the larger collechon of
mcdieval pottery (nos 2, 12a, 13, 13b, 15a, 16, 16b, 18a,
18d 18e, 18f, 18g, 18h, 19c, 19d and 20)
comprises material from pits or other cocupation features
representing actvity ecarlier than the construction of the
church. Its foundation would therefore be dated to the
early twelfth century on this ceramic evidence, o date that
14 qu:i!l: consistent with the pe of foundatons wsed and
the general plan form. Swch a date 15 not inconsistent
with the documentary record and serves to confirm the
mitial sugpesiion made by Professor Grimes himself.

The significamly smaller pomery assemblages recow-
ered from the site dating 1o the period 1150 o 1500
therefore represent disturbances associated with the later
development of the church iself or associaved burials,
Such an mwerpretation of the ceramic evidence i in
keeping with the now all oo common picture drawn
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Fig 91 Secrrom shrowgh sowth wall of twelfth-contury
church capped wih revsed late medicoal grave slab ooer
wwluch sis g cofumn for the southern arcade of the lare
seventeenti-ceriury church, (GEA GRS15)

Fig 92 5r Mary Aldermanbury (WEFGE22a): baie af 1otoer
af late sevembeenth-century eherch an which 3 = I seale
rests (¢ Jem) fooking morth, The foundations rest on the
rennins of the medieval toreer, demmolished afier the Orrear
Fire of 1666, (GLA (GFR516)

from other church excavations, which suggest that large
contemporary ceramic assemblages are rarely recovered
from features directly associated with the construction
and development of the building foundanons,

1: Pottery representing medieval activity before
church was bualt

Mediewval pottery groups AL 950-1150:
Bag nos 13b 15a 18a 184 20

Medieval pottery groaps AD 1000-1150:
Bagnos 2 12a 13 16 16b 182 18F 18g 18h 19¢ 194

b3

Powery representing  medieval acrivity afver
church was buile

Medieval pottery groups AD 11501 200
Bagnos 11 12 14¢

Medieval pottery groups AD 1200-1350:
Bag nos 3¢ 17 186

Medieval pottery group AD 1400-1 50:0:
Bag no 18

St Alban’s, Wood Street (WFG22)

Summary history

The church of 5t Alban was located on the east side of
Wood Streer (Fig 943, on the corner of Love Lane. Linde
Love Lane ran o the sorth of the Chul’q‘.‘h!,".ll‘d. Addle
Sl;pl.:n:t, to the north of the xih,:, 15 smid 1o have been for-
merly called *King Adel Street,’ justifying a tradition con-
necting the church with the enth century Saxon King
Athelstan (Jenkinson 1917, 178), A more prosaic dermva-
tion, however, suggesting that it actually meant
"‘Cow-dung Street’, i discussed m Chapter 3, The
church 15 the only one in the City of London dedicated to
Alban whoe was martvred by Diocletian  in
¢ 209, The abbey of St Alban's, in Hertfordshire, was
founded by King Offa in 703, and it s this connection
wath Offa and the madivon that his roval palace was locat-
ed within the Cripplegate fort area thar has led wo the sug-
gestion that the church s of eighth-century date. It was
belicved that the church was originally Offa’s private
chapel (Dwson and Schoficld, 1984, 294; Hobley 1988,
73). With regard to the daung of the church to this pen-
od, it has been noted that none of the other churches (im
England) dedicated to 5t Alban exhibit early fabric: “the
spread of his dedications throughout the south midlands
may owe as much to the ermtonal clams of the great
Benedictine abbey as to the efficacy of visits to the shrine
afier the new ranslation in 1129° (Buder 1986, 46).
The church was owned by St Alban"s Abbey unil
1077, when it was transferred o the patronage of the
Masters, Brethren and Sisters of the Hospital of St
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Fig 83 5r Mary Aldermavibury (WFG22a): aghteenth and mineteenth-ceniury brick-lined vaults cuming through carlier
medievad frcrdatioss i the sorth-cast cormer af the chierch, lookimg west, The scale is 3 » it (o Tm). Note the pile of human
doong bimres desermbed By e RMLEC excavanions disearded on the spoil heap. (GLA GR5IG)

James, Westminsver, who owned it untl 1477, From
then untl the seventeenth century, the Provost and
Fellows of Eton College were the pateons of the
church (Daniell 1907, 113). In 1670, the parish of St
Alban’s was united with that of St Olave, Silver Street
(which had been destroyed in the Great Fire) and in
1894, the parishes of 5t Mary Swainming and 5t
Michael, Wood Srreer were also joined o the united
benefice. The patronage was owned alternately by
Eron College and the Dean and Chapter of 5t Paul's
(Clarke 1898, 50).

Very Inttle 1s known about the early construction his-
tory of the church, Just before the church was rebuilt in
1633, Anthony Munday recorded his impressions of the
bullding: ‘Another character of the antguity of it is 1o
be seen in the manner of the turning of the arches in the
windowes and heads of the Pillars, A third note appears
in the Romane bricks here and there inlayed among the
stones of the building’ (Munday 1633, 308). It has also
been suggested that the two western bays of the south
aisle appear to have been cut off, and that the area sub-
sequently used for commercial purposes was once part
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of the church grounds (Tabor 1917, 60). The church
wak rebuilt in 16334 1o designs by Inigo Jones afier it
became dangerously dilapidated (Daniell 1907, 114}
but was subsequently burnt out in the Great Fire in
1666, The extent of the damage caused by the fire is not
clear but it is possible that only partial rebuilding was
needed to restore the church as only £3165 0s Bd was
spent during the period of restoration (1682-7). This
figure can be compared with the accounts from other
churches restored by Sir Christopher Wren after the
Great Fire (Weaver 1915); for example, £11,430 55 11d
was spent at 5t Bode's (1671-1703), £7455 7s 9d at St
Michacl Paternoster Boyal (1686-94) and L4687 4s 6d
at 5t Swithun's (1678}, During the nineteenth century
the Gothic style church was restored, the interior being
‘inordinately altered and modernised... no pains seem
o have been spared to render a once interesting and
dignified interior as commonplace as possible” (Daniell
1207, 114-15). In 1858, an apsidal chancel was added
to the cast end of the church by Gilbert Scor. St
Alban's was destroved in December 1940 (Figs 95 and
26} and only the tower, now privately owned, survives
today (Cobb 1989, 176).

RMLEC excavations 1962

Tweney years afier the destruction of the church in
World War 11, the RMILEC began making enguiries as
1o the possibility of cxcavating on the site, Grimes
{1968, 204) notes that “the excavation of the church in
1961-2 was carried our in circumstances that were not
entirely satisfactory’. The correspondence in the zite
archive reveals the full extent of the frustrating and pro-
longed negotiations that took place before excavation
began, and the difficulties encountered on site, With the
Minisiry of Works, the Corporation of London and the
Church all involved, difficulties soon arose regarding
responsibility for the removal of rubble from the area,
the demolition of the church superstructure and the dis-
interment of burials. Grimes maintained that it was not
the responsibility of his team to clear the site of rubble
and human remains, and stressed the need for this to be
carried out in advance of archacological investgation,
Although Grimes began negotiating to work on the site
early in 1960, by October 1961 the human remains suill
had not been removed from the site. The City Engineer,
Francs Forry, commented in a lemer o Grimes ‘it is a
perfecly maddening situarion. One seems unable vo get
any movernent out of the other side (ie the Church)®. In
February 1962, the situation had still not advanced:
“Work is, and becomes, increasingly difficult on
practically anvthing now because of the muluplicity of
persons of one sort or another involved. However, that
scems to be the modern trend” (Forty to Grimes,
06/02/62). There were also problems with financing the
site, as the RMLEC was at this point coming to the end
of its work and its excavation budger: “the time is fast
approaching when our last grant from the Minisiry will
be exhausted...so that in any further work that we do we

shall be spending our own money without hope of
recovering any part of it from an outside source. The
present position s that we are really marking vume and
waiting to tackle St Alban’s in Wood Street. The delays
in this seem to have been endless” (Grimes to Denham,
21/03/62). The situation was made even more desper-
ate because the site had already been sold for redevel-
opment, and there was a limited amount of time
available for excavation; the building of the new police
station was due to begin there in August,

The removal of the bodies was finally carried out in
April 1962 and excavation started in the churchyard in
carly May. Problems with the clearance of the church
isell continued throughour May, although the site
notebook records that by June, work had progressed to
the northernmost part of the church. The EMLEC
remiined on the sive unl 15 December 1962 as the
developers left some areas open for further investiga-
tion. The site notebook shows that Professor Grimes
visited the site on average once a week: once in May
1962, four times in June, five tmes in July, four times
in August, five imes in October, six times in Movember
and once in December. On 17 March 1963, he made
the final entry in the site notehook after a visit to the
site during redevelopment. Lemers in the correspon-
dence file indicate that Grimes was interested in exam-
ining the area to the south of the tower (formerly called
A6A Wood Street) where cellars were being cleared in
late 1964, however, there is no record of any corre-
sponding visit,

The site archive consists of one site notchook, two
finds records books and the assoctated artefacts, corre-
spondence incorporating the work at St Alban's, St
Swithun's, Cannon Street and on the City Wall at Moble
Street, section drawings from the churchyard and north
transept, and several plans of the church and church-
yard, There are also 67 photographs of the cxcavations.

Generally, work on the site appears 1o have moved
From morth 1o south, Only four of the curtings have been
pumbered {1, 2, 3 and 5) and these were all located
outside the main body of the church; curing 1 in the
western part of the north easy chapel, cutting 2 in the
churchyard directly north of the chapel, cutting 3 in the
castern part of the chapel and extending eastwards
beyond it and cutting 5 to the east of the apse. From the
photographic record, it can be seen that long narmow
trenches running east-west were also opened in the north
churchyard area (Fig 96). It is assumed thay rrenches
were opensd in the same way in the main body of the
church iself, Although most of the photographs show
large areas of the interior stripped, they were presumably
taken after the intervening baulks had been removed.
Indeed, although most of the images are undated and
unlabelled, a significant proportion seem o have been
taken near (if not at) the end of the project.

Faor the first month of the excavation, attention was
focused in the churchyard to the north of the church,
gradually moving eastwards inbo the north-east chapel
and the area north of the apse during June and July.
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Excavation in these areas produced evidence of Roman August, investigations were carried our around the
accupation on the site n the form of a senes of walls tower at the west end of the site, revealing the founda-
running north-south as well as pats, ditches and a road tions of the tower, the remains of a post Fire burial vault
(Grimes 1968, 35-7), From the end of July to mid and further Roman features. Moving eastwards during
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Frp 3 S Alban's eluerch (WEFG22): weer end of burarr ciet chirch prior to demrolition, oking easroards across Wood Streer.
{Guildhall Library)
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Fir 95 51 Alban's church (WFG22): sonth ade of burnt
il church l|'Jr'|'.;1r I e, Illllilﬂ'zﬂj' blocked sonth aisle
el Wiodd Sereer to fgfr. (Guildhall Library)

late August, the Roman features to the east of the apse
were excavated and the south-castern corner of the lae
medieval church was examined. Professor Grimes was
away in Wales on ficld courses and also visited Ttaly in
late August and September, and his notes resume in
carly October when the north wall of the church was
examined. During the rest of Ocrober, the south wall of
the nave was excavared (Fig 97), and areas to the south
and east of the ower were cleared. In November, the
south chapel and south aisle were excavated and further
work was carried out in the north aisle. Work appears to
have conninued wntil the last possible moment in the
=outh aisle during early December, and Grimes revisit-
ed this area when he returned to the site in March 1963,

Archaeology of 5t Alban’s

The evidence for Roman occupation on this site has
been discussed by Grimes (1968, 35-7) and those fea-
tures have also been re-evaluated as part of the publi-
cation of the Grimes London Archive by the Museum
of Londen (Shepherd forthcoming)., The following
summary of the development of the medieval church
building iz based on Grimes' published comments
(1968, 203-9) and examination of the uapublished
archive. All imperial measurements have been convert-
ed to metric, and relative levels discussed where it
proved possible o establish what was being used as
a datum in 1962, The finds from 51 Alban from
the post-Roman period were extremely sparse. Only
four contexis, all of which were outside the main body
of the church, produced artefacts of this period.

Fig 96 5r Alban’s churech (WHGZZ): RMLEC excava-
rons tn the morthern cluerclivard revealed the remarns af
Roman butdings and Late Saxon pies. The verncal 3 x Ift
seale (o Int) srands below the funceion of the medieval morth
aitle wall (upported by fmbering) and dhe propeching
narth-eair chapel (Gl GRTEY)

Fig 97 51 Albans church (WFG22): RMLEC excava-
riorng iR sourh-toestern angle of mave of the late medieval
church, ihowcing srricrnral suceessionr. The 3 = I (¢ Imld
scale rests agamst the Later miedieval pier fouendanien abore
which are the footmgs of the late seventeenth-century
church, which are laid over the remams of the south wall of
rhe early wedieval chirch, ro lgft of scale. Just vsble at
base of phowe o ripht of scale & the rop of a Roman woall,
(GLA GR752)
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The finds are catalogued by bag number and are
discussed below. Grimes” published sequence of the
development of the church shows six construction
phases from its postulated eighth-ninth century origins
1o the Wren rebuilding after the Grear Fire (Fig 980
Pieage T ‘simple nave’ with chancel at cast end,
possible porticus or tower to west: dated
o cighth or ninth century

north and south chapels added to chancel
and west tower is built/consolidated:
dated o fourteenth or fifteenth century.
chapels extended west forming north and
south aisles: dated fourteenth or fifteenth
cenfury

north ransept added: dared vo fourteenth
or fifteenth century

brickwork in south aisle identified as part
of the Inigo Jones rebuild of 16334
church as rebuilt by Wren after Great Fire
of 1666

Phase 2
Phase 3

Phase 4
Phase 5

Phase 6

SAINT ALBAN WOQOD STREET
rgbs-2
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A substantial revision of that sequence is offered here
(Figs 90 and 100, and can be summarised thus:

Pirase [ nave only early [ mid eleventh century

Phase IT chancel added mid eleventh cenmury

Phase IIT - wwer added to NE corner late eleventh /
early vwelfth cenmury

Phase [ north aisle added thirteenth century

Phase V south chapel added fourteenth century

Phase 1T south aisle added / tower moved to west
end fifteenth cenmury

Phase VIT  noeth cransepr added lawe fifteenth century

Piase VI Inigo Jones rebuild early seventeenth
CEnury

Phase IX'  Wren rebuild post 1666

Phase X apse added 1858

Phase 1

Grimes dated the first church o the cighth-ninth
century through comparison with the church of All
Hallows Barking, near the Tower of London and

il NE cHAPEL 4 fﬁ
A e e ---! -

i
3]
&
|

LE:3

-
[
P
|

W TOWER:'2 ﬁ

NAYE

FII'I LTSy
L :

I, !.I.

TdSEET

1

dagrway

-4 --". 5
A o e

£ Mhe first cBurek (Jaxon) :}
2,34 the mediarval churck (ipfticontifa8
7§ fever 30 seutli afsle, 7 fuige Jomer (8034) K48
Wren's work (morts wird fower, wirk i

Ve pEar 70 i e ; alio agrei1aze)

e

fa 1 12 43

J
E’ IERSEREESSS s sesss

5 AISLIE:3:25
%

& Waked dpprea

—— = "
i f ol

] 0
1 CHAPEL:2

Fig 98 S Albhass {WFG22): phrase plan of seguence drasen wp and published by Professor Grimes (1963, 205; fig 500,
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used Matthew Paris’ assignation of St Alban’s as
Offa’s chapel to support his conclusion. In the light
of recent investigation, both of these assumptions can
be challenged and the date of the foundation of the
church revised. During the 1920%, an undercroft was
constructed bencath the nave and chancel of All
Hallows Barking and during the excavations, founda-
vpens of ragitone and rewsed Roman rubble and
worked stone were discovered under the chancel.
The destruction of the church during World War 11
revealed an arch consrtructed of similar materials ar
the south-west corner of the church and another
fragment of similar masoncy on the north-west cor-
ner. These features indicate the dimensions of the
fiest church on this site, and 1t 15 these features and
proportions that Grimes uses in comparing the two
churches, commenting on the similanity of plan form
and wall thickness. All Hallows Barking was original-
Iy dated to the ¢ighth-ninth century, but this date has
now been revised, and it is more likely that the first
church dates from the late tenth century at the earli-
est (Haslam 1988, 43; Cohen 1994, 26-9). In addi-
tion to this, it will be demonstrated below that the
materials used to construct the two churches are dif-
ferent, and that more convincing comparisons can be
found for 5t Alban"s in terms of size, plan and con-
struction types. Grimes” assumprtion that St Alban's
can be identfied as Offa’s chapel can be discounted
by the lack of evidence for any settlement, roval or
otherwise, In the Cripplegate area during the mid
Saxon period.

Two further pieces of evidence can be presented to
support a Late Saxon foundation date for 5t Alban's.
The loomweights excovated in the churchyard (sec
below) are of late Saxon type and were sealed by a
deposit containing Late Saxon Shelly ware (dated
Q50-1050). Tt is extremely unlikely that these
leomweights could have been buried in consecrated
ground and so their deposition must pre-date the
building of the church, The first phase of church con-
struction at St Alban's 5 more closely comparable w
developments at the churches of 5t Nicholas Acon
[Marsden 1965, 185-6) and 5t Bride’s, (Milne, 1997)
rather than All Hallows Barking, The nave at 5t
Alban's measures 17.64m = 7.00lm and the founda-
tions are of ragstone, chalk and reused Roman rubble,
laid in gravel. These dimensions and make up are very
similar to those found at St Nicholas Acon (where the
first phase church was 10m, as surviving, = 8m), and
at 5t Brides, which measured 18m = 7.4m. Both of
these churches have been dated to the early to mid
eleventh century, and it is this date range that is sug-
gesied here for the construction of 51 Alban’s,

Phase 11

Two other developments ar St Alban’s have also been
ascribed to the first phase of building by Grimes: the
north—south cross wall in the western part of the nave

and the extension of the chancel, Both of these features
are made of similar material 1o the nave foundations,
and Grimes regarded them as “structurally though not
necessarily chronologically, laver” than the nave. The
north=south cross wall has been interpreted as the
foundation of a tower. In spite of the medieval and
post-medieval disturbance in this area, the suraving
dimensions of this wall postulated as the east wall of an
Anglo-Saxon tower seem far oo slight o have
supported such a feature. It might be thar, instead, this
represents an entrance porch or vestibule leading into
Wood Street, in addition w the door discovered on the
south side of the church (Grimes 1968, 206) (Fig 101),
or a temporary feature marking an internal division of
the church. It could be suggested thar this wall
represents the original west wall of the first church; but
the fact that the south wall of the nave
continwes behind the lare medieval foundations to the
west of the cross wall lends no weight to this suggestion
{Grimes 1968, 205-4),

Phase 111

With regard 1o the construction of the chancel, Grimes
was unable o explain the peculiar thickness of the
north chancel wall (Figs 102 and 103). The make up
of the wall is similar to that of the nave (chalk, ragstone
and reused Foman rubble, laid in gravel), and appears
te be of one build, In his published account, however,
he does not mention the corresponding thickness of the
west wall of the “north chapel®. In the field notebook,
this wall i5 described ag being constructed of large
chalk blocks set in a yellowish, sandy mortar. [t s sug-
gested here that the unusual thickness of the north

Fig 101 St Alban's church (WFG22): RMLEC excava-
fons lpoking south. The 3 x 1t seale ¢ Im) stands in the
Lare Saxoen doortoay, beyound solich can be peen the later
sowcrly aisle toalls. (GLA GRTI2)
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chancel wall and the surviving part of the west wall of
the “north chapel” are in fact the remains of a north-
cast tower built very soon after the chancel. The use of
chalk and a vellowish mortar suggests a CORSIFUCTION
date in the late eleventh 1o early vwelfth eentury.
There are several facts o support this suggestion.
There is no reason for the north chancel wall w be of
such massive construction because of any underlying
fearures that might have led to problems with subsi-
dence. In fact, excavation in this area showed that the
church walls at this junction lie almost directly on top of

Fig 102 S Albars chierch (WFG22): noreh g touth cor-
HETT 1.5" ot ard chamedl woall jbrir]dﬂrl:ﬂm retealed b‘p
RMLEC excavarions. Scale 3 = It (¢ Im). (GLA GRE04)

Fig 103 5t Alban'’s church (WFG22): detad showng
nrtli-gast corner of nave revealed by RMLEC excavations
Seale 3 = It (e Im). (GLA GREOZ)

Roman masonry, According to Grimes” published plan,
it also appears that the east wall of the ‘nosth chapel’
was rebuily, possibly during the later medieval period.
Au the juncrion of this wall with that of the later chapel
to the north, a butiress hos been added. This buttress s
dated 1o the seventeenth century on the plan of the
church, which appears in the Roval Commission on the
Historical Monuments volume (1929); inferring thar it
was either added by Wren afier the Great Fire, or by
Inigo Jones durning repair work carried out before the
Fire. Whether this buntress dates 1o the pre or post-Fire
period, the reason for s construction could very well be
because these thinner walls were subsiding into an ear-
lier foundapon trench, thar is, the deep foundation
trench needed for a ower, In his field notes, Grimes
comments that the foundation of his “north chapel” wall
was Oft (2.7m) below the modern ground surface.

The location of a tower on the northern, rather than
on the western, side of the church perhaps requires com-
ment. The confines of the land owned by the church and
the constrains of the surrounding street pattern are
prime reasons for the building of the tower on the north
rather than the west side of the church. Unable to build
into Wood Steeet, 5t Alban's extended northwards.
Although this development is by no means a common
ane, comparisons can be found in the City of London.
A the church of All Hallows the Great, bounded on
three sides by roads and with a disputed southern
boundary (see Schofield 1994, 83-4), the pre-Fire
building had a tower in the centre of the north side of the
church, while at 5t Wicholas Acon, the possible founda-
vons of a ower can be seen in the north-east corner
(Marsden 1965, 185-6). Grimes' own excavanions at 51
Bride's revealed the existence of a rwelfth-century tower
located in the centre of the south side of the church, later
moved o the west end (Milne 1997, and further exca-
vatons of City churches might expose other early church
towers in amilar locamons, Even among those towers
sited ap the west end, arguably the more common loca-
uon, there is great variety of position: some are placed in
the centre, some at the north and some ar the southern
corners. In sum, it might be that the builders of church-
es in the carlier medieval period were more constrained
by the physical limitations of the church site rather than
standardised methods and forms of church construction.

Phase IV

Grimes dates all his phases 2, 3 and 4 w the fourteenth
and fAftecrth cenmuries and comments that there is no
evidence of Norman work. He believes that the two
chapels are built first, (although they are not necessar-
ily contemporary), and the west tower 15 consolidated
during this phase. The chapels are then extended into
aizles (Phase 3) and in Phase 4, the north-east chapel
15 added, It is suggested here that the chamcel was
added to the nave soon after its construction and a
mnorth=east tower built in the late eleventh or early
welfth century. After this, rather than the construction
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of the south chapel, it i5 suggested that development
continued on the north side of the church with the
addition of the north aisle. Grimes' fleld noges
describes the make up of the north aisle wall as follows:

*[the] upper part s composed mainly of chalk rub-
ble in the core, with ashlar clunch on inner face
ongmally rendered in a thin yellowish plaster sull
surviving in places below Wren's floor line, with a
thicker pale plaster below. There are irregular
brick patches in various places vowards the west
(tower) end on the inner face. Externally the wall
wiais also rendered in a thick greyish plaster (fnime-
weenth century as surviving) false-pointed. The
face benecath is largely knapped fline closely set o
the op of the chamfered plinth, bur stone materi-
al also oceurs and again there are brick patches.
Below the plinth is dressed rubble of Kentish rag,
resting on a double offser foundation the upper
part of which is a line of heavy ragstone blocks the
bower, o the base chalk entirely. The offser is a
simple chamfered block, of Reigare stone, weath-
ered and battered. YWery plain with traces of a laver
plaster rendering, but there are one of two good
picces o show the original sectioning”,

The varied make up of this wall indicates several periods
of rebuilding. The chalk and rmagstone wall with s
Reigate swone plinth represents the ficst phase of the
north aisle, built burting up against the norh-cast wower,

Through comparison with other church excavations
in London, the use of chalk or ragstone with yellow
mortar’plaster has been tentatively dated to the mid
twelfth to early thirteenth century (Cohen 1994,
46-53) and the presence of Reigate stone further sug-
gests 4 construction dawe in the thirteenth century.
Reigate stone was used in large gquantities in London
from the eleventh century onwards, initially on roval
projects, for example at Westminster Abbey and in
large public works such as London Brndge in 1176
(Chifton-Taylor 1972, 117). The use of this stone in a
parish church such as 5t Alban's would not have
occurred during the earliest period of the wse of the
spone when it was in demand by roval and secular
authorities, but might have been more freely available
when supply increased, possibly o compensate for the
lack of Caen stone imported after the loss of erritory
in Mormandy in the early thirteenth century (Tamon-
Brown 1990, 76). It is suggested here that the external
flint facing represents fifteenth-cenmury work and the
internal and exvermal brick parches the repair work of
the mid seventeenth century (see below),

Phase V

The techniques used in the construction of the south
chapel are very different o those found on the north
side of the church, Grimes" excavations revealed two
well built ragstone arches in the south and east walls of

the south chapel (Figs 104 and 105). Foundation arch-
es have been found on several church excavations in the
City, for example at All Hallows Gracechurch (Bloe
1948), St Dvonis Backchurch, 5t Stephen Coleman
(Cohen 1994, 51-2), St Michael Bassishaw (Ecles
1910; Cohen 1995, 315-20) and 5t Brides {Milne
1997, 38). This technique was wadely emploved in
London in both domestic and religiows buildings during
the fourteenth century and the first half of the fiftcenth
century (Schofield er af 1990, 167) and it is this peried
that is suggested here for the construction of the south
chapel. The pamern of the streets surrounding the
church provide further evidence regarding the develop-
ment of the building. Since construction on the south
side of the church would have encroached on Lowve
Lane, it is more likely thar the chuech would have been
extended onto the svailable land to the north first. The
construction of the south chapel and s later extension
into an aisle changed the alignment of Love Lane.

Phase ¥I

The fifteenth century saw further adaprations w the
church. The western wall of the south chapel was largely
removed and the south wall was extended the full length
af the church o creare an aisle (Fig 106), The north-east
tower was taken down and the east wall rebuily, and a
new power was buile within the old wall of the Saoon nave
at the west end, Other renovations, such as the facing of
the north aisle wall wirth fling, might also have been car-
riecd our ar this podnt. All this rebuilding produced a large
church with a regular, well proportioned plan: a nave and
chance] with arcaded aisles and a central western tower,
The respond for the casternmost point of the arcade on
the south side of the church was revealed during excava-
pon (Fig 107} it coincided with a small group of
medieval tiles, believed vo represent the floor level of the

Frg 104 5t Alban’s church (WFEG22): sast end of sourh
chapel showotng foundanon arch ar revealed by RMLEC,
Seale: 3 x Ift fe Tm). (GIA GRT6R)
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Fig 105 51 Albain's chirch (WEG22): arched foundation
.'iuppr.'lrﬂ'r]ﬁ' sonathy eoall -'.:.I-J-Lml'.l’r L'J.n:.lpﬁ'. retedled |'.:'_'.' RMLEC.
(GLA GR?77)

late medseval church. A further indication of arcading s
revealed only in the photographic record (Fig 108). This
photograph, probably taken near the beginning of exca-
vations within the body of the church, shows a lage,
rowghly crcular mass of stonewark, which corresponds
wath the position of the late seventeenth-century pler in
the cenrre of the south wall of the church. The mouldings
of the Blocked door in the south aisle suggest a lae
meecieval date as doss the sunaving pier of the tower arch
jamb at the west end of the church (Fig 109), A date of
construction in the fificenth century 15 suggested by
Srow’s record of the then surviving monuments in the
church (Wheatley 1956, 265-6). The long list of promi-
nent citizens buried there in the ffteenth century, which
includes three mayors, suggests that St Albans was
increasingly patronised during this period.

Phase VII

In the Afteenth century there might alsa have been the
addinon of the north-east chup-e:l. l':;:rlmi.:x :I'.|'.|i||.‘|.-l.! very
lirtle comment on this ﬁ.:ﬂlu:rl:, |.|-1_|'|-e.:r '.hun. O note l:hu.t
it appeared to be late medieval in date and abutted the
north aisle wall {Grimes 1968, 208).

Phase VIII

Grimes’ phase five concerns the ¢arly seventeenth-
century repairs carried out by Inigo Jones. It is diffi-
cult to differentiate berween Jones” work of the early

Feag DS Se Alban's church (WG 22): derail shoming junc-
fiowe af souerh chapel and Later sonth atsle wall revealed by
RMILEC, Scale 3 x 1t (¢ Im), (GLA GR7ER)

seventeenth century and Wren's of the later seven-
teenth century, but while it is known that the church
was “dilapidated’, it is suggested here that the
church could only afford more minor repairs and
alterations before the Great Fire, Jones might have
been responsible for the brick patching found inter-
nally and externally on the north aisle wall, the con-
struction of the buttress on the cast side of the
church, and the truncating of the south aisle togeth-
er with the blocking of the door leading inpo it. It
might be that the church, no longer patronised by
the wealthy as it was during the fifteenth century,
was obliged by the carly seventeenth cenmury o sell
property in order vo afford repairs. Thus the south
aisle was shortened and the land sold off for com-
mercial purposes. The Ogilby and Morgan map of
1676 confirms that this happened before the Great
Fire as it shows two separate units on the south-west
corner of the St Alban's site.

Phasze 1X

Onmes' hnal phase & 5 the Wren rebuilding after the
Cirear Fire of 1666, In common with Wren's work on
Iy of the f:'i!'_l.' churches, substantial amounts of the
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Fig 107 8§t Alban’s church (WFG22): east end of south
chapel shoteing foundarion arch and scar of arcade respond
Soendation revealed by BMLEC, Scale 3 = Ift {© Imi),
(LA (FRTA3)

pnh-l"ir-_' stonework appear to have been '||'u:1.l|."|.'rl.‘:-:|".'l[L1.i in
the rebuilding of the church, The work was carmied out
for a comparatively small sum, and Grimes' excavations
showed thar Wren largely followed the late medieval
ground plan of the church, deviating only at the west end,
where he moved the tower from the centre to the nosth-
west corner. In addition to reusing the foundations of the
church, photographs of the bomb damaged church taken
during the 1950z reveal a considerable amount of
upstanding medieval walling incorporated into the super-
structure of the building (Fig 110},

Finds from the 5t Alban's site

Bag mo 3 Only one sherd of post-Foman pottery was
recovered from a north-east (unnumbered) cutting n
the north churchyard. It came from the base of a much
disturbed deposit of black soil, which also contained a
considerable amount of Roman pottery. The sherd has
recently been identified as a sirap handle with applied
thumbed impression, possibly of Thetford ware, and
dated o 00-1 1040,

Bag mo 15 The largest and most closely dated
assemblage of bun-shaped loomweight fragments yet
recorded from the Ciry was recovered by the RMLEC
from a square pit thar lay 1o the north of St Alban’s
church in cutting 2. There is one complere example,
which was consolidated after excavation, and evi-
dence of at least sixteen more, All are made from the
||;|{a][:r' CCCUrTINE brick earth, Since many of the fl':lg-
mients were charred they might represent the remains

Fig 108 St Alban’s church (WFG22) : peweral viere of RMLEC excavanions looking sourh torearas Love Lare, sHotonng seuwi
woall of mave wieh peer base fo west, (GLA GR794)
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of a burnt leom, a ércumstance shared by other
examples from London (Pritchard 1984, 63). The
weights from the St Alban's site came from a layer in
the pit containing sherds of Late Saxon Shelly ware
daring from 950-1050 (bag no 16), This suggests that
the associated loom went out of use no later than the
carly eleventh century, According to the feld notes,
fragments of daub were found with the weighrs, bur
these were not retained by the RMLEC. Those frag-
ments might have represented the spructure than
housed the loom, a bullding thar would have been dis-
mantled before 5t Alban's church was construcred.

Bun-shaped loomweights have been found on
many London excavations, usually only in groups of
two to four, but aften without associated daring evi-
dence or from unstratified contexis (Boddingron and
Bhodes 1979, 26-30; Prirchard 1984, 65—6; Wheeler
1935, 154-5), The group from the 5t Alban's site are
therefore an unusual and important find, presumably
representing a burnt loom thar had been in use in the
n-e.':lghl'muri.n].: PrOPETIY

<h> three conjoining fragments; no inclusions; partly
charred

> gomplete lboomweight beoken in three pieces, now
restored; fline and pebble inclusions; partly charred

=8> two conjoining fragments, attempt at consolida-
tion visible; very eccasional flint inclusion

=0> two conjoining fragments; small fling inclusion;
very slightly charred

< 10> four comjoining fragments, consolidated; very
occasional small flint and quartz gran inclusions

=<1 1> two conjoining fragments; quartz grains visible

<|2> two conjoining fragments; no inclustons

= 13> one fragment with quartz grains; slightly charred

<14> one fragment with quartz grains; occasional fling
and pebble inclusions

=[5> pne fragment with quarte grains; very occasional
inclusions of small pebble; possible brand mark?

<|6> two conpoining fragments with quartz grains;
very roughly made

<17> one large picce and seven conjoining fragments;
quartz grams and very occasional Minn inclu-
sions; slghtly charred

Z | B> one I':;l.gm{'nt; VErY occasional '|'|l:|:':-'|'||f|: inclusions;
slightly charred

=19 one fragment with quartz grains

220> one fragment; very occasional pebble inclusions
with possible mmdications of organic temper in
section; possible brand mark on side; faing finger
imipression; joins with <23>

=21> pight non=joining small fragments

Fg J09 &r Alban's charch |"|.|:"'F¢'}E'_:"._.| - late mediepal pf:.r anid In:!:-ra"l';'lmr.'.fd'ﬂr.lm retedled b_'l.' RMLEC. (GlA R .'-"_"7-5._1
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<22> one fragment; very occasionsl pebble inclusions; evi-
denoe of attempted consolidation but does not seem
to join any other fragment im suriving assemblage;
groove caused by vertical thread visable on both sides

=23> one fragment; very occastonal pebble inclusions;
slightly charred; joins with <20>

<24> one fagment; occasional pebble inclusions; evi-
dence of attempted consobdation but does not seem
to joun any other fragment in surviving assemblage

Bag mo 16 From the upper part of the "square’ pit.

The sherds are of Late Saxon Shelly ware,

Bag wo 36 Two sherds of Early Surrey ware and
Early Medieval Sandy ware were recovered from a pos-
sible pit o the north of 5t Mary Aldermanbury, to the
east of St Alban's, by contractors working on the site,
The exact location of the finds was not inspected
because it had been destroved,

St Alphage and Elsing Spital
(WFG 17 and 18)

The report on the work at 5t Alphage (WFGL7 and
18} 15 more of a standing builldings survey than an
excavation and will be presented in three parts.
Consideration will first be given to the original site of
the late Saxon church, which was initally built onto the
Ciry wall while the second section bricfly deals with its
relocation in 1538, when it occupied pare of the prioey
and hospital of 5t Mary Elsing after the Dissolution
{(Fig 111, The third section looks at the evidence for
the Elsing Spatal itself, which was founded in the four-
teenth century. Although the RMLEC did not actually
excavate on the sites of either the church or the pniory
as far as = known, Professor Grimes did uncover part
of the only surviving wall of the Late Saxon church in
1949, and ensured its survival as a wvisible ancient

.FI}E 110 S Alban'’t church -!"11"'F|:.I'.E'2._.i } iFTETOT q.l" Brarar oud clrerch ﬁw.d.‘mlq J'.r.':u'n.l'r fast .,'HJ .'.;.'J'.‘JJ .lrn:r.l'r.r:.'.;.r.l' Aoy Tinhie
irr iorrh disle toad [ﬂ uildhall '[J'.l'lru.r:.-']
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monument. He was also retained as the Corporation
of London™s consultant during the pertod when the
tower of the medieval priory (also confusingly known
as St Alphage) was saved from demolition in the carly
1 SEie,

The first church of St Alphage

The chiurch of 5t Alphage (or Alphege) was dedicated 1o
g Saxon saint (9534=1012) who once served as a monk o
Deerhurst in Glowcester, He would therefore have been
familiar with some of the bulldings that were the subject
of the major archacological and architectural study of
that famous site (eg Rahtz 1976; Rahtz et al 1997), He
later became the Bishop of Winchester (ALY 99%4—1006),
and would have officated in the minster excavated in the
1960s (Biddle 1970) in another ground breaking archie-
ological project. His next post saw him elevated to
Archbishop of Canterbury in 1008: part of the Saxon
minster church over which he would have presided has
also been excavated, following the recent investigations
below the floor of the nave, In 1012 the Archbishop was
brutally murdered by Danes at Greenwich, reportedly on
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the site over which the first church dedicated to him was
raised. On the instigation of a contnte Rang Cout, the
body of the martyr was moved from St Paul’s in London
to Canmterbury in 1023 following his canomisation, and
was then interred on the north side of the high altar.
The existence of a City church dedicated to S5t
Alphage is implied in a reference dated to 1068 o
which William the Congueror confirms that the gift of
the advowson lay with St Martin le Grande (Baddeley
1922, 297 the church was certainly established by the
early twelfth century, according to the mumments of
Westminarer Abbey (1316, no 138: Schofield 1994,
92, The earliest documentary reference to a rector
serving the church is 1o one Osbert the Priest, who had
been appointed o thar post by 1137 (Baddeley 1922,
300, The church irself was bailt *mear unto the wall of
the Cuy by Cripplegate’ (Wheatley 1956, 264). There
are few surviving written records 1o illuminate s his-
tory and development, but chantrics are mentioned in
1349 (William Payn), 1385 (Edmund Harengeye) and
1450 (John Graunt); there were chapels to 5t
Eatherine and 5t George, and two chaplains serving
there in 1379 (MeHardy 1977, 22), as well as a steeple
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Fig 111 The northern facade of the second chierch of St Alphape, buile i 1913, masked the resnaing of a fourteenth-cenrnry
toeoer that toas burnt owi m the 19405 and parieally denelished shortly after this photo was taken m 1980, To the right i pare
of the Ciey twall onto which the first church of St Alphage was bult in the eleventh centrry, (Guildhall Library)
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that incorporated a bell frame and bells worth £20 in
the carly sixteenth century (Baddeley 19232, 23-4). By
1536 the church was in such poor condition that the
parshioners petittoned parlament to be allowed o
move into part of the adpeent priory (51 Mary Elsing),
which, together with all such instiourions, weee dis-
salved '|_'|3.' arder of the H.ing. Thas wikh was c!u|y grant-
ed, and the chancel of the hospital chapel was
converted to serve as the new parish church,

The old church on London Wall was then dismanthed
(or rather the southern, eastern and western walls were
demolished) and many of the buillding materals, fixtures
and fittings were sold to defray the cost of the rebuilding
programime. A kease dated to 1587 makes mention of a
‘tenement lately erected... between the gate called
Crpplegate on the west, one parcel of ground now used
fior the churchyard of 5t Alphage ... to the east ... the Wall
... on the north part and the Queen's highway on the south
part’, which some have argued might represent the bounds
af the church (Baddeley 1922, 24), Thar property, however,
prohakly lay to the west of the church, since another lease
sumed m 1588 reconds the wmansfer of the parcel of land
that speciically comprsed “the ground and o1l of the old
parsh church of 5t Alphage®, In this document the site of
the church does not seem to have been bullt on by the late
soiteenth century, since it 15 described as “sometime parcel
of the ground and soll of the old pansh church of St
Alphage... lately broken down and now or late used for a
carpenter’s yard” and was subsequently leased to another
carpenter, onge Peter Cobb (Wstman 1987, 22), Thas sit-
uaton finds confirmation in Stow’s survey, which, when
recording the site of the church, notes that “the plot there-
of (was) made a carpenter’s yand with saw-pas” (Wheatley
1956, 264), The plor was messured as being 650
(20.15m) long against the Ciy wall 1w the north, 621
(19.20m) along the street rontage on its southern side and
27t (8.40m) wide at each end (Baddeley 1922, 24).

Archaeology at 5t Alphage

In 1949 when the remains of brick walls from the early
nineteenth-century buildings had been cleared from
the northern face of the City wall during the RMLEC
in'-'-nxl'ig,al::u.rnx of the ﬂrl.]'lph:g,:!l: '|'|1.1|.|r_1|n1.p|. ;r.u;l SI_
Alphage sites (WHFG1T and 18), a substantial exposure
of medieval masoney was eventually revealed (Figs 112
and 115). Part of this stonework clearly represents the
north wall of 5t Alphage's church, a blind wall in which
courses of ragstone and knapped flint together with
putlog holes and a phinth course have all been
observed. The church therefore incorporated the City
wall into its fabric, a feature observed in other London
churches such as 5t Martin's a1 Ludgate, or at All
Hallows on the Wall, for example,

The visible medieval masonry on the north face of 5t
Alphage 15 clearly of at least two main phases
(Fig 1 14), with undistinguished sionework marking the
lower levels, but with the more decorative fourteenth-
century flint-banded walling rising above that to a level

Fag 112 The remans of the church of St Alphage, as frest
revedled after bomb damage onm the Fore Street snile
{WFEGET), looking sounh-east before the prownd level toas
lfotvered and larer brick walltng removed. (Gl GRA10)

higher than the adjacent fifteenth-century brick crenel-
lagions, This shows that the roof and tower of the
church must have ulumately projected visibly above the
general ling of the top of the town wall, Given that the
eastern limit of the church was so clearly idenufiable, it
then proved possible to suggest the extent of the ongi-
nal church on the ground, working with the dimensions
given in the 1588 document (as is indicated in Fig 117).

Fig 113 Damil shorsing medieval maserry toith Bnapped
Jlinr covirses on the noreh face of St Alphage, after dearance
af bonrh rubble (WFGIT). (GIA GR412)
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Fig 114 Part of the medieval masonry on the norch face of
S Alpkage (WFGIT), parmally obecnred by later brick
eoailing. (GLA GRANT)

The exposed north facing elevation of the church
was drawn up with the help of the Corporation of
London's surveyors and the results promptly pub-
lished (Forry 1955), while Professor Grimes repro=-
duced a similar illuseration in his own report (Grimes
1968,50, fig 19; see also Fig 107, In additon o the
work of the RMLEC and the Corporation of London,
who subsequently conserved this section of walling as
an andient monument, a study was also made by the
Museum of Londen's archacological team in 1986,
This was part of a major scheme in conjunction with
the Corporation to manage its historic sites, and
incorporated a photogrammetnic survey of the wall.
The report on that work published by Andrew
Westman extended the observations of Professor
Grimes (site code APGE6; Westman 1987): the inter-
pretations he presents are not challenged here, and
afe summarised below.

The church seems o lie over the |:lr-::-i|:|.'|!ud it
of a Roman inteeval vower, which would have been
some 3.4m square (Grimes 1968, 3-4). There iz no
direct evidence to suggest that remnants of such a
tower (given that it did exist) influenced the posi-
toning of the church or its own tower. Indeed, the
fact that the line of the north wall of the church
perceptibly diverges from the alignment of the City
wall itself suggests that the defences were in need
of subirantial repair in this area at the time when
the church was erected. The lowest surviving visi=
ble section of the Late Saxon church wall compris-
es dressed ragstone rubble laid in rough courses
with frequent reused rile fragments, It expends for
some 15m east-west and stands wp to 2m high,

Fig 115 Removal of the breck wall seen in Fig 114 reveals
Suerther medicral masviery from the norch face of the church
wwall (WRGIZ). (LA GRA13)

with no evidence for doors or windows. Unlike the
medieval City wall vo the east, which had a pro-
nounced batter before it was cut back by a later cel-
lar, the face of the Late Saxon church wall is
vertical,

Above that rubblework and rising o a height of
miore than 4m the wall has been substantially refaced
or heightened with courses of close jointed ragstone
ashlar separated by courses of knapped flint.
Professor Grimes noted the similarity of the four-
teenth-century 5t Katherine’s Chapel in the infir-
mary at Westminster Abbey with the wall at St
Alphage, commenting that the structures must have
been built with the same hand {Grimes 1968, 81).
Although that might be pressing the parallel oo
hard, there seems no reason to suggest that the two
structures were not broadly contemporary. Once
again, there 15 no evidence for windows let into the
City wall here, and thus the church would only have
Been lit from windows in s m.11.1'||"|1.::rr'| and Eakiern
walls, given thar a tower occupied most of the west
end.

The second parish church of St Alphage

The ald parish church had become ruinous by the
early sixteenth century, When the neighbouring prio=
ry and hospatal was dissalved in 1536, the pansh-
ioners of 5t Alphage successfully petitioned
parliament to be allowed to take over the tower and
chancel “of the said church of our Blessed Lady the
virgin called Elsing Spital’ (Baddeley 1922, 23).
Some modifications followed, and a new parish
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Gt Alphage

&t Alphage

o

Fig 116 Surviving secrion of the City wall in St Alphage churchyard (WFGIT), based on the surveys compiled by the
RMLEC and the Corporation of London: (see also Fig 10) (a) external elevation, shotwing part of north wall of St Alphage
church extending for © 15m east-twest butted wp against City wall wich fifreenth-century brick crenellations to eass;

(B dmgermal elevanion, with mat of faced masonry removed.

Fig 117 Plan shoonng sugpested porition of the church of 5t
Alphage from the eleventh fo the sixteenth century, i rela-
eionr b 1940 sireer plan. The morth wall of the church had
begm buedlt ovro phe Crty eoall deself: see Fig 116,

church was established, The situation recorded here
is thus similar to that for the neighbouring priory
church of 5t Bartholomew the Grear in West
Smithfield or Christchurch Greyfriars in Mewgate
Street for example, where the nave of the conventual
church was demolished but the crossing and chancel
were modified w serve as post-Dissolution parish
churches. Unusually for a church within the City
walls, St Alphage survived (just) the Great Fire of
London in 1666, although the recvory was destroyed.
Mevertheless, the church was rebuilt in 1777 (Fig
118}, although the base of the tower and other frag-
ments of medieval walling were still incorporated in
the new structure. In 1913 a grandiose Gothic facade
was built onto the London Wall frontage (Fig 119),
but did not ulumately increase the viability of this
church, which was serving an ever dwindling number
of parishioners. Just ten years later, the parish was
finally amalgamated with that of 35t Mary
Aldermanbury (Carter 1925). The nave of 5t
Alphage was then demolished, leaving just the
ancient tower and the vestibule.
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Fig 118 Locanon of the survromg wvoer arid venilele of St
Mary Elang (ihoton i Black) i relaron 1o the parich
chierch af St Alphape as rebiole ivt the aphreennh cenmiry and
rhe srreets as phey toere i 1923, The church toas subieguerii-
Iy declared redwirdanre and the nave dentolished (TFFGTT).

From parish church to ancient
monument

Thus by 1923 little of the second pansh church of St
Alphage remained, bevond those clements of the much
carlier priory building, which had been incorporated into
the church. The Bliz saw that much modified wower
burnt out thowgh sdll surviving as a roofless standing
siructure (see Fig 119). When Francis Foroy gave the
Banmister Fletcher lecture 1o the London Sodcety in
1956, he mensoned the tower of St Alphage, claiming
that ‘little if anything agrecable wo the eye now remains’,
Mevertheless he had been persuaded thar the remains
were of some merit, since he also reported that they were
"being protected’ even though they stood on the very
northern edge of the new wide Rowte 11 (the street now
called London Wall), which was then under construe-
won, In 1958, following the City's acquisition of the site,
officials from the Corporation and from the London
County Counal recommended that the height of the
power be lowered 1o 180 (¢ 5.5m), but this was clearly not
done. Consequently, in 1960, a Dangerous MNotice was
served upon it (Ellen Barnes personal communication:
EH File no LEF 3689): the last photographs of it were
taken in March of thar year (sce Fig 111). A meeting of
the Town Planning Commitnes on 25 April 1961 reject-
ed the proposal from the site developers o demelish the
ruins ‘since the remains of the church as now standing
are scheduled as an Ancent Monument, they must be
preserved at all costs” (Col. Town Clerks Files 195864
Ser: ITPRUACPT no 3 1960-61). Some demolition
wits undertaken subsequently since the early twentieth-
century Gothic facade was removed, as were the later

brick additions char had, wnrl then, masked much of the
medieval stonework. Acting on the advice of their con-
sultant, the Corporation ensured that the remams were
retained in the new development on the northern side of
Route 11. The line of the proposed road, however, could
not be compromised and the southern end of the church
had to be demolished. There was, however, a redesign of
the lime of the elevated pedesirian wallway to accommo-
date the surviving top of the flint-faced tower. Thus
retained, the subsequent consolidation of the monwment
involved the addition of a concrete buttress, the insertion
of ar least one steel girder into the tower and substantial

repointing.

St Mary Elsing

The surviving tower was once part of the priory and hos-
pital founded by Sir William Elsing, and dedicated to 5t
Mary, from which components the names of St Mary
Elsing or the Elsing Spital were derived. It was one of a
number of such institutions that were established in and
around the City to support the sick and the poor
(Rawcliffe 1984). Stow’s survey records that the hospital
was founded in 1329 “for sustenation of one hundred
blind men’ although Elsing's will mentions “poor blind
of both sexes’ (Baddeley 1922, 200). The site extended
from Aldermanbury in the ¢ast to Philip Lane in the
west, fronting the City to the north and land belonging
to the Brewers Company to the south (Baddeley 1922,
200; Carter 1925, 40; see also Fig 120). The new hos-
pital was not built on an empty site but where there "was
of old time a house of nuns; which house being in great
decay..” (Wheatley 1956, 263): arguably waces of thar
older convent might have been identified in the surviving
fabric of the medieval tower, as is discussed below.

The hospital's modest complement of 32 beds was
soon increased o 60 and by 1342 had become an
Augustinian priory for regular canons. It has been
argued that a small order of lay sisters might alao have
been resident applying their skills in caring for the poor
and infirm, since a will of 1372 refers o ‘sisters” and a
‘house in the close that was assigned vo them" (Page
1909, 537). In addition 1o that building and the chapel,
Stow records that there was a cloister, howses for the
prior and for canons and other lodgings, as well as
accommodation for the poor (Wheatley 1956, 264).

Then, “...after two centuries of beneficent work the
hospital was taken into the rapacious maw of that king
who despoiled so many other kindred insttunons
throughowt the countey’ o quote 5Sir John Baddeley's
descripion of the dissolution of the priory in 1537
(Baddeley 1922, 201). Although much of the precinet fell
into private hands, the east end of that priery church was
sold for £100 to the parishioners of 5t Alphage to serve
as their new parish church. The deeds proclaimed thart:

othe zid parshioners may from henceforth
have hold, occupy and enjoy to them and to their
successors forever the church chancel with two
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Fip 119 Parr of the northern facade of St Alphage, whick opens omto the old street called London Wall, as rebaailt e 1913,
Thiz iz onte of the lasr photographs of i, taken fust prior fo desrolitton i Mareh 1960, (Cuildhall Library)
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Frg 120 Specmens of Antbent Architecture schibited in the porch and Belfey of St Alphage London Wall, formerly the
chapel of Eling Spatal, with a plan of Sien College and the vicinity': sarfy nmatesnth-cennry dlusration. (Guildhall Library)
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aisles on every side of the quire of the zaid church
of our blessed Lady the Virgin called Elsing
Spital within your aid City of Londen, together
with a chapel of John the Bapust next adjoining
te Our Lady Chapel in the same chuech with the
steeple of the same, lately belonging to the same
priory’ (Baddeley 1922, 23).

An account of the sale records that the chapel dedicar-
ed w John occupied what later became the vestibule of
the parsh church (Carter 1925, 29; Camps-Linney
19497, 12). Part of that therefore remains in the surviv-
ing monument. The Lady Chapel was probably in the
south aisle just bevond the crossing (ic the mirror image
of the chapel to John the Baptist). It was not included
im the sale, and was demiolished vogether with the north
aisle (which became a range of private houses) and
other parts of the building.

The fate of the rest of the hospital afier the
Dissolution seems to have been less drastic, and s
described by Stow. Rather than wholesale demolition:
“the prior and canon's house with other lodgings were
made a dwelling house; the churchyard 15 a garden plot,
and a fair gallery on the cloister. The ledgings for the
poor are translated into stabling for horses’ (Wheatley
1956, 264). The propertics were subsequently pur-
chased in 1631 by the founders of Sion College who
scem to have adapted many of the standing buildings:
thus the broad owtline of the medieval priory plan can be
traced in the plan of the college, which survived unnl
1885 (Baddeley 1922, 201: sec Fig 120).

The archaeology of St Mary Elsing

Thus a substantial section of walling from the medicval
chapel survived the Dissolution, the Grear Fire, the
Blitz and subsequent urban renewal. It is indeed forme-
nate that the Corporation of London were persuaded to
retain the tower after the war, since its subsequent soudy
has suggested that it is a structure of some interest. The
monument comprises the lowest two stages of the tower
of the former priory chapel of St Mary Elsing standing
some S8motall and ¢ 4.59m = Sm internally in plan,
together with fragments of a vestibule to the north (Figs
121 and 122}, At ground level, all that survives are two
north-south walls of varving thickness and some Ilm
long, which are joined together by the pair of 5m high
arches supportng the tower. Access 15 via a gate {usual-
Iy locked) in a high fence on its northern side,
Although there are published accounts of the docu-
mentary hisory of the Elsing Spital (eg Baddeley 1922,
22-31; Carter 1925); hnde attenton has been paid to the
standing fabric, beyond the unillustrated description pro-
vided by the Royal Commission on the Historical
Monuments of England, which was published afier the
body of the church had been demolished but before the
tower had been burnt out in the Bl (RCHM 1929).
Since neither plan nor clevaton of the standing remains
could b bocated in the surviving papers of the Grimes

London Archive, it was decided that a fresh survey should
be undertaken. This was achieved during a one week peri-
od i June 1994 wath o veam from Undversity College
London directed by the amhor with the assisancee of
Mathalie Cohen and Mike Webber. A plan was drawn up
ar 1:20 and owtline elevations prepared. It was not possi-
ble o complete stone by stone deawiangs of all elevations
in the ome available, bur a comprehensive photographic
record was prepared by Kate Morrs and Ken Walton
from the Insttute of Archaeology. By combining the data
from the photos and the drwings, the basic elevations
subsequently drawn up by Chrssie Harmson were used
for the provissonal phasing of the monument summarised
below. A more detailed study of the history of the church
was undertaken by Jame Camps-Linncy as part of her
undergraduate rescarch at the Instioute (Camps-Linney
1997 much of the information in this and the preceding
section is a paraphrase of her rescarch.

The recent study of the surviving remains of the
vower and transept of the priory church has clearly
shown that more than one phase of building is repre-
sented. Iv s suggested here that the construction of the
carly fourteenth-century priory chapel might have
incorporated the remains of an earlier building, some
of the evidence for which 15 descnbed below, This s
followed by summary descriptions of other main fea-
tures related to the medieval menument.

Possible pre-priory building

The plan of the monument shows that the complex rep-
resented 15 not all of one build since the main eastern
wall is slighter than the main western wall, being only
Im wide to the north of the tower (Fig 123}, The cleva-
tions show that it has clearly been thickened and refaced
below the tower itself, Study of the main east facing ¢le-
vation on the castern side of the tower where the thinner
wiall has mot been refaced shows that the bower courses
of walling comprise courses of ragstone rubble while the
upper work i faced with knapped fline (Figs 124 and
125). There is an arched doorway some 1.75m wade cur
through the wall with dressed quoins (Fig 126), and
there are rebates on the eastern face, presumably to
accommodate & door. The head of a blocked arch is
visible 2m to the north (Fig 127) and this might be part
of the same blocked feature visible on the opposite side
of the wall, where a fragment of hood moulding = visi-
ble, cut by the large altar or tomb recess on the west fac-
ing elevation of the main east wall (Fig 128),
Interestngly an etching of the southern elevation of
the church drawn up in ¢ 1747 before it was substan-
tially rebuilt shows that the threshold for the southern
cntrance was notably sunk below the contemporary
ground level and that a blocked window or door is vis-
ible just below the level of the sills of the contemporary
(possibly late medieval) windows (Baddeley 1922, 25).
Again, the coursing is very different above and below
the sill level. There therefore seems to be a case for sug-
gesting that parts of the western and southern walls of
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Fig 121 West side of St Alphage London Wall, showing the porch and belfry (parr of the medieval Elnng Spital) exposed
e bunldimgs o the east were demolished i Awguse F880. (Guildhall Library)

a substantial masonry building were incorporated
directly into the plan of the early fourteenth-century
chapel, the internal floor of which was at a higher level
than the onginal buillding. Other interpretations are of
course possible; the blocked window apertures might
represent lights for a crypt beneath the chancel, for
example, although there is no trace of the roof level
associated with it. Another suggestion is that the earli-
er building represents the earliest development of the
new hospital, and that the tower and assocuted fea-
tures were components of a major expansion.

On balance, it seems that the western wall and
tower (which are all flint faced) were built over and
against the levelled remains of an earlier building.
Given that the general siyle and the mouldings on the
arches would support a broadly fourteenth-century
date for the vower iself; it would seem reasonable o
suggest that the tower was built as part of the initial
construction of the early fourteenth=-century chapel, ie
the work initiated by William Elsing from ¢ 1330, If
that is accepied, then the ragstone rubble walling rep-
resents part of a building that occupied the site before

it was purchased by Elsing. It could even be part of the
earlier house of nuns that Stow noted as being in a
decaying stave, for cxample.

Spiral stairs

The next major phase saw the tower constructed
against the western end of the carlier building.
Significantly, the southern end of that wall is notably
wider on plan than the northern, showing that it had
been thickened and refaced during the rebuilding.
The vower was supported on arches (Fig 129 and
130) and had an enclosed spiral stair rising clockwise
feom within the crossing in its north-east corner, lit by
narrow windows (Fig 1300, There was also evidence
of a second stair, this time opening out into the nave
or infirmary hall, but surviving selely as a scar on
the west facing clevation of the west wall (Figs 129,
131 and 132). Althowgh it 5 hard to be certaim,
thiz stair s¢ems o have rizsen anticlockwise, judging
by the orentation of the rubble scar. It therefore
scems that both stairs could have been contemporary
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Fig 122 The base of the medicval roever thar formed the emprance 1o the later parish church of Se Alphage, looking south, as
dragen i 1879: the floor level shoton here masks the plinths supporting the arch: compare wich the presewt day wew Fig 136

(Guildhall Libeary)
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Fig 123 Plan of the surviting remiaing of the towwer of St Mary
Elving (WFGEIT) as they are today (thown in black) ol the
edge of the sriken area around the miomoment showe i oul-
dring, besed ot surtey coviductad by UNCL o 1996,

(rather than the survivor being a replacement for the
scar), since the eastern one was for ascending, the
western for descending.

Internal features

Other features associated with the priory chapel
imclude the ‘chancel arch®, which has a cinguefoil
headed niche set into the tympanum on its west fac-
ing side (Fig 133). This would once have accommio=
dated a statue, presumably one showing Mary with
the Holy Child on her left arm and a flowing branch
in her right hand, since this is the composition shown
on the seal of the priory (de Gray Birch 1887, 640 no
Lxviii; Glendinning Mash 1919, 7}, which is held by
the British Museum., The form of the arch and its
associated mouldings are broadly of fourteenth-
century date.

Set to the north of that arch in the vestibule that
formed part of the medieval chapel dedicated to John
the Baptist is a recess with chamfered jambs and a seg-
mental-pointed head some 2.25m long = 1m in height,
now partially obscured by a concrete buttress, It is
clearly a later addition to the wall into which it has
been set, since it cuts through the blocked arch or hood
moulding just visible beyond its northern edge (Figs
134 and 135), The recess might have been for an altar
or more likely a tomb; indeed it has even been suggest-
ed that it marks that resting place of the founder of the
hospital, William Elsing himself (Glendinning MNash
1919, 10).

Fig 24 The surviving remaing of St Mary Elsing (WIFGI7), surveyed by UCL tn T996; east-facing clevation of east woall,
showing remaing of possible pre-priovy building below flini-faced addition 1o strucnire.
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Fig 125 51 Mary Elang: viere of easr wall, factng cast i
T90. The lower ragstone ribble toalling has been Reight-
CRed .'.||._: |'|zr.l:1.' ﬁ:-urr:.mr}z cEmtnry itk phe addirion Jlf rhé
Meni=faced toroer, The T scale rests against the stub of worth
sl uf e laite .-:u.'r::.lrr.l'r-.:arhrr_'..' _pun':.rr chirch. (Een
Walton, London Archacological Research Faciity)

Fig 126 5t Mary Elsing: mouldings ar base of dogrvay
with 5 x 100mm scale, recorded i 1998, (Ken Woiton,
Lostdon Archaeolngical Research Facding)

Fig 127 51 Mary Elung: bocked arch i east woall with T
scale, recorded in 1996, (Ken Walton, Lowdon
Archagological Rerearch Factliry)

Structural problems

There is also evidence of structural problems, in that
plinth heights and coursing in the columns are not con-
sistent, suggesting either subsidence, setting our prob-
lems perhaps ansing from the attempt to incorporate
part of an older building inte the east end of a new con-
struction, or majpoer repairs to a steeple that was prone
to instability; indeed, a combination of all three is pos-
sible {Figs 136, 137 and 138). There 15 documented
evidence for such structural modificatons: the upper
sections of the medieval steeple had been removed by
1718, following complaints from panshioners wio also
described leaning walls and sunken pallars (Carter
1925, 4}, for example. The complaints bemoaning the
danger of attending services in a church that was so old
and ruinous continued unl 1775, after which a major
rebuilding of the main body of the church ok place,
although the lower stages of the much repaired
medieval rower survived more or less intact (Baddeley
1822, 26].

Infirmary Hall and Chapel

It i= assumed that the priory church would not have
had a parochial nave, but was served simply by the
Infirmary Chapel connected directly to the Infirmary
Hall, broadly in the lincar style of 5t Mary's Hospatal,
Chichester (Gilchrist 1995, 17-18). Cermainly the site
was too constricted by the presence of the street called
London Wall on its northern side to accommaodate the
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*T"-shaped plan found at, for example, St Mary with-
out Bishopsgate, London (Thomas ¢ «f 1997, eg 35;
Fig 25). A minimal reconstrection would suggest thar
the Hall had an arcade with two aisles: the arches lead-
ing into the north aisle and the central nave still survive
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{see Fig 129). The entrance into the chapel itself had a
aramue miche above ir, while the omb recess o the
north was presumably for the founder, Sir William
Elsing, set in the chapel of John the Baptist. A tower
stood over the junction of Hall and Chapel, and was
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Fig 128 The surviving remains of St Mary Eluing (WFG17), surveyed by UCL in 1996; west-facing elevarion of east wall.

N

)
s
l
s

DN\

RN
NN

W

o am

b

ll

Fig 129 The surviving remains of St Mary Elsing (WFGIT), surveved by UCL in I1996: wes-facing elevarion of west wall
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Fig 130 The surviving rentaing of St Mary Eltng (WG T, serveyved by UCE e 1996 (a) sordh-facing slevarion of mordh el
mote unevens hetghes of plivrchs; () south-eoess facing elevation of external face of starr ervet: wote evidence of reser plingh t west.

Fig 131 5t Mary Elsing: scar of the spiral stair visible on Fig 132 5t Mary Elsing: scar of the spiral seair visible on
the outer face of the surtiving oot wall wiewed from above, the outer face of the survtveng west wall, remams of robbed
wuth dooroay fo fradr in nordh-eass corner tn backgrounad ascending  treads just voible. (Ken Walton, Lomdon

{Ken 1|.‘l:-";|f|l:-;_:-|-|, London ..-'rn:.frm'ell'r.llu'u'ul' Reeearch Fur.’il'ft_‘;:} ,-]n_'h.;p:!.l'.:l.t-a-.'.-.u' Reigarch .i""urr'é'rr_u.l
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Fig 133 51 Mary Eldng: internal wietn of iv-faced
woalling abote fourtesnth-coniory doorivay mith  reslored
srarhe fiehe e perpaniaen recorded in 199, (Fen Walton,
Londioa Archasological Research Faeidiy)

provided with sers of spiral staies (Fig 139). It 15 possi-
bl thar these stairs provided access not just 1o the bel-
fry bun also 1o a second storey in the Inficmary block or
w an upper gallery. Two storey halls are certainly
known at St Bartholomew's, Oxcford and at 55 John the
Baprist and John the Evangelist, Sherborne, for exam-
ple (Gilchrist 1995, 217, The value of such a feature in
a hospital for the blind might have been limived, but it
might have served to segregate the sexes, given that
both males and females were being cared fior.

It 15 wnfortunate that more cannot be said of the
plan of this part of the Elsing Spital. Its arrangements
must have differed from other hospitals where those
who were too il 1o mone wm.:l]:] 1.1-:: [H:m'll:l'rm:d i:n lh:
infirmuary hall so thar they could stll see the elevation
of the body of Christ during the masses performed in
the chapel. Since the raizing of the host by the priest
was such a crucial part of the medieval service for the
sighted faithful, the blind inmates of the Elsing Spital
would presumably have needed special provision to
enpov the full benefit of the mass. The ringing of the
sacring bell at the start of the mass would no douba
have taken on added significance for them (5 Roffey
personal communication), and a medieval reference 1o
its use is found in the Lay Folks Mass Book (Simmons
1879, 38-9): "A il belle he wol to us rymge. Thanne

is resounne thar we do rewerence To Thesu eriste pres-
ence, That may loose of alle balful bondes; Therefore
knelynge, hold up thyn hondes And with inclination of
thi bodi, Behold the leuacioun rewerently’,

The contribution of the RMLEC to
church archaeology in the City

The smwdy of the archaeology of Lomdon's parish
churches is still im its infancy. In 1996, only four major
projects (31 Brides, St Alban's, 5t Swithun's and
5t Micholas Shambles) could be listed as having been
*substanuially excavaved and reported on in more than
outline before 1991° (Schoficld 1904, 80). Mot only is
that arguably o0 small a sample on which o consider
general trends in the development of City churches
but, more significantly, all the reports produced before
1996 were only interim summaries. It was not the lack
of excavations and observations but the lack of detailed
reports that was retarding church archacology in
London. As Martin Biddle moted a quarter of a centu-
ry ago: ‘not only does this mean that much basic
material is unavailable, it also means that much of it
has nmewer been worked over for publication and its
implications made apparent to the excavators of
observers themselves' (Biddle & af 1973, 37). Wider
interpretations made on the basis of interim reports
will abways be weak, as the study of those four London
church summaries all too clearly shows, Of those four
publications of pre-1991 date, the phasing of 5t Bride's
has now been reconsidered and substanmally revised
(Mlilme 1997, fig 1049) as has 5t Alban's, with dramatic
effect (see Mathalie Cohen's report above),

It was the RMLEC that inaugurated research
archaeology of the parish church in the City: despite
the shortcomings to be expected in S0-vear-obd field-
work, the recent re-evaluation has demonstrated that
there is much of value in those excavations. Thus it is
fitting that the reports on the EMLEC work ar 5t
Bride's, 5t Alban's and 5t Mary Aldermanbury should
be among the first 1o be published in sufficient dewail 1o
allow the wider swudies w begin, albeit belaredly.
Working with the preferred interpretations of thar small
group of three BMLEC church projects, a number of
useful ground rules can at least be suggested, always
taking into account the particular topographical con-
straints imposed upon an urban church in a populated
area, and the specific structural problems each would
hoave been subject to. Although the trends discussed
below all need to be rested against further detailed
reports a5 they become available before a more widely
applicable picture can be drawn, at least a temporary
bench mark can be established.

To begin with, there are the shortcomings of
aptempring 1o date the foundation of a parish church
by relving too heavily on the particular dedication.
Although 5t Alban and 5t Bride died in the third and
sixth century respectively, both before the armival of
the Augustinian mission in 597, there is now lintle
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Fig 134 51 Mary Elsng: the founder'’s tomb? The 10 = [mm scale stands belowy @ possible rownb recess on the estern side
of the surveoumg east woal, It meght be associated wth the fomeb of Ser Wilkam Elsing who femded the hosporal in 1329, (Ken

Walton, Londor Archacolsgrcal Research .!'-i;:.rn'u_r_}

archacological evidence o support suggestions of a
Celvic or even a mid Saxon church on either site.
Indeed, it now seems that both were established no
carlier than the late wenth or eleventh cenmury. All
three of the RMLEC churches considered here were
founded before 1200 and show an approcimate corre-
laton with the date of pl.r]'|1:||:|.l::||.|:|:| EXpansion into the
neighbouring area. As such, the churches presumably
show that, by that date, the associated localities had
already acquired a population that was sufficiently
stable and prosperous enough to support their foun-
dation. In the case of St Alban’s and 5t Mary's there
15 evidence to suggest that the church was not a pri-
mary feature of the lavour, but had been built over an
area of earlier occupation, since pits and occupation
debris were recorded from levels beneath the earhest
church floor or footngs. It would therefore seem that
a generation or %0 passed before the neighbourhood
developed the demand or the desice for s own
church. Before that date, the inhabitants would have
worshipped in 5t Paul’s itself or in a church in one of
the older established parishes within the primary set-
tlement 1o the south of Cheapside.

Of the two pre-Conguest foundatons discussed here
(5t Bride's and 51 Alban’s), the inital plan was that of a
simple single rectangular cell withowt apse or narthex,
perhaps represening a proprictary chapel without wider
parochial responsibilities. To thar plan, additions were
made to the east end either in the form of a narrower o
square chancel, which, in the case of 51 Bride’s, had an
apse added o it. Such extensions seem associated with
Iiturgical change rather than the need to accommaodate
a larger body of worshippers, As for 5t Mary's, a post-
Conguest foundation, 1ts pnmary plan seems to have
been a rectangular cell with the smaller square ended
chancel as at 5t Alban's, but wath what appears to have
been a small tower set at the west end.

Towers also appeared at the other two churches,
initially at the north-east corner at 5t Alban's or to the
south at 5t Bride's. In all three cases, new towers were
erected ar the west end of the churches in the late
fourteenth o fificenth centuries following evidence of
repair, collapse or at least partial demolition, IF this
pattern were repeated on all other City churches, then
the remains of more twelfth to thirteenth towers might
be anticipated in a variery of locations, not just ar the
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west end, as has been shown at 5t Mary le Bow, for
example, or at 5t Nicholas Acon, where a tower foun-
dation was recorded in the north-east corner
(Marsden 1965; 1967). Another possible implication
15 that where a Caty church has a tower not centrally
sifuated at the west end, then its foundation is likely to
be of pre-fifteenth-century date. Few pre-fourteenth-
century parish church towers in the City seem to have
had the resilience 1o survive unscathed following the
earthquake of 1382, In his review of parish churches
in the Ciry, Dr Schofield proposed thar, “from abour
1370, vowers were constructed im numbers' (Schofield
1994, 77): swudy of the small sample of EMLEC
church projects suggesis that vowers are a very much
earlier introduction in London churches, but that they
were bemg widely rebult from about 1370,

As for the east end, all three of our examples
aequired chapels flanking the chancel in the late thir-
teenth to fourtecenth century. At 5t Brides and 5i
Alban's the development followed the construction of a
north aisle, bur not ar St Mary's. By the mid fifteenth
CEnury, the |:'|-:1ng,' ol all I]1r|:v|.: -:.:|:|.u:r:.:|'|-e.:x h;lcj u"\.l::_lhl:ixht.:d
a more symmetrical plan with the construction of both
north and south aisles runming up to or alongside the
new western towers. That symmetey was retained at Sq
M:Lrg."s up o the Great Fire, but nor a1 the other twa
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examples, which saw additonal bulding at the east end
in both cases as well as a partsal demolition of the south
asle at 5t Alban's,

It has been argued that the relative prosperity of
the later medieval parishes can be traced in broad
terms by the subsequent phases of embellishment
and rebwlding in the churches, together with the
provision of major chapels. Working with the archae-
ological medel provided by the BMLEC sample
discussed here, for example, the church of 5t Bride's
i s suburban parish seems to have been better
endowed than 5t John the Evangelist (Cohen 1995),
which lay well within the walled City south of
Cheapside and just east of 5t Paul's, Perhaps it is
worth recording thar St John's was not rebuily afver
the Grear Fire, whereas 5t Bride's, St Alban®s and St
Mary Aldermanbury were. In other words, London
archacologisis need to sample a representative selec-
tion of the 51 churches thar were rebuilt afrer the
Creeat Fire of 1666 | TVRCKET af which wepe i,ll.'HI.Lil'l_'I]}'
already among the rcher foundations) as well as a
representative selection of the 35 poorer sites
that were not rebuilt, whose relative poverty might
well be reflected in a less complex plan form. In
addition 1o I!|'|.:|I, it should be aoted that both
St Alban's and St Mary"s Lie in parnshes that were



118 EXCAVATIONS AT MEDIEVAL CRIPPLEGATE, LOND:O

ST

b

i
!
#

Fig 137 5t Mary Elung: base of the main arch on the sur-
wrorng oot oall, Nore different plisch keights and couwrsing
crfier sude |:;.I" phe 5 x MW ecale, ai recorded i [996,
|"[{-e:n u'lilhﬂl:l... Fondon ..-'!n'ﬁ-m'-:h'ﬂgll‘u:' Reiearch I‘-l:.ll'.l.lll-l'_'l.'_.:'

Fig 138 5t Mary Elstng: recer plieth beloe arch supporing
marth side of rodoer, firernal foace recovded o I996 5 x
1iwemr  scale. .:'K-e.:l:. "u":";lll;-.m: Lirdon ..-'!n'bu;'.:ll'n:l.l.:'fr..:.l'
Research Pacutiy)

Fig 139 5r ,'I-I,-rr'.'p Bl the 10w [O(wnam seale stamds
fext o doorway io starr fereed 3 mortheeast cormer of
mower  recorded am 1996, (Ken Walton, London
Arehasolomical Research Faceliny)

not intensively semled wnil the later tenth or eleventh
centuries: conseguently, church sites from within the
early tenth-century settlement core o the south of
Cheapside should be closely studied to see if an earli-
er foundation date is more evident there.

The point that there i no necessarily common
form for London churches needs stressing: some will
be earlier than others, some will show greater develop-
ment than others. [t is thus unhelpful o propose that
there is a “London’ style of churches or that there s a
common ‘urban’ type, as some have artempred (eg
Schofield 1994, 77-9), since not all City churches
were embellished with richly endowed chantry
chapels, for example. Each church site wall have its
own story, reflecting the local circumstances of
patronage and prosperity as well as wopographical con-
straint and structural fatlure, upon which the wider
changes m hturgical development are imposed, It s
hoped that the publication of these RMLEC excava-
tions and observations have supported that contention
and helped progress the archacological study of the
Ciry's parish church,
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Using RMLEC data for
topographical studies

The aim of this chaprer is to widen the focus of the innes-
tigation from individual buildings o the soudy ares as a
whale. It is an amempr to wse archaeological data gath-
ered 50 wears ago o answer questions such as those
posed by the eminent historian Professor Brooke 25 years
ago: “if we could rell the history of Aldermanbury, a great
slice of London's past would be revealad to us. It & not
the name of a ward, not the origin of a ward; i1s parish s
apparently no carlier than the | 2th century; it was not
cven a street name unil the 4th cenmry. But it is evi-
dently an ancient district” (Brooke and Keir 1975, 154).
But how ancient is ancient? There can be no doubting
the importance of the role played by the EMLEC in the
development of the concept of multiperiod urban archae-
alogy: but how valid are the resulis of those S0-yvear-old
excavamons, when judged by today’s standarnds?

The BMLEC investigations were not recorded in as
much detail nor was the finds collection policy as sys-
tematic of rigorous as the later Museum of London
excavamon programmes. Most EMLEC field plans
were simply a ploming of wharever features were visible
ar that vime, regardless of date or chronology: the sec-
wons were wsually drawn o show whatever features
happened 1o be identifiable on the edge of the cutting,
Thus by no means all feamures encoumersd were
drawn, while the precise location of the finds thae
survive 15 often impossible to determine. It is therefore
difficult to make direct comparisons between the
BEMLEC results and those of the later excavation
programmes, There are, however, a number of ways in
which the EMLEC work ¢can prove to make valid con-
tnbutions to current studies on its own terms.,

Primarily, it iz of importance because it opened up
o number of crucial debates, providing models that
guided the direction of most later work: there are con-
sequently few reports on the archasology of the City in
which Professor Grimes” 1968 volume does not appear
in the hibliography. There are also many localised
instamces where the stratigraphy and the fAnds can be
clearly identified, as in the case of Baston 14, for
example, where thirteenth-century pottery can be
shown to have been recovered from above and below
the bastion’s primary internal surface: such sequences
and proven relationships will also remain valuable.

Even if the value of some of the controlled RMLEC
excavations as a whole might not stand up w wo close
a reappraisal, if seen simply as a major sampling pro-
gramme for a study area such as the 12 acres of the
Cripplegate study area, then it has real value today.
Indeed, the best use of the RMLEC data is arguable
to examine the chronological and topographical
development of a wide area, rather than straining the
evidence of the 50-vear-old records to support a more
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detailed analysis of one particular sequence. This chap-
ter adopts that principle, by tryving to show that several
major guestions can be addressed in a valid and effec-
tivie way, looking principally ar the overall distribution
of the pottery recovered from those RMLEC cunings,
related 1o the gemeral occupation context. Questions
that could be aired, addressed and arguably illuminae-
ed by such an approach include these:

1 the relimionship of medieval developments 1o the
underlyving Foman fort

2 the archacological danng and development of
street pattern compared with the documented
dates of the streets (eg Ekvall 1954)

3 the broad chronology of medieval sendement in the
Cripplegate study area compared with that in
Lundenwic, in the Alfredian core south of
Cheapside, in the recently studied areas just north of
Cheapside, and within the site of the amphitheatre

4  the archaeological dating for the foundation of the
parish churches in the area, related o the devel-
opment of the associated parishes or wards

5  how such topographical studies might mmpact upon
the long held suggestion that there was a mid Saxon
rovil focus within the Crpplegate fort area

The archaeology of micro- and
macro-topography

Given that sufficient time and money can be invested
in archacological recording and research, detailed and
subtle social, economic and wopographical inferences
can be drawn. The recent Leadenhall Court project,
for example, examined the minuwgae of the Roman
development on that site, considering the starus and
cthnic mix of the inhabitants as well as the function of
buildings. The work relies on very detailed site record-
ing, systematic finds collection and environmental
sampling policy, and substanal resources o spudy,
interrogate and integrate the diverse databases. The
Ives of 22 short=life buildings, which expanded, con-
tracted, were modified or demolished during a 25 year
period, formed the core of the study, an intimate and
intensive examination of the City's ongins and devel-
opment. It is not possible to replicate such a micro=
vopographical study for the Cripplegate area, since the
appropriate data were simply not collected.,
Examination of the RMLEC sites can support a
broader, more extensive macro-topographical study,
looking at the development of the street system in the
area, for instance. Once the dating of the streets has
been achieved, that is oo say, the chromological develop-
ment of the spread of occupation in the area, it might
prove possible 1o show when and how the parishes or
wards were established. This might be achieved by not-
ing whether or not they are contemporary with the
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dared sereer panern, or whether they represent earlier or
larer developments. In this way, archasology moves
from a purely topographical study to an examination of
the development of the administrative and religious
framework of the medieval Ciry. This task is made eas-
ier for the post-RMLEC generation of scholars, since
we now know that very lintle of the townscape is likely to
b earlier than ¢ AL 900, when a substantial part of the
City was laid out anew. Thus the aim of this study of the
Cripplegate arca 15 simply to idenufy the exvent and
date of the post-Alfredian urban regeneration here, and
o take espectal note of any elements that can be argued
to be significantly and stratigraphically earlier.

Saxon street plans

When Grimes published his study of Roman and
Medieval London in 1968, there was a broad consensus
that even if Londinium had suffered considerable
shrinkage it might never have been completely deserted:
continuity of occupation in some tangible form linked
the Boman and medieval cities, even though some pro-
nounced differences in strect alignments were evident
from the RMLECS work. The medieval town was
therefore described by Grimes as *a more densely occu-
pied city, recreated on the shadow of the Roman street
plan, bur lacking the guidance of Roman urban admin-
isrration” (Grimes 1968, 151). He also reiterated the
view presented by Wheeler more than 30 vears earbier
that, after considering the distmbution of Saxon finds
and church dedications (Wheeler 1934; Wheeler 1935,
185-04), the early or mid Saxon recolonisation of
London began in the western half of the City, around 5t
Paul's, and then spread eastwards (Grimes 1968, 153).

Such a view was in fact in defiance of the evidence
from his seventeen vear research programme. As he
reluctantly admitted, even though the majority of his
excavations were in the supposedly favoured western half
of the City, ‘the first clearly defined chronological evi-
dence... in this region i consistently of later Saxon date’,
in spitc of the documented establishment of St Paul’s
minster church and the ordination of the Bishop of
London in ¢ 04: indeed, ‘the archacological evidence
seems to be consistent in showing no sign of life until
maore than 150 yvears laver® (Grimes 1968, 153-4). More
recent research clearly supports those findings of the
RMLEC, rather than the weak interpretation he put on i,
simce it is now known that the mud Saxon settlement of
Lundenwic lay to the west of Londimium around the
Aldwych between ¢ AD 600 and ¢ 200 (Vince 1990, after
which date the abandoned Foman site was reoccupied by
a population making use of whatever remains of the
Roman defensive wall survived. The RMLEC sampling
programme had correctly identified and daved the
chronology of the City's occupation, although Grimes was
reluctant 1o accept his own evidence. To be fair, few
archacologists were prepared 1o believe the message pro-
clammed by the RMLEC investigations untl 1984 (Cowie
and Whytehead 1989; Vince 1984; Vince 1990).

It has therefore been shown that the finds collection
policy adopted by the RMLEC, although considered
unsystematic and unrefined by the standards of the
sucoessor units, was nevertheless subitle enough o
identify that which hindsight has shown to be the more
representative trends in the broad occupation chronol-
ogy for this part of London. This fact is of fundamen-
tal importance w what follows, for the work of the
EMLEC will be used o suggest how the strect paitern
in the Cripplegate area developed. Once the underlying
framework of streets and associared serilement has
been dated, then it follows thar the foundaton of the
churches can be more readily dated, once the relation-
ship of the parish boundary to the street pattern is
understood, for example. In additon, it follows that
the date at which the ward was established might aleo
be better understood, once the streers have been dated.

Fields and streets within the walls
(Fig 140)

Serious attempis at reconstructing the wwpography of
the Saxon City began tentatively with Wheeler and
were continued by Grimes (1968, 160) who described
the town as “a scattered group of hovels lud out w no
ordered plan’. The sum total of available knowledge
and speculation on the eve of the establishment of the
City's first full time professional unit was systematical-
Iy mapped out by Martin Biddle vogether with a decla-
ration that “the archacology of Anglo-Saxon London
barely exists as an organised field of enguiry’ (Buddle
1973, 4,200, Since then, progress has been made and a
series of fresh interpretations proposed (eg Brooke
1975; Schofield and Dyson 1980, 30; Tarton-Brown
1986), which were subsequently refined in line with the
detailed publication of relevant excavations (Horsman
e ol 1988; Vince 1990). OQuuside the confines of the
archacological world, however, the City's ancient street
plan was sull ‘generally held 1o be the archerypal organ-
ic city, moulded directly by secal and economic
process without the imprnt of conscious design’
(Hanson 1989, 22). As late as 1995, even the Dvirector
of the Centre of Metropolitan Studies argued thar,
although London's street plan was essentially complete
by 1200, ‘much remains to be done w elucidate the
growth of the Chry within the walls” before that period
(Keene 1995, 11).

Recent topographical studies of the intramural Saxon
city have been able to identify the core of the earliest set-
tlement area, thanks to an extensive programme of sys-
tematic excavations and a much improved knowledge of
the date ranges represented by the pottery recovered
from those stratigraphic excavations, from pit groups
and from deposits associated with coins or den-
drochronologically dated material. In 1990 it was arguwed
that the principal area senled by ¢ AD 900 lay in a dis-
crete block bounded by Cheapside to the north,
Queenhithe to the west, and Billingsgare w the east
(Milne 1990; see Fig 140). That core & subdivided into
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a block of broadly regular insulae by a series of
north-south streets running directly from Cheapsade to
what was then the Thames (ie what is now Upper and
Lower Thames Street, sundry encreachments having
moved the bank of the Thames southwards). Excavations
within that core had shown that the earliest stratified
medieval occupation could be dated to ¢ 900-950, the
firse generation or %0 of the newly replanned settlement,
oz the work at Bow Lane, Fish Streer Hill and Botolph
Lane shows (Horsman o al 1988, 110-16). This mmplies
thar the arcas berween that oocupied core and the line of
the (presumably repaired) Boman wall were imidally lefi
as fields. They could therefore have served as paswre,
allotments, livestock enclosures, or markets. In addition,
these arcas might have been set aside for the accommio-
daton of families from the hinterland requinng refuge in
times of war, or for elite enclosures or estates, or simply
for future planned expansions.

That there were ficlds immediately outside the City
walls in the twelfth cenpury 15 well kmown, as
Firzstephen's famous description makes clear: “on the
north side oo are fields for pasture and a delightful
plain of meadow land interspersed with flowing
streams... . The tillage lands of the City.. produce
abundant crops and fill the barns of their cultivators..."
Wheatley 1956, 502). Thar there were Relds worked

by Londoners in the late ninth century is also known,
singe it 15 recorded that King Alfred camped wath his
army near London in 896 *while the corn was being
reaped so that the Danes could not interfere with the
citizens” harvest” (Garmonsway 1972, 89). But there is
some documentary evidence to support the concept of
fields actually within the walled area, The matter has
been discussed by several commentators including
Page, who when describing the thirteenth-century
Caty, claimed that there was still *a good deal of open
land, which, near the Walbrook in Coleman Street and
Broad Streer Wards, was probably pasture” (Page 1923,
270-71). To suggest thar parts of the north-western
intramural area were also pasture in the tenth cenury
seems not unreasonable, and i possibly supported by
the later place names of Addle Street, which arguably
means a cattle drove road being “the street of cow
dung' (Ekwall 1954, 55), as discussed in Chaprer 3,
the more obvious Milk Street, and Hoggen Lane, the
lane of the pigs, are (or were) all 1o the north of
Cheapside (Ekwall 1954).

There are a number of place names that, although
the carliest surviving references are eleventh to thir-
teenth century im date, might allude to the situation in
the tenth century on the opposite side of the City
bevond the settled area, These suggest an arable regime,
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and include the well known street name of Cornhall,
referring to the fields north-east of the Alfredian sertle-
ment where cereals where grown (earliest reference AD
1100}, Seething Lane, o lane where corn was threshed
(earhiest reference AD 1250, bur clearly older according
to Ekwall 1954, 38) and the explicit Warmanacre, one of
the Cay's few pre-Conquest place names, meaning the
tlled acre or field belonging vo Warman, which was in
what became Tower ward. There is also evidence of an
extensive orchard on the eastern hill berween Fenchurch
Street and Hart Lane, represented by the twelfth-centu-
ry place name Blanch Appleton (Ekwall 1954, 38). The
archaeological evidence alo supports the suggestion of
agriculture within the walls ar various periods, with the
almaost universal discovery of dark grey silts often repre-
senting a horticultural sodl overlying the Roman cccupa-
tron levels but cut oF sealed by larer medieval fearures.

Whatever imitial roles the intramural late Saxon
ficlds served, they ulumately succumbed to the spread
of *suburban’ settlement. All the urban tepographer
has to do is to date that gradual expansion. Sig-
nificantly, the excavations of one such area in 1976,
that just to the north of Cheapside in the Milk Street
arca, produced evidence to show that this was a second
or third generation expansion, for here the earliest po-
tery is datable to the mid to late tenth century or later
(Horsman e of 1988, 23-6). A similar picture was
found on the 5t Alban's House site in Wood Streer,
excavated & decade later: here the earhest pottery from
the large number of pits recorded falls in the period
950-1000 (Chitwood and Hill 1987, 13-16); a finding
confirmed by the most recent excavanions at 100 Wood
Street (MolAS 1998, 28).

In spite of this brisk stary, however, there seems to
have been sufficient open ground available up against
the town wall itself o allow for the foundation of such
large precincts as Holy Trinity Priory in 1108, for
example. By contrast, when the Dominican Friars
looked for an intramural precinct in the late thireenth
century, the Ciry wall had vo be expanded westwards 1o
accommedare them, the population of London having
maore than doubled in size since the time of Alfred in ¢
AD 900,

Dating the Cripplegate streetscape
(Figs 141 and 142)

The question to be asked of the Grmes London Archive
could thus be easily formulated; what were the dates of
the earliest settlerment associated with the sireers in the
Cripplegate area? The answer lay in simply ploting the
carliest medieval pottery from all the RMLEC excava-
tions in the area and observing whether the resulting pat=
tern identified:

(a) a pre-tenth-century core (perhaps near the
churches of 5t Alban’s or 5t Mary Alder-
manbury), supporting the long lived tradition of
an elite estate or King's Hall here

(b} a uniform and carly wenth-century date for the
whole area, suggesting that it was an imtegral part
of the primary Alfredian core

(¢} a uniform but later tenth or early elevemth-
century date for the whole arca, suggesting that it
was a planned expansion of the primary core

(d} a non-uniform date for the setilement, represent-
ing a gradual expansion over area either from
south to north or from west to east

The evidence when plotted our leant no support o the
first three options, but seems to show thar development
moved from south te north. The insulae abutting the
northern edge of Cheapside seem to have been sentled
by 950-1000 (WFG6; 14; 20; 22; 22a), reaching the
line of the drove road, Addle Sereet by 1000-10350
(WFG21). The insulae to the north of this line were
occupicd significantly later in the post-Conquest peri-
od, ¢ AD 11504 (WFG4) or the thirteenth century in
the case of WFGS and WG 5, while the earliest pot-
tery from the extreme north-west corner of the
Cripplegate fort area was late fifteenth century
(WFGI).

The pattern suggested above has clear implications
for the longevity of the Roman fort, After it had been
identified as a direct result of the RMLEC's investi-
gations, it was casy to see how the fort wall had influ-
enced the line of the late City wall, which diverged
significantly at the south-west and north-east corner,
With hindsight it was also possible to suggest thae
Wood Street and Silver Street were both roads thar
had survived from the Roman peried, since both
clearly respected the line of second-century sirects
and gates, at least at the respective north and west
ends (Grimes 1968, 21-2), Here was an example of
topographical continuity, s0 the argument ran in the
days before Lundenwic was discovered, which showed
that the fort exercised an influence upon the develop-
ment of the medieval vown, strongly suggesting thar
the arca was continwously occupied for nearly 2000
VEArs,

Detailed study of the RMLEC records has now
shown that the eastern and southern walls of the fort,
the associated ditch and all the buildings within it had
been levelled during the Roman period (Shepherd
forthcoming). This can be demonsteated graphically in
a medieval context by consideration of the alignments
of the churches of 5t Alban™s and S5t Mary
Aldermanbury. The underlyving Foman buildings obwvi=
ously respect the line of the fort walls, whereas both of
those churches markedly do not, again showing that
the fort walls were not a topographical determinant or
constraint at the ume the churches were built, Indeed,
St Mary's was built but yvards from what had been the
east wall of the fort, and all too cleardy ignores it
Significantly, the church of 5t Alphage was aligned on
the City wall, since the defences here sull survived ina
tangible form and were actually incorporated in the
fabric of the church itself, Since the fort did not even
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survive into the fourth century as a significant topo-
graphical entity, it can no longer be argued to have
served as a settlement focus in the mid Saxen or later
medieval period.

The northern and western walls did survive,
encased within the later rown wall, as did the mwo
associated gateways, blocked or open. It was the sur-
vival of the west gate and of Cripplegate itself that
dictared the lines of the later medieval sireets 1in the
area, not the survival of the fort and its road network.

This is amply demonstrated by the fact that the lines
of medieval Wood Street and Silver Streer diverge sig-
nificantly from the older Roman line the further they
run from the surviving gates. There is therefore no
longer a case to be made for continuity within the
Cripplegate area, according to the archacological and
wopographical evidence presented here: the medieval
street and settlement pattern encroached over a rela-
tively undeveloped area from south to north from the
late tenth cemtury omwards.
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Fig 143 Sites of churches tn Cripplegare study area shown i relatson to 940 streer parsers.

This information can now be assessed alongside
the earliest documentary record of the sireers (Fig
143}, as recorded by Ekwall {1954): for example, this
shows that, since there is a pre-Conguest reference to
Cripplegate, then Wood Street, the road that leads to
it from Cheapside, might therefore be seen as the pri-
mary thoroughfare in our study arca. Staining Lane
(AD 1181} must have initially served as a back lane
separating the vards of properties fronting onto
Wood Street 1o the east and Noble Street to the west,
s0 must have been in place by ¢ AD 950, Its own
frontages might not have been developed significam-
Iy until after the Conguest, as was the case with other
back lanes in areas thar have been intensively studied
(see eg Pudding Lane: Horsman o of 1988, 112-146).
Oat Lane (AD 1319) and Love Lane would seem 1o

be secondary lanes cutting across the insulae to give
access to the churches of 5t Mary Staining and St
Alban, so should presumably have been in place by
AD 1050, Silver Street (AD 1279) and Addle Streer
(AD 1304) seem to mark the northern edge of
eleventh-century development, while the occupation
of Monkwell Streer (AD 1200} and Phillip Lane (AD
1170) are seen as post-Conguest additions to the
strectscape. It should be noted thar Phillip Lane
leads directly to (from) the church of St Alphage on
the wall, which is in all likelihood a mid to late
eleventh-cenmury foundation around which parish-
woners subsequently clustered, It might therefore
have been built on relatively open ground initally,
rather than in the centre of an already densely occu-
pied parish.
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Churches and settlement
expansion (Fig 144)

As for the other churches considered in this report, it
would seem thar St Alban’s was set in an area that was
first developed imtensively between AD 950 and 1000: on
its lecation alone, a foundarion dage of ¢ AD 1000 would
not therefore seem unreasonable, and such a dave is no
contradicted by the site srravgraphy or finds recovered
from the associated excavations. The site did not produce
any mid Savon material, even from ‘fesidual’ contexes,
and MNathalie Cohen's study of the associated stratigra-
phy, foundation types and subsequent development all
suggest that 5t Alban's could be an eleventh-century
foundation, This statement & of more than passing inter-
est for in many previous studies of the medieval City, St
Alban's has been argued to be of substantially earlier date
(eg Biddle er af 1973, 20; map 3}, a chapel sssociated
with o Saxon palace. This often repeated tradition can
now be laid to rest as a result of the most recent research,
but deserves further comment (see below),

Given that this chronology of development and ocou-
pation of the streets in the Cripplegate area is accepted,
then some general comments might be made concerning
the nature of the new population that was ocoupying the
new insulae, One of the churches established in the
eleventh-century cxtension of the Cripplegate grid south
of Silver SreetAddle Swreet was dedicated o St Olaf,
the Morwegian king who died in 1030, This was a pop-
ular dedication in London, for there are five others if the
one at the Southwark bridgehead i included. Other
churches with Scandinavian connections include 3t
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MNicholas Acon, or Haakon, in which the suffix presum-
ably refers to its founder; St Magnus, St Clement Dianes
and 5t Brde's, which 1s now thought to be a dedication
brought over from Ireland by Vikings from Dublin
(Brooke 1975, 139-40). This distmbution suggests that
Scandinavian immigrants had waken up residence and
ropts in the harbour area (5r Magnus), within the old
‘Saxon’ town as laid owr in AD 900 (St Nicholas
Haakon, 5t Olave Bread Swreet); in new insulae being
developed 1o the east and north of thay core (5t Olave
Hart Street; St Olaf Broad Street); in the extramural
suburb extending along Fleet Street (5t Brnde's; St
Clement Danes) as well as the area north of Cheapside
(5t Olaf Jewry; St Olaf Monkwell Street). Between the
last two churches lies St Lawrence Jewry and the site of
the Guildhall Yard excavations (Bateman 1994; Betts e
al 1995; Porter 1997) where Nicholas Bateman and his
team have recovered considerable evidence of eleventh-
century occupation, buildings and artefacts that show
Scandinavian influence. London, it will be remembered,
was besieged and taken by the Danes im 1016, afier
which King Cnut and his line ruled undl 1042,

By combining the evidence of excavation,
topography and church dedication a case can thus be
made for suggesting thar a significant proportion of the
population thar was senling the expanding wwn of
London into new areas such as that in Cripplegate were
Scandinavian immigrants, arriving here in the early
cleventh century. Alternative interpretations are of
course possible. Ir could be said, for example, that the
choice of 51 Olaf as a dedication might be seen as
reflecting an ant-Danish mood, since Olal was a
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Fig 144 Sites of some of the churches thar might be associated with eleventh-century Scandinavian sertlement in the Chry
shoeea in relari 1o the primary tenth-century sertlement core and the nrvster church of St Paul,
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Morwegian king who actually fought against the Danes.
In this case, the sudden popularity of the saint durning
a period of Danish occupation could simply reflect
defiant English sentiment in the newly settled areas.
The churches dedicated to St Alphage and 1 St
Edmund, a bhishop and a king both martyred by the
Dames, might also represent this same attitude, The
politics of church dedication might also be reflected in
the immediate post-Norman congquest period, when
churches like St Swithin adopted their English dedica-
tions., Whatever the reasoning behind the choice of
saint might have been, topographical studies show that
st of St Olafs London churches lie outside the orig-
inal Alfredian core settlement, and therefore represent
settlement expansion in the eleventh century. Beyond
that phase of expansion lies a ring of twelfth-century
extramural churches, including St Sepulchre, St Gile's
Cripplegate and the three 5t Botolph's at Aldersgate,
Bishopsgate and Aldgawe (Brooke 1975, 144-T).
Together with consideration of other twelfth-century
institutions such as Holy Trinivy, Aldgate (1108) just
inside the walls and 5t Bartholomew's (1 123) just out-
side, a City wide pattern of progressive expansion from
the core area can be surmised. The archacological
study of the streer development in the Cripplegate area
based on the work of the RMLEC does not contradict
that overall picture, but adds detail and precision to it

This topographical study coupled with consideration
of the changing density of settlement discussed in
Chapter 3, can also be viewed alongside historical
rescarch looking at the City's population (Barron 1995b,
24; 29). Derek Keene has suggested, for example, that
London was substanually larger in 1300 than in 1500,
discarding the previously held view that the City grew
continuously throughout the medieval period (Keene
1985, 20). The archacological evidence from
Crpplegate, fragmentary a% it is, supposts a picture of
rapid expansion and mereasingly intensive semlement in
the eleventh-twelfth century, followed by major changes
in or by the fourteenth century with the amalgamation of
properties and the establishment of fewer but larger
houses and halle. The detall of thowe changes would
clearly benefit from in depth documentary research
(beyond the scope of this volume) as was conducted on a
similar sized sample area in neighbouring Cheapside, just
o the south-east of Cripplegate (Keene 1985). The pat-
term of occupied plots and land valwees in that central
lecation both show a pronounced but broadly negative
trend from 1300 to 15350; a similar picture in Crpplegate
seems likely, Another interesting development highlight-
ed in the Cheapside study & the change in occupations
represented; leather workers (e tanners, tawyers, fell-
mongers and leather sellers) were prominent wp to 1300
iny the area just north of Cheapside nself. Presumably this
is a reflection of the area’s connection with the canle mar-
ket and the drove road of Addle Swreet. By 1400, mer-
cers, sillkwomen and drapers outnumber the older crafts
(Keene 1985, 18). Again, analogous changes probably
occurred in the Cripplegare area. Derailed documentary

study coupled with the results of the more recent Mol AS
excavations a1 Shelley House in Moble Swreer, for exam-
ple (NST94; Howe and Lakin forthcoming), should
throwy light on the mamer. Something can be said of the
cconomy and industry represented by the artefactual evi-
dence recovered from the EMLEC sites in Cripplegate
beyond the recovery of the important assemblage of late
Saxon loomweights from 5t Alban's (WEFG22). This con-
cerns the ceramic crucible fragments discovered in the
City ditch fills, and reported on by Jacqueline Pearce
(Chapter 2}, They provide evidence for the processing of
precious metals in the period 1050-1150, and thus ille-
minate the derivaton of the name Silver Street as the
street of the silversmiths, Such activities are not subse-
quently represented archasologically until the sixteenth
century, perhaps suggesting that the area's economic base
changed as much as it population densin.

The tradition of a Saxon palace at
Cripplegate

Given that Saxon London was such a notable centre of
population and prosperity, it is not unreasonable to expect
that the contemporary kings had a3 base there,
Documentary records from AD 680 onwards confirm
that there was indeed a King's Hall in the town, although
its precise location is never made exphiat. Aldermanbury,
the Alderman’s Burh or stronghold, has often been seen
as the site of the palace of the Saxon King up to the time
of Edward the Confessor, who moved out to Westminster
to the site now occupied by the Abbey and the great hall,
There is also a reference w King Ethelbert having a palace
fear Aldermanbary in the seventh century, and a tradition
that the church of 5t Alban's Wood Streetr was built for
King Offa (757-046) and served as the chapel for the City
palace (eg Biddle 1973, 20; Brooke 1975, 18; Schofield
and Dyson 1980, 42-4; Wheeler 1935, 103—4). This view
was and is wadely held and is repeated in many commsaon
reference works including Pevsner’s volume on London’s
buildings (1973, 34, 142) and The Lowdon Encyelopedia
(Weinreb and Hibbert 1983, 688), although the source is
a thirrcenth-century reference of dubsous validity, as will
he discussed belosw, The “rradition” that there was a Saxon
palace in the Cripplegate area s in fact a conglomeration
of several different references that have been considered at
length by Tony Dyson, to whom particular acknowledge-
ment must be made for the summary that follows;

{a) 680: there is a reference to a hall {or selde) of the
Kentish kings in London, but it is not known
whether the building was in Lundenwic or within
the confines of the old Roman rown walls

(b} 1000: Ethelred's IV Law Code mentions that
Aldersgate and Cripplegate were in the hands of
the guards, perhaps suggesting that they were
under royal protection, ie next to a palace site

(ch  1017: Florence of Worcester’s Chronicle records
that when King Cnut was in London at Christmas
in 1017, there was a murder in the palace, and a
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body was thrown over the City wall into the ditch,
implying that the palace was inland and not next
to the Thames

(d) 1060s; Edward the Confessor moved his palace
site from somewhere within the City walls o
Westminster. Subsequently he made extensive
grants of lands in the 5t Martn le Grande,
Cripplegate and Aldersgate area to varous per-
sons, This implies that Edward’s palace site in the
City had been in that general area of Cripplegate

(e) Mid thirteenth century: Matthew Paris, the chron-
icler of 5t Alban's Abbey, Herts, recorded that the
palace of its founder, one Offa, king of Mercia
[(759-96), once adjpined 5t Albans church in
London. That comment scems to refer to one of
the many enirics relating to Abbey owmnied proper-
ty, which a dubious official called Adam the
Cellarer modified (or simply invented) in the mid
vwelfth cenmury, while “improving’ the Abbey's
properny titles. The original account is therefore, at
best endentious: “in any event, the unsupported
word of Mathew Paris s poor evidence for tradi-
tons of a much earlier period” (Brooke 1975, 111)

i 1531-3 5t Pauls sccounts make reference to
buildings in Aldermanbury “on the site of the
ancient dwelling...where 3t Ethelbert King &
founder of 5t Paul's had sometime his palace’. This
comment 15 made because the church thought it
had been granted the land from the King: thes is
not the case, for it was acually derved from a
bequest of Sir John Beauchamp, who died in 1360

Takisg all this documentary material vogether, it scems
that there might well have been an eleventh-cenmury roval
hall in the north-west cormer of the Ciry. This dees not,
however, prove that a mid Saxon palace had previously
occupied the sive, Mevertheless, the RMLEC"S discovery
of the Cripplegate Roman fort added fuel vo thar pariic-
ular fire, providing, it seemed, a ready made roval
precinct within the Ciry walls. For Marnn Biddle, writing
enthusiastically a quarter of a century ago, “the possibili-
ty that this (Saxon palace) enclosure could have been
formed by the sill suriving defences of the Roman
fore.. opens a new and so far unexplored inguiry” (Biddle
1973, 20). Certainly Professor Grimes was prepared to
give support to the carly palace tradition by declaning that
the earliest phase of 5t Alban's church was Saxon: *All the
indications are therefore that the first church of S1 Albans
was indeed Saxon and at least of Bth-9th century date: its
proportions resemble thowe of the slightly larger Saxon
church of All Hallows Barking...Presumably then this
was the chapel of King Offa’ (Grimes 1968, 206-7).
That lead has been followed by many subsequent
writers: even the discovery in 1985 of the mid Saxon
settlement of Lundenwic to the west of the Ciry has not
dampened the ardour of the Cripplegate palace sup-
porters. Rather than claiming that the mid Saxon
palace should now be sought in the Aldwych area, they
sugpested thar sertlement was a polyfocal one, in which

the commercial area lay to the west in Lundenwic
itself, with the vdla regalis to the east within the old
Foman walls of the fort, distinet from the civilian set-
tlhement. Our reassessment of the RMLEC daw pro-
vides grim reading for proponents of that thesis:

(a) In has already been shown that the south and east
wills of the fort were demolished in the third cen-
tury and the diech infilled: thus no ready made
precinet survived po be reoccupied by Saxon kings

(b} The alignments of both 5t Alban's and 5S¢ Mary
Aldermanbury do not respect the line of the fort
walls or the Roman bulldings underlying the
churches, showing that the fort walls were not a
topographical constraint at the ume the churches
were built

(c) No pottery earlier than the late tenth-eleventh
century came from either the 5t Alban's or 5t
Mary Aldermanbury church site

(dy All Hallows Barking, the paralle] gquoted to sup-
port the mid Saxon date for St Alban's in the
1968 report, has subsequently been redated to the
eleventh century: (Wince 1990, Schoficld 1994)

(e} Smudy of sireet pattern development in the area as
a whole shows that occupation expanded from
south vo north in the tenth-eleventh century
onwards, with no carlier focus within the fort area.
This statement is supported not only by the
BMLEC finds study, bur also by the resulis of later
excavanions conducted by the Museum of London
pearms on sites o the south ar Wood Smrecr and ar
Shelley House ro the west (MoLAS 1998, 28)

In sum, there is ne positive evidence to support the
suggestion that there was a mid Saxon focus of any sort
near 5t Alban’s church, while there is now mounting
negative evidence that the carly palace was not on that
site. Even if the tradition of a St Alban's palace is thus
no longer sustainable, such an advance should be seen
as a positive benefit to our knowledge of Saxon London
and the research directions that should be taken: the
site of that royal focus stll needs to be identified.

An area thar clearly was the focus for a high stamus
Saxon settlement is that within the bounds of the dis-
used Homan amphitheatre (Bateman 2000}, between
what i now Guildhall and the church of St Lawrence
Jewry (Betts ot af 1995; fig 2; Porter 1997). Here a
sequence af tmber bulldings was recorded in 1993, but
they seem o dave vo the period 1040 1o 1140, and thus
apparently oo late for Edward the Confessor’s palace.

Perhaps a better case could be made for the location of
that palace on the site of the precinct of St Martn le
Grande (see ¢g Vince 1990, 57). This & just sowth of
Aldersgate, west of Cheapside and, significantly, due
north of 31 Paul's and of the oniginal site of the Folkmoot,
an ideal position for the King's Hall, separate from but
close o the Church, the Cheapside market, the urban set-
tement and the moot itself, The site also lies south-cast of
Aldermanbury, ‘the defended enclosure of the Alderman’
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this presumably refers to Acthlred the Ealdorman of
Mercians, o whom King Alfred entrusted the govern-
ment of the newly established towm, as recorded in the
Chronicle of Florence of Worcester in 836, Excavations
near 5t Martin le Grande on the Newgate Street site in
1976 recorded beam slos thought o represent the
remains af a kre Saxon building some 9m long = 4m wide
(DUA 1976, 401, This substanial structure was clearly
nied an outhouse, but neither was it budlt with its gable on
the principal sireer frontage, as late medieval urban prop-
erties usually were: instead it was aligned easi—west and
set well 1o the north of Mewgate Sereet. If its dating is con-
firmed, then it i not impossible thar it was part of the
complex assoctated with the Eing’ Hall, although roo
modest in its proporions w represent the *palace” irself.

Dating the wards (Fig 145)

The wpographical studies of the Cripplegate area can also
be extended from the skeleton of the sireet pattern 1o the
adrmimiarative srwctere of the wand systemn thar was
imposed upon thar semtlement. Ir has been suggested that
the renth-century settlement occupied a diserere area
within the old Roman walls o the souwth of Cheapside,
and thar cocupation subsequently spread our over what
had been felds, I har model can be accepred, then it poo-
vides a powerful ool w imastgate other aspects of the
wown's development, such as the chronelogy and dating of
its parish and ward srructure. In this section, an atempy
is made 1o relate what 5 known about the growth of set-
temnent in the intramural area 1o the complex bvour of
London's ward boundaries, wo see if thar lavout can be
dated by associamon with the underlying streetscape, for
which a chronology has now been offensd.

Since 1550 the City has been divided into 26 admin-
istrative districts termed wards, each one represented by
an alderman who imitally seems to have exercised pro-
prictary rights, but by 1249 was an clected official
Williams 1963, 34), The precise ongin of the ward sys-
tem is open o debate but is cleary assocated with the
need to ensure that London was able to defend itself
pdequately, by drawing on the services of men from
each ward, just as was the case in the administrative
land divisions termed ‘hundreds’. William Page sug-
gested thar at least some of the wards developed from
sokes, which he saw as areas of land under private juris-
dictton, such as the soke of Ethelredshithe, which
became Queenhithe Ward (Page 1923, 173). Professor
Brooke concleded that “the wards gresw up in the 1lth
century, though their remote origin may be older’
{Brooke 1975, 170), a view largely shared by Dr Vince
(1990, 91-2). As for the manning of the defences, the
document known as the Burghal Hidage (Hill 1969
suggests that four men were needed 1o defend every
pole (¢ Sm), then some 20,000 men would have been
required to cover the line of the land and rverfront
defences of the City. How those arrangements would
have been put inte practice would depend on the ward
structure, and it would not seem unreasonable o

suggest thar its origing might well lic in the planned
resettlement of the intramural City in ¢ AD 900, After
all, the prime repson for relocating the citizens from
Lundenwic was probably to take advantage of the supe-
rior defences provided by Londiniwrm: 1o make best use
af the walled circwit presumably implics that some sort
aof ward structure was already in place in the early tenth
century. Some topographical evidence o support this
suggestion will be presented below.

A list of propertics thar 51 Paul’s owned or leased
survives from ¢ 1127, arranged not by parish, bur by
ward, This early and most valuable documentary refer-
ence shows that there must have been at least 20 wards
extant at that dare, although they are referred w by the
name of the alderman rather than by the present day
names {Brooke 1975, 166): Farringdon ward, for exam-
ple, still rakes s mame from the Fardon family
(Williams 1963, 32). Mevertheless, it has been suggest-
ed that of all the wards that cover or abut the
Cripplegate study area, Aldersgawe, Cripplegare,
Farringdon and Cheap might all have been operative at
that date (Page 1023, 176). Theee additional wasds
{including Bassishaw, just to the east of our study area)
had been formed by 1228 (Page 1923, 176-8). The first
rerritorial (rather than proprietary) listing of London's
weards was that of 1285 (Williams 1963, 33), Up unul
1393 there were 24 wards, but the followang yvear there
were 25 when Farringdon, which lay half inside and half
curside the Ciry wall, was divided into vwo (Farringdon
Within and Farringdon Withoun: Fig 145, no 13),

It is suggested here thar the ward system, or i direct
ancestor in all bur name, must have been instigated in ¢
AL 900 as the new intramural settlement was laid out.
The subsequent changes in the number of wards and in
the shape of their boundanes summarised above are
seen as reflecting the change in the area of setilement
and ensuing population density. Thus it can be argued
that there were iminally some ten or =0 wards covening
the core settlement, from Bread Street and Queenhithe
in the west to Billingsgate in the east, each relamvely
small in area (Fig 145, nos 1-10). The broad shape and
extent of most of this core group has largely been
retained since ¢ AD 900, There i, however, one obvious
interloper in this neat tenth-century pattern, and thay i3
Bridge ward (Fig 145, no 9), which seems 1o carve or
extend its boundaries our of carlier wards on all sides,
cven almost curting Langhourn ward in oo (Fig 145, no
T). This reflects the simple fact that the Alfredian towm
boasted no fixed link with the Surrey shore, but was con-
tent o be served by ferries. The archacological evidence
for the first Saxon bridge is sometime after AD 970, pos-
sibly around ATy 1000, according o the dendrochrono-
logical evidence from the Fennings Wharl site in
Southwark, where the remains of the southern bridge-
head were found (Watson and Dyvson 1997; Watson er af
2001}, and from the St Magnus House sites on the north
bank (Steedman e al 1992), where a substantial piled
feature initially interpreted as a jenty could, in fact, rep-
resent the northern bridgehead.
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The construction of the bridge in ¢ AD 1000 her-
alded major changes in the organisation of the London
harbour, since the bridge acted as a barrier or at least an
impediment to vessels coming up river from the estuary,
Some of those changes are enumerated in Ethelred®s IV
Law Code, which might date to this precise period and
provides the first specific documentary reference to the
new bridge. The new bridge also heralded a change in
the ward boundaries, since men would be required 1o
work on its maintenance and defence, for example.
Thus the clongated Bridge Ward can be argued to date
o ¢ AD 1000, Since it is clearly a later addition to the
pattern wpon which it is imposed, it implies that the
other wards in the settlement core must have been
cstablished at an earlier date: they could thus have been
laid out inm or slightly later than AD 900,

Aburting the core wards were four or five much
larger, but not as densely populated wards, extending
out o the town wall and often beyond them, eg
Farringdon in the west (Fig 145 no 13), Portsoken and
Aldgare in the cast (Fig 145, nos 22, 23). The form of
this group has been subjected o many boundary
changes over time, presumably inoan effort t© ensure an

cquitable division of population and responsibility.
Present day electoral boundaries are similarly subject
to change 1o keep pace with changing population den-
sities, It seems clear that Farringdon ward, for exam-
ple, has been reduced in arca by the later addition of
Aldersgate and Cripplegate Wards (Fig 145, nos 15,
161, This suggests that the latter two are creations past-
dating the initial developments of AD 900, a date when
the area north of Cheapside was not intensively seatled,
A context for the establishment of those two addition-
al wards must therefore be the increase in population of
the insulae either side of Wood Street, a development
that archacology has shown to date o the pernod
950-1050. Once again, a picture 15 produced in which
*secondary’ wards that are unlikely to have been creat-
ed before the late tenth century are arguably imposed
on the primary structure, which should therefore be of
early tenth-century darte.

It is worth observing that Ethelred’s 1V Law Code
also refers 1o both Aldersgate and Cripplegate, both of
which, we are informed, are to be in the charge of the
guards, presumably a new arrangement that differed
from those elsewhere on the wall. This could suggest

Fig 145 Schemartic represemtarion of late medieval wards of London is shoton in relation to City wall and tenth-comtury
sertlement core. It seemts that core area twas initially divided into a group of relanively small wards, while msch larger wards
covered area bermeen core ard mall, where sertfenrent was fess otesrve. Bridee Ward (uo ) 8 clearly a larer imposiinges on
intitial parrern. The lare medieval ward soructure of the City of London i shoton iy relanion to the enth-century sertlemens
area and twarerfront fine: | Bread Smeer; 2 Queenhithe; 3 Cordwarmer; & Vinery; 5 Walbrook; 6 Dewggare; 7 Langhbours;
& Candlersick; 9 Bridge; 10 Billingsgate; 11 Cheap; 12 Cornhill; 13 Farringdon (Within & Without); 14 Castle Baynard;
15 Aldersgare; 16 Cripplegate; 17 Bassishaw; 18 Coleman Streer; 19 Broad Streer; 20 Bishopsgate; 21 Lime Streer;

22 Porrsoken; 23 Aldgare; 24 Towver,
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that both gates in the north-west corner of the City had
recently been reopened, rebuilt or modified in a major
way, perhaps as a consequence of the increasing popu-
lation seeking new, More CONVEnient aCCess FoOULes.
Thus our retrogressive analysis of the ward struc-
ture has suggested that an early tenth-century pattern
of large and small wards, closely reflecting the
Alfredian core settlement area and outlving ficlds, was

subject to major changes. Some of those changes can
be dated, as in the case of the building of the bridge in
¢ AD 1000, or the gradual sentlement encroachment
over the formerly unoccupied Cripplegate area, Since
these archacologically devectable changes vook place
after AD 950-1000, then a case can be made for
assuming that the initial disposition of the ward struc-
ture must date to the early tenth century.
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Cripplegate’s medieval
monuments

In additon w acung as honorary director of the
BEMLEC, WF Grimes was also the archacological con-
sultant for the Corporation of London, advising them
on matters relating to their ancient monuments and
how they might be displaved. He attended many meet-
ings with Corporation officials and the Ministry of
Works at which preservation issues and the display of
the City wall were discussed: the corfespondence file
mentions oné such in November 1965, for example,
which would have considered the implications of the
Barbican Wallside development, following the recent
discovery of Bastion 11a, This role is also mentioned in
a letter from the Corporation in November 1972,
which alludes to the “discussions which have aken
place between yourself and varsous officers of the cor-
poration, on many occasions’, on such matters, He was
being asked for his ‘observations on the treatment of
the wall and associated works in order that these could
be incorporated in the proposals under consideration”
WFG22a Cor). Grimes was stll acting in this role at
least as late &s 1980, some scven years after he had
retired, as the correspondence files show (eg WEFG2,
Cor 20/10079; 27/5/80).

The displays of the City wall and of the remains of
the first church of 5t Alphage were one such matter,
which was resolved and published with pride by the
Corporation (Forty 1955) as has been discussed
above (see Fig 100, Although the south facing eleva-
tion of the City wall had been wreated as a visible
monument since the nineteenth century (as the
weathered commemorative plague states), the north
face had not been exposed o public gaze for some
centuries, The Blitz provided the opportunity for the
Corporation to reveal and consolidate it, working
under the guidance of Professor Grimes for the acad-
emic input. Similar exercises were made with the
Bastions 12 to 14 (Figs 146 and 147}, while special
arrangements were called for when Bastion 11a was
unexpectedly discovered in 1965, Here the truncated
stubby foundations were deliberately extended to
form a complete plan of the base of the tower, 50 as
to make the monument more meaningful to the pub-
lic. This was a relatively novel departure for Professor
Grimes, who but rarely agreed to embellishing surviv-
ing masonry monuments, bevond the work required
for their consolidation and safety.

The problems posed by the nearby tower of 5t
Mary Elsing also exercised the minds of the
Corporation and their consultant, but the solution
adopted was not commemorated with a publication as
had been the case with the 5t Alphage wall (Figs 148
and 1499, This was presumahbly because the result was
a rather unhappy compromise in which the pardy
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demolished remains of a medieval church tower were
‘preserved” in situ while the Barbican redevelopment
plans continued unsympathetically around them.
Unlike some of the other medieval elements retained in
the post-war designs, the preservapon of St Mary
Elsing was quite clearly an afterthought, its survival
depending on accident and argument. Part of the tower
that survived the Dissolution of the Monasteries, the
Great Fire of London and the Blitz is stll standing,
albeit incarcerated inaccessibly in a walled compound
next o six lane highway, Somewhat surprisingly for
such a ‘miraculous survival’ (Huelin 1996, 34), it can
claim to be the most neglected and least known
medieval monument in the City.

In truth in could be argued that the otherwise laud-
able drive to conserve and consolidate sections of the
City's medieval and Roman heritage in the Cripplegate
arca as elsewhere was a task only half completed in the
immediate post-war era. The monuments were cortain-
by there for all to see, but the associated explanations
and imerpretations were all voo often at best uninspired
or at worst, non existent. This oversight was much
improved with the development of the Ciry Wall Walk
plagues and handbook, which were officially launched
as late as 1986 (Chapman e af 1985). Some of these
information boeards are now showing their age, and the
ume i coming for new initatives o enhance owr
understanding and appreciation of the Ciry's ancient
monuments, the last fixed poinis in a wwnscape in
which many of the mulustory office blocks that
Professor Grimes saw rising from the bomb rubble in
the 1950s and 1960s have themselves been rebualt.

The large scale rescue excavation programmes cons-
ducted by the Muscum of London, which began in the
carly 1970s, long after the EMLEC had withdrawn
from the City, have also exposed sections of the town
wall and other medieval monuments, The marked
change of ethos that accompanied this work has meant
that few sections have been preserved for future gener-
ationg to abserve. Much of the lave thirteenth-century
medieval extension of the defences in the Fleet valley
was excavated in the early 19905, but none of that sec-
tion is now visible, for example, Exceptions to this sad
rule are the fifteenth-century postern at Tower Hill, a
fragment of the Blackfriars range in Carrer Lane, and a
chapel from Holy Trinity Aldgare. All in all a modest
collection of medieval monuments when ser beside
what was achieved by the impoverished RMLEC.

Archaeology after the Blitz:

excavation or evaluation?

This volume has examined the conditions and
concepts that constrained the RMLECS excavation
programmic, and has re-cvaluated its work i the light
of more recent analysis, both on the artefacts and on
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Fig 1496 Ancient maovirrens i a blirzed toronscape; Baston 12 in 1947 lpoking east. (The Sphere)

the field records. Although excavanon methodologies
and recording techniques have now changed, we have
tried to show that there is much that is new and can be
learned from such a reappraisal of 30-year-old records,
especially when considered alongside modern research.
This, at least, is the general thrust of the previous chap-
ter. The vision and the opportunity were certainly there
in 1947 but not, alas, the resources to realise the full
potential of the situation. Yery few long sequences of
stratigraphically related features and associated finds
were recorded: the 17-vear RMLEC programme pro-
duced many sections, but all weo few phased plans
when compared with what might be expected from a
more recent urban site,

As a sampling exercise the RMLEC's results have
]:lnn-'-ur] most instructive, This 15 1 it=elf an important
lesson, for it suggests that major long term open aren
excavations are simply one way of acquiring useful
archacological data: intensive sampling progrommes
also have their place, programmes in which, by con-
trast, many (relatively) small observations are made
over a wide area. This was the pattern adopted our of
necessity by the RMLEC, and it has much in common
with the present stare of archaeological investigations
within the City walls. From 1973 to 1998, the Museum
of London teams were used to mounting major open
area excavations as a matter of course, urtilising

resources on a scale that the RMLEC could mor hawve
begun vo consider in that age of austerity {eg Rowsome
20007, Since the imposition of Planning Policy
Guidance Mowe 16 in 1990, more time has increasing-
ly been spent on smaller scale evaluation work, in
which a single trench might be used o determine the
archaeological porential of a site in advance of the
granting of permission w redevelop it, Thus London's
field archacologists now collect site evaluation data
from such small excavations in a way  and would be
strangely familiar to Professor Gnimes, Consequently,
if they wish o discuss whar the long term value is of
recording data in such a fashion {eg Philpomns 1997),
they would do well to consider the results achieved by
the RMLEC,

From all this it follows that the old field records
need to be as carefully curated and conserved as any
field monument if they are to have lastng value: I;]':-,Hl,'
can only be reinterpreted and new lessons drawn from
them if they survive and if they remain accessible. It
was argued that the RMLEC records of the 51 Bride's
cxcavarions of 1952—3 had i.|'|'||:|n1-.'v|.'|:| with age, 10 the
sense that more recent work had '|_'||'|.|'|.'|.-|j-e,:|;,| a richer con-=
text into which to review them in 1994 than was avail-
able to Grimes 40 vears carlier (Milne 1997, 114). The
same is surely true of the Cripplegate records, for we
now have detailed work conducted on sites n the



G ST MO UMEN TUM KECTRES, CIRCUMSCE 135

2+ *F RN RERTRR A EEEREN '

Fig 147 Anciemy monnrient in a modern Ciny: Basrion 12
i T9O0 projecting mio newy ity ditch’, lokeng eastevards
aver the Barbican. (GLA GRRISE)

newly discovered amphitheatre 1o the ecast (Bateman
19943, on medieval developments o the south and
west, and a far better understanding of the growth of
Saxon London than was possible in 1968, In other
words, the old excavation results need 1o be continual-
Iy reassessed in the light of new work if their full value
s to be extracted. The case for posinvely investing in
London's archacological archives rather than dishand-
g or disowming them could not be clearer.

Te conclude, the reappraisal of the results of the
REMLEC'S wisionary programme of archacological
excavarions on the bomb sitezs of London have
produced data thar are still valid, The study of that
material has, for example, facilitaved the compilation
of a cohesive pattern of medieval development within
the study arca. The reinterpretations of the old daa
naot only challenge our ideas on the medieval City, but
also provide new models and fresh insights into the
development of the town as @ whole. That those
records could support and sustain such reworkings
should stand as a major ribute 1o the RMLEC, who
had barled against all odds o collect that evidence. It
should not be forgotten that the most immediately
tangible consequence of Professor Grimes' work after
the Blitz in the Cripplegate arca was that many of the

Fig 148 The siarkly consolidared reweatns of the fourteenth-
centiry fotver frome ohe Eldng Spaeal, larer Sr o Alphage
chercl, @i daid one beiide vhe mew Lovdon Wil lghoay in
I963. (Guildhall Library)

Fig 149 The remains of ohe Elsing Speral fn [986, wismed
from cthe sencfi-east, (Ken Walton, London Archacological
Research Faciliry)

medieval features discussed in this report are stll wis-
ible woday: Bastions 11a, 12, 13 and 14, sections of
the town wall, an approximation of the associated
ditch, the remains of the hall of the Barber Surgeons,
the churches St Alphage, 5t Mary Aldermanbury and
the towers of 5t Alban’s and of the hospital of St
Mary Elsing. All have been deliberately preserved
within the City's ever changing post-war townscape,
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in spite of the very considerable pressure 1o redevelop
this part of the war ravaged town around the line of
the infamous Route 11 (the highway now known as
London Wall). Some of these monuments are actual-
Iy wvisible from within the Museum of London iself:
indeed, their prosamity to that institution was one of
the reasons why it was built on the Cripplegate site
(Sheppard 1991, 163-5), The survival of these

preciows remains is surely 4 monument not just (o
medieval London, but particularly to the work of
three long serving members of the Roman and
Mediaeval London Excavation Council: Francis
Forty (from the Corporation of London), B St John
O Neil, (for the Ministry of Works), and of course o
the honorary director of excavations, Professor WF
Grimes himself,



Bibliography

Aavwarer, Dy 1965 A Dicrionary of Sairn

Baddecley, ], 1922 Cripplapare: oue of the 24 eoards of ehe Oty of
Lomdonr (privately princed)

Ball, M, 1977 The Wiwnhipfin Compamy of Bremers, London

Barron, ©, 1974 The Medivoal Greddiall of London, London

—, 19953 Centres of conspicuous consumption: the aristo-
cranc town house in London 12001550, Lowdon F, 20.1,
1=t

—, 1995b London in the later Middle Apes 1300-1550,
Lownden §, 20.2, 22-33

Bateman, N, 1994 The London Amphitheatre, Crrrens
Archaeod, 137, 164-71

—, 2000 (Fladirmrs ar the Gulddhall, London

Bayley, |, 1992 Membworking Ceramics, Medinal Ceramice,
16, 310

—, Tortheoming, Pes-sedioval cenaomics and crucrbles from the
City ofitch ar Cripplepate

Beck, B, 1970 The Halls of the Barbers, London

Bell, W, Courill, F, and Spon, G, 1936 Loudon Wal through
Faghvieen Camponies, London

Beresford, M, and Hurst, J, 1971 Deserted Medieval Fillages,
London

Bertram, [, 1987 Gleanings from Ciry churchyards, Mow
Braar Noo Trams, 14.2, 143-50

Betis, I, 19%4 Appendix: medieval floor tiles in Lonadon
churches, in Schofield 1994, 13340

Hetts, I, Bateman, M, and Porter, G, 1995 Two Late Anglo-
Saxon Tiles and the early history of 5t Lawrence Jewry,
London, Mediepal Archasal 39, 165=T0

Biddle, M, 1966 Excaovations ot Winchester 1965: fourth
imterim report, Amg T, 46

—, 1967 Excavations a1t Winchester 1966: fifth interim
report, Anuryg ¥, 47

—, 1968 Excavations a1 Winchester 1967 sinh interim
report, Anmag T, 48, 250-84

—, 1969 Excavations at Winchester 1968: seventh interim
report, <Anry §, 49

—, 1970 Excavations at Winchester, 1909: sghth interim
report, Antyg §, 50, 277-326

Biddle, M, Hudson, 17 and Heighway, ©, 1973 The Fuure of
Lowdon’s Pesr, Worcester

Birch, W (ed), 1BET Hisorical Charters and Constitutional
Documenis af the iy of London, London

Blackmore, L, 1986 Early and Middle Saxon Buildings in the
Gireater London Area, Losdont Archrend, 5.8, 207-16

Bloe, ), 1948 Report on the visits made vo the site of All
Hallows, Lombard Streer, Thew Losrdon Middierex Archasal
Soc, 9.3, 180-87

Hoddington, A, and Rhodes, M, 1979 Excovations at 48=50
Cannon  Street, Ciy of London 1975, Troms Londom
Middierex Arnchasod Nog, 30, 1-38

British Musecum 1907 Clude ro the Mediera! Room, London

Brooke, C, 1989 The Saxe-Normran Kings, Glasgow

Brooke, C, and Keir, G, 1975 Lomdon SO00-1216: The Shaping
af a City, London

Butler, J, 2001 1600 years of the Ciry defences at Aldersgate,
London Archaeol, 9.9, 23544

Butder, L, 1986 Church dedicarions and the cults of Anglo-
Saxon Sains in England, in The Anplo-Saxes Church (eds
L Butler and R Morris), CBA Res Rep, 60, 44-50

137

Camps-Linney, [, 1997 51 Mary Elsing Spital: from hospital
priory 1o parish church, unpubl BA dissertation, Inst
Archasol, Univ London

Carew-Hazitt, W, 1872 The Livery Comparies of the City af
Lordon; their origen, charecer develspmaenr and socral mmpor-
tamee, London

Carter, P 1913 A Higery of &1 Mary the Firgnn,
Aldersmanbury, London
, 1925 Mistory af the Church and Parish of St Alphage London
ad, London

Chapman, H, Hall, ], and Marsh, ¢, 1985 The London ¥l
Wik, London

Chew, H, and Kelloway, W, 1973 London Assize of Nusanee
{300-1431, London Rec Soc, 10

Chew, H and Weinbaum, M, 1970 London Ewe of 1244,
London Rec Soc, 6

Chivwood, P, and Hill, J, 1987 Excavations a1 51 Afban's
House, Wood Sereet, Archaso! Today, 8.11, 13-16

Clarke, B, 1964 The Parisk Churches of Lordon, Loadon

Clarke, H, 1898 The Gty Churches

Clifton-Taylor, &, 1972 The Faern of Enplish  Burlding,
London

Cobb, G, 1989 Lendan City Churcher, London

Cohen, M, 1994 Church [avestgations in the City of London
LETE-1968, unpubl BA dssertation, Inst Archacol, Univ
London

—, 1995 The Birth of Church Archacology in London,
Landon Archaeal, 7.12, 315-20

—, 1997 The hall of the Barber-surgeons, Lamdom Anchasod,
B8, 163-7

Cotter, [, 1992 The mystery of the Hessian Wares,
Fveryday and Exotc Pooery from Enropy 630=I900 (eds D
Giaimster and M Redknap), 256-72, Ouford

Cowie, R, and Whyrehead, R, 1989 Lundenwic: the anchae-
ological evidence for mid-Saxon London, Arrgede, 63,
The-18

Daniell, A&, 1907 London Crpy Churches, London

de Boe, G, and Verhaeghe, F (eds), 1997 Urbarior o medsstal
Faurope: papers of the medietal Furope Brugpe 1997 Conference, 1

de Gray Birch, W, 1887 Cotaelogwe of Seale in the Department
af Manwusoriprs, British Mus

de Shortt, H, 1965 O Saren; London

DUA 1976 Archacology in the City: March-Apnil 1976,
Lowdon Archasd, 3,15, 400411

Dunning, G, 1932 Medieval Finds in London, Arrg 7, 12,
177

— 1935 A Medieval Copper Bowl from London, Awmeg J, 13,
170

==, 1937 A ldth=century well at the Bank of England, Awig
T 17 41418

—, 1940 Londen Medieval Pottery, Medicval Catalogue,
Loadon Mus, 210-15

Dryson, T, 1980 Aldermanbury: a possible case for contimu-
ity? in ] Schofield and T Dvson (eds) 1980, 42-3

—, 1984 LUDE2 Ludgae Hill: hisworical survey, unpubl
archive rep, Mol

= 1993 London's City Wall: an assessment of documentary
sources, unpubl rep, Mol AS

Dwson, T, and Schofield, [, 1984 Saxon Londos, i Aeplo-
Suxon Toeers (ed | Haslam), 285-313, Chichester



138 EXCAVATIONS AT MEDIEVAL CRIPPLEGATE, LONIDON

Eeles, F, 1910 Dhscoveries during the demolition of St
Michael Bassishaw, Trams London Medderer Archaeol Soc,
2.1, 164-78

Ekwall, E, 1954 Sereer Namies of the Ciby of London, Omford

Flintham, [y, 1998 Archacological Irvestigations into the
Englsh Civil War Defences of London, Lowdon Archacol,
B9 233-5

Forty, F, 1955 London Wail by St Alnkage Churchyard: expo-
sure and preservanon of Homan ard Medreval Eondar,
Cruildhall Miscellany §

Carmonsway, (0 (ed), 1972 The Angle Navow Chromcle,
London

Gitlchrist, B, 1995 Comtemplanon and Achon: the abher monas-
miciim, Leicester

Glendinning Nash, ], 1919 Hinory of St Alphage, London and
Elsing Priory

Gordon, C, and Dewhirst, W, 1985 The Wind of Cropplagane m
whe Crry of Lomdor, London

Goss, ©, 1947 A hisvory of the Parish of St Mary the Virgin
Aldermanbury, Trams Lomdos Middlerey Archaend Soc, B,
11364

Grainger, [, and Hawkins, [V, 1988 Excavarions at the Royal
M sive 1986-8, Lowdor Archeeod, 5.16, 429-36

Grimes, W, 1968 The Excovamon o Roman ard Medicval
London, London

Gaildhall Museum 1908 Caulogue of the Collection of Loradont
Anfiguatics in the Guidball Museum, Loadon

Hammerow, H, 1993 Evcovanons af Mucking, Walime 2: the
Anglo-Saxon Seilement, HEMC Archacol Rep, 21

Hammond, M, 1995 The Sunken Featured Buildings of the
Late Saxon Ciy of London, unpubl MA drsertabion,
Unniv of Dawrhiam

Hanmsen, ], 1989 Order and structuse in urban design: the
plans for rebudlding of London after the Grem Fire of
1666, ERISTICS, 33475, 2241

Harben, H, 1918 4 Dectionary of Londan, London

Harding, V, 1992 Burdal Chodee and Burial Location in bave
Medieval London, in Dearh i weeme: Urban resporien to the
dvong and the dead, TOO0-1600 (ed 5 Basserr), 119-35,
Lejcester

Harris, |, and Taiy, A, 1979 Caralagur of the Drnoings of frige
Tones, T Webb and letac de Ciric ar Wiweester Collepe Ohford,
Oreford

Haslam, [, 1988 Parishes, churches, wards and gates in cast-
ern London, i Mingrers amd Parih Chueches: the Deal
church in prrsarrion (ed | Blair), 35-43, Oxford

Hawer, C, 1997 The Church of 5t Mary the Virgin,
Aldermanbury, Fedlesolagy Today, 14, 8-11

Hauer, C, and Young, W, 1994 A Comprehensive Fistory of the
Londom Church and Penish of St Mory the Vegon, Aldermurnbury

Hebditch, M, 1978 Towards the Future of Loadon's Past, 1
Collectanca Londimiensia (eds | Bisd, H Chapman, and ]
Clark), LAMAS Spec Fap, 2, 23-31

Hill, I», 1969 The Burghal Hidage: the establishment of a
wext, Mediceal Archaesd, 13, 84-52

Hill, %, 1955 Buried London, London

Hobley, B, 1988 Lundenwic and Lundenburh: rwo cites redis-
covered, in The Rebirth of Tomrms am the Bise AD 700-1050
{eds B Hodges, and B Hobley), CBA Res Rep, 68, 60-82

Haolling, F, 1977 Reflections on Tudor Green, Prar-Medicval
Archacol, 11, 61-6

Hope, ¥, Birch, G, and Torry, G, 1982 The Freedosn: the pan
and presenr of the Mvery, guilds and Ciey of Lordon,

Horsman, ¥V, Milne, C, and Milne, G, 1988 Aspeces of Savo-
Nowmusit Lowndor, 1) building and sreer development, LAMAS
Spec Pap, 11

Howe, E, and Lakin, I3 forthcoming, E:ripp&;gul'r. MolAS
AT T

HMSO0 1942 Fromr Line 194041 The afficral Story af the Croal
deferice of Brirair, London

Huelin, G, 1966 Mmihed Chorcler of ehe Ciry of Lowalon,
Gudldhall Library

Hurst, DG, 1969 Medieval Britain in 19638, 2: the Church of
St Mary Aldermanbury, Meaficoal Arcfacal, 13, 251

Hurst, G, Weal, Iy and van Beuningen, H, 1986 Prerery pro-
dieced and raded iw morth-toerr  Ewrope [ 350-1650,
Romerdam Pap, 6

Hyde, R, Fisher, |, and Cline, R, 1992 The A-Z of Resroranion
London, London Topogre Soc Publ, 145

Jeffery, P, 1996 The City Churches of Sir Ghristopher Wren,
London

Jenkinson, W, 1917 Lomdan Churcher h;,ﬁ:lrt the (rear Fire,
London

Johnson, I, 1980 The Ciry ablaze, London

Jope, E, and Pantin, W, 1958 The Clarendon Hoel, Oxford,
Owomiensia, 23, 1-129

Eeene, I, 1985 Cheapeide Before the Gread Fire, Economie
and Social Research Council

—, 1995 London in the early Middle Ages, London T, 2.2,
9-21

Kendrick, T, and Radiord, C, 19475 Recent Discoveries ar All
Hallows, Barking, Anrg T, 33, 14-18

Eingsford, C, 1917 Historical Motes on Medieval London
Houses, Londan Topogr Rec, 11, 28-81

Lakin, I, 1992 Preliminary Survey of the Visible Sections of
the Roman and Later City Wall, unpubl archive rep,
Mol AS

Lambert, G, 1890 The Barber's Company, Trany Lomdom
Middlesex Archaeol Soc, &, 125-89

Lobel, M, V989 The Brinsh Adas of Fesoric Towns, 30 the City
of Lawmsdon from Prefisroric Times to 1520, Oxford

London Museum 19490 Medieval Caralogue, London

Maloney, ], and Harding, C, 1979 Duke's Ploce and
Houndsdiseh: the medieval defences, Lomdom Archasod,
3.1%, 347-54

Marsden, I, 1965 5t Nicholas Acon church, Micholas Lane,
Medieval Arehasol, 9, 1856

—, 1967 Archaeological finds in the City of London 19634,
Trams London Middlesex Archacel Soc, 21, 189-221

—, 1968 The church of St Michacl Bassishaw, Thena Lordon
Midiflescx Archaeol Soe, 22, 14-16

Marthews, L, and Green, HM, 1969 Post-medieval potery
from the Inns of Court, Pos-Medicoa! Archaced, 3, 1-17

McCann, B, 1993 Fleet Valley Project; interim report,
unpukl archive rep, MMolAas

McHardy, A (ed), 1977 The Church en Londom, 1375-1392,
London Rec Soc 13

Merrifield, R, 1965 The Romaa Ciby of Landon, London

—, 19683 Londom, City af the Romans, London

Mills; P, 1996 The Bastle of London 1066, London Archacod,
8.3, 50-62



HBIBLIOCGRATHY 139

Mills, P, and Oliver, [, 1962 The Servey of Braiding Sices fa vhe
City af London after the Girear Fire of 1666, London Topogr
Soc Publ, §

Milne, G, 1990 King Alfreds Man for London?, Lowmdon
Archzeod, 6.8, 206-7

—, 1902a Tomber Brldmg Techmigues i Londom © S00-1400,
LAMAS Spec Pap, 15

—, 1992b (ed) From Romian Banfca o Medieoal SMarker,
Landon

—, 1997 5r Bride Church Lomdow: anchasologrcal reseanch
I952-60 and 1992-5, English Heritage Archaeol Rep, 11

Milme, G and Wardle, A, 1993 Early Roman development at
Leadenhall Court and related research, Thams Lomdom
Middlesex Archacol Soc 44, 23-170

Mol, 1987 Micein of London: Department of Urban
Archacolagy Archree Caalagne, London

MoLAS, 1997 Asscsament Report of Excovations at Shelley
House EC2, unpubl rep

—, 190E dAmrual Reeuep for 1997, London

Morton and Muntz (eds), 1972, Carmen de Manmmges Prosfio
af Grary Biskhap of damiens, Osford

Munday, A, 1633 Tohn Sfees Suroey of Londor, London

Wenk, B, and Pearce, ], 1994 Two Stamford-type ware mod-
elled birds from London, Medicpa!l Ceramics, 18, 77-9
Norman, F, 1903 Ancienr Halls of the Ciry Guilds, London

Orton, C; 1988 Post-Roman pottery, in Excavanons v
Sowrhwark [973-4 (ed P Hinton), LAMASS Surrey
Archaool Soc Joint Publication, 3, 205-344

Oradey, I, 1978 The Medieval Church Dedications. of the Ciry
of London, The Lomdon Middlesex Archaeol Soc, 29,
117-25

Page, W, 1909 Religious Howses, Fictoria Cowney History af
Londown, 1, 535-7

= 1923 Lomdow ity argim and eary devedoporenr, London

Parnell, G, 1993 The Foever of Lomdon, London

Pearce, J, 1992 Poe-Medieval Foreery in Lowdon | 500 700 ool
1: Border Wares, London

—y 1994 The pottery from excavasions af Boston House
S0=04 Old Broad Street (BRO90), unpubl assessment
rep, MolAS

—y 1 Medieval and later poitery from excavations ag
Shelley House, 3 Noble Sweet (WST%4), unpubl assess-
ment rep, Mol AS

—, forthcoming (a), A collecrion of fime redioare cupe from the
Gty aff London anid ervdence for the carly §6ifh-ceniury Surroy=
Hamipahine Border Wiire indusery

—, in preparavion (b), The Meh-comury pontery sequence and
mipralteorking cerganicd fromi Cripplepate Biddings, City of
Laoredon

Pearce, |, Vince, &, and Jenner, M, 1985 A daved Tipe-sortes
of Lendon Medieva! Forsery 2 London=type Wires, LAMAS
Spec Pap, &

Pearce, [, and Vimce, A, 1988 A dared Tipe-teried of London
Medivoal Poerery 48 Swrngy Whiteroares, LAMAS Spec Pap,
10

Pevsner, ™, 1973 The Buiddings of England: London, the Cities
f.[mdm and Wentmmsier; London

Pralp, B, 1977 The Forum of FEoman London: excavations
1968-9, Briranmis, 8, 1-64

Philpos, C, 1997 London evaluations in the 19%0s, Landom
Archacol, 8.5, 137-9

Platt, C, and Coleman Smith, R, 1973 Excerarom
Medieval Sosrhampoon [953-89, Leicester

Porver, G, 1992 Archacological Survey of the Ciy Wall:
Bastion 12 and adppcent wall st Barbican Waterside
TS 1, unpubl archive rep, Mol AS

—, 1997 An early medieval settlement at Guildhall, Cry of
London, in G de Boe and F Verhaeghe 1997, 45-56

Powys Marks, 5, 1864 The Map of Mid-16th-century
London, London Topogr Soc Publ, 100

Pritchard, F. 1984 Late Saxon Textiles from the Caty of
London, Medirval Archaeal 28, 46-76

Rahtz, I, 1976 Eoavamons ar & Mary’s Church  Deerinirs:
1eri-3, CBA Res Hep, 15

Rahtz, P, Watts, L, Taylor, H, and Butler, L, 1997 S Mary’
Dierirurst, Woodbridge

Rawcliffe, C, 1984 The Hospitals of Later Medieval London,
Med Fise, 28, 1-19

RCHM 1929 Lowndon val 40 the Ciry, Roval Commission on
the Historical Monumenis

Reynolds, H, 1922 The Churches of the City of Lordon,
Londomn

Reddaway, T, 1940 The Bebuiding of Londom affter vhe Cirear
Firg, London

Roberison, A, 1925 The Lars of the King of Emplard froms
Edmimd 1o Henry I, Cambridge

Raodwell, W, 1997 Landmarks in Church Archacology: a
review of the last 30 vears, Chirch Archacal, [, 516

Rowsome, P, 1984 Excavations ar 1-6 01d Bailey (LU 82),
unpubl archive rep, London

—, 1905 Mumber One Poultry, initial Gadings Besoue News,
65, 3-b

—y 2000 Heart of the City, London

Rutledge, T, 1994 A 1 2th-century building on the London
waterfront, Lomdom Archacol, 7.7, 178-83

Salzman, L, 1952 Buidime i Erplond dowen o 1540, Oxford

Samuel, M, and Milne, (G, 1992 The Lederne FHall and medieval
muzrier, in G Milne (ed) 1992, 39-16

Sankey, I, 1992 Archacological Survey of the Ciry Wall:
HBastion 14 and adjacent wall ar Bastson House, Barbican
CTWG1, unpubl archive rep, MolAS

Saunders, H, 1951 Wepmimsrer Hall, London

Schofield, J, 1984 The Building of Lowdon from the Covsguacit g
the Grear Fire, London

— fed), 19872 Mursum of Londen: Department of Urban
Archacologry Archroe Catalapre, London

= 1987h The Londom Swrvews of Balph Tresmpel, London
Topogr Soc Publ, 135

—, 1994 [1996) Saxon and Medieval Parish churches in the
C‘ily of Loandon: a review, Trams London Meddlerex Archasal
Koc, 45, 24-133

— 1995 Medicoal London Howses, London

Schoficld, ], Adlen, F, and Taylor, C, 1900 Medieval Property
Development in the arca of Cheapside, Theny Losndon
Middierex Archassl Soc, 41 (1994}, 30237

Schofield, ], and Dyson, T, 1980 Archacolagy of the City of
Laomdor, City of London Archasoel Trust
o 1984 Saxon London, in Amplo-Saxen Towme (ed ]
Haslam), Chichester

Schofield, ], and Maloney, C (eds), 1998 Adr i
HII'EIP_I.' u_f.im:ﬁul I907-91- a gm]dfm records of excamaimans
by the Museum of London, Mol Archacol Gazett, 1

Schoficld, ], and Vince, A, 1994 Medieval Tieem, Leicester



140 EXCAVATIONS AT MEDIEVAL CRIPPLEGATE, LONDOMN

Sharpe, B R (ed), 1899-1912 Calndar of Lemer-books preseroed
amaing the arckioes af the City of Lowdoni: A-L, London

Shepherd, ], 1998a The Temmple of Mirheas, London, English
Heritage Archaco! Rep, 12

—y 1998b Archagwoagy i the Ciy of London [946-72: a guide
o records of excovanons by Projessor Wﬁn'mhrﬂb_ylﬁ:
Museum of Lordon, Mol Archaeol Gazett, ¥

—, fomthcoming The Rowaw Fomr av Crpplepare, Lowdorn,
English Heritage Archagol Hep

Sheppard, F. 1991 The Tregrury of Londow's Pasr, London

Simmons, T, 1879 The Lay Folly Mas Book, Early English
Text Sociery, Ordinary Ser, 71

Snell, L, 1978 London Chanrrics and Chantry Chapels, in
Collecramnea Londinieniia (eds ] Bird, H Chapman, and ]
Clark), LAMAS Spec Pap, 2, 216-22

Seeedman, K, 1992 Aupects of Saxo-Novseas Losdon, ool 11T,
LAMAS Spec Pap, 14

Sturdy, [, 1975 The Civil War Defences of London, Lowdos
Archaeod, 2.13

Tabor, M, 1917 The Ciry Churches, London

Tatton-Brown, T, 19846 The Topography of Anglo-Saxon
London, Amiguiry, 60, 21-30

—, 1990 Building Stone in Canterbury ¢ 1070-1525, in
Srone: quarrying and butlding in Enplond AD 43-1525 (ed D
Parsons), oy Archasol Inst

Taylor, F, 1945 All Hallows Lombard Street, Yrams London
Middleiex Archareol Soc, 9.1, 187-9

Terry, ], 1905 On the Cripplegate Bastion of London Wall
Trany London Middleiex Archaeol Soe, (M5} 1.4, 356-5

Thormas, H, 1828 The Wiends of Londow (vols 1| and 2}

Thormas, C, Sloane, B, and Philpats, C, 1907 Eveepanions ar
the Priory and Hepital of 5t Mary Spiral, London, MolAS
moanogr, 1

Thompson, A, 1937 Hiory of vhe Hosparal and Neer College af
the anmmcianon of St Mary w the Newark, Letcester,
Leicester

Trevil, P, and Bowsome, P, 1998 Mumber | Pouliry: late
Saxon and medieval sequence, Lomdon Archaeol, S:11,
283-9)

Unwin, G, 1908 (rev ed 1966) The {fdds amd Cowrpanies af
Lomidon, London

Vince, A, 1984 The Aldwych: mid-Saxen London discove
ered? Currerr Archaeod, 93, 310-02

— 1985 Saywon and Medieval Pottery in London: a review,
Medreval Archaesd, 29, 2593

—, 1990 Saxem Lowdom: am archacolagical dmoestipation,
London

—y 190 e (ed), Aspects of Saxo -Norman London H- Fruds and
Enpironmental Evidence, LAMAS Spec Pap, 12

— 19916 Early Medieval London: refining the chronology,
London Archaeol, 6.10, 263-71

Vineoe, A, and Jennmer, &, 1991 The Saxon and Eadly Medicoal
Puttery af Lordoa, iri A Vimee (ad) 19918, 19-119

Watson, B, 1992 The excavation of a Norman forress on
Ludgate Hill, Lendon Archass!, 6.14, 371-7

—, 1986 Excavations and obscrvations at Minster Court and
Minster Pavement, Mincing Lane in the City of Londos,
Trans London Middlesex Archacal Soc, 47 (1908), 87-103

Watsom, B, and Dyson, T, 1997 London Bridpe i3 broken dotor,
i 7 de Bov ard F Herfaeghe 1997, 311-27

Watson, B, Brigham, T, and Dyson, T, 2000 Londen Brodge:
2000 years of @ Rrver Crossimg, Mol AS monogr, 8

Waris, L, and BRahiz, P, 1985 Mary-le=-Porr, Hrural:
Excavarons [962-1, Bristol

Weaver, L, 1915 The Complete Building Accounts of the
City Churches (parcchial) designed by Sir Chrstopher
Wren, Archaelopiz, &6, 1-60

Weinbaum, M, 1976 Londor Evee of 1276, London Rec Soc
Publ, 12

Weinreb, B, and Hibber, C, 1983, The London Encyclopedia,
London

West, 5, 1985 Wesr Srow. The Anglo-Saxon Village, Ean
Anglian Archasol Rep, 24

Westman, A, 1987 The Church of 5t Alphege, Archaend
Today, 811, 17-22

—, 1994 Recording Bastion 14 of the Chy Wall, unpubl
archive rep, Mol AS

Wheatley, H (ed), 1956 Stoers Swervey of London, London

Wheeber, B, 1927 Londom and the ik, London Mus
Camlogue; 1

—, 1934 The topography of Saxon London, Amrqeny, 14,
200-302; 443-7

—, 1935 Lomdon and the Saxesd, London Mus Canlogue, 6

—, 1944 The Rebuilding of London, Aseguin, 18, 151-2

Wickham, I, 19949 All Hallows Staining, Mark Lane and the
crypt of Lambe's Chapel, Contexr, § Gty London Archanenl
Soc, 39, 26-8

Williams, A, 1958 unpubl RMLEC field notes, Mal. Grimes
London Archive

Williams, G, 1963 From Commanns fo Capital, London

Wilson, [}y and Hurst, G, 1969 Medieval Britain in 1968:
churches and chapels, Medsrval Archacel, 13, 250-52

Wisnd, M. 1965 The Medracval House, Londoa

Wroe-Brown, K, 1993, Barber Surgeons Hull Garden,
Monkwell Sguare London ECE, unpub! evaluaton reps
MolAS



Index
by Veromica Stebbing

Page sismbers in babd eeler 1o (bustrmbons

St Albar's Abbey (Hertfordshire), A6
Addls Siree giee (WHEG2D), 37, 12%
drove road (possible origin of name), 4%,
Bh, 121, 122, 127
environmental sempling ar, 58
frechenld lamd in; boughe by Brewers®
Company (1%bC), 49
Ails amd Oflsver, survey, 53
pits, ¥7
plan ol wenches, 37
postholes, 38
ansd Sehver Sereer, 4%
sunken-fesnared buildings ar, 37, 38, 40
REMILEC excavacions | 1959607, 37, 38
aer ahio Brewers” Company, Brewers'
Hally Enstinee of Archseology
advorwsons, TO, 1015 e alio churches;
parTCnage; priess
“Agpas” woodour, 6% see alke docomentary
SOLTCEs; MEps
agricalrure (in Saxon Ciny), 121, 122;
see alir fields; sirecrs

amles
ar St Alban's, 91, %5, 91, 96, 117
St Bride"s, 117

&t Mary Aldermanbury, 7%, 80, &1

St Mary Elsing, 108, 103

sor alo chapels
Aldermanbury (see mlio St Aary

Aldermanbury)

angienl deans, 109

manor of, 70

posbern ag, 32

ansd possshle Saxon palace, 127
akderriet, 3, 40, B, 1 2% we o memoriak
Aldcragatc

Bastion [5, a8 jusction wath, 30

bomb damape, |

datches, 35

Edte repasred (1337), 345

Saxen palace tradition, 127
Aldgase, churches a1, 123, 127
Aldgate Hermilage, 15

Aldwych, 120, 128

Aldfred, King, 120, 121, 129 e adio
popalaion; Saxon palsce wadicon;
setlemens

aligmmeenit, see churches; streecis; walls
All Hallows (Barkang), 63, 01, 94, 128;
m e Cirimcs, Prolfessor WE;
5t Alban's
All Hallows Gracechuarch, 96
All Hallows on the Wall, 30, 102
All Hallows Simiming, site of 35
All Hallors the Grear, 95
slmahouses [15th C, Brewers' Hall sie), 53
altar (revess Bor, 58 Mary Elung), 108, 112
Armersca, 70 wee alie Fullon, Missown;
51 Mary Aldermanbaary
amphitheatre, 128, 135
anatomy theatre (Barber Sargeons'), 58,
B0, &1, 6%, &4

ARCIEAL MO ST
after che Blinz, 133
Harber Surgeons® Hall, 153
bastions, 153
Corporation of Lendon and, 103, 105,
153
displaying. 133
and highwey along London Wail, 133, 135
miedieval in London, RCHM survey, 28,
a2
51 Alphsge, 101, 103, 105
%1 Mary Ehking and Elsing Spicsl, 108
Bl COPRCTVRTION, M08 LENEnS
Antbquaries, Sockery of, |
apse (St Alban's), 91, 90, 118
arcedes
51 Alban's, 97, 98
%1 Mary Aldermanbury, 75, 79, 82
%1 Mary Elimg, 113
e a0 arches; foundacions
archacological dum, s RMLEC
archasology, 24
of Anglo=Saxon London, 120
after the Blicz, 1, 133
of City, and Profewsor Grimes, 11%
of Ciiry churches, 1153
end developmient of medieval Ciry, 120
evidence for sgriculnare within City
walls, 122
evidence for demolizon s 51 Mary
Aldermanbary, 82
evedence for Saxon recolonisamson of
Ciey, 120
medicval, 1, &, 69
af micre- and macro-topagrapty, 119,
130
and origins of City charches, 6%, T, 73,
115
rescanch and rescue (Profiossor Ciramses], &
RMLEC, archacological madel for Ciny
churches, 118
FMLEC excavatsons at St Alban's Wood
Street site, &8, 00
RMLEL programme for Cry
excavations, I8
al 51 Afban's, B
ar 5t Alphage, 102
at St Mary Aldermanhbary, 70, T2, 73, To
of S1 Mery Fhing, 108
trenches for sive evahaagion 134
urban, 3, 119
wer alee City of London Archaeological
Society; Couancil for Britzh
Archacology; church archacolops
Department of Urban Archasealogy:
environmental sampling:
excavations; Trrimes, Professor WTF;
Instiruce of Archacology;
Medieval Archacology, Muscum of
Lamdon Archacclogy Service
(MolAS); RMLEC (Roman and
Medieval London Excavation
Council); Society for
Medieval Archsenlogy; uzhan
archacolagy

141

Archacology Service (Museam of
London), B5; see alre Musewm of
London Archacology Service
(Mol AS)

arches

bailding rechnsque (14th/I SthC), %6

St Alban's, 87, 34, 97, 94

St Mary Aldermanbury, 7%, 90, 81

St Mary Elsing, 108, 109, 111, 117, 118

architecis, 28, 71, Th, 58 ; alw Jones,
Imige; Sisson, Marshall; Wren,
Sir Chrisropher

archives

Grimes London Archive, 0

preservation of, 135

BEMILEC, Barber Surgeomns' Hall, 60

FAILEC sire nocebhook, Brewess” Hall, 49

BMILEC, S1 Allban’s, 58

arrow loops (Bastion 14, 30, 34, 33
artelacts

Baszion [d, 26

Cripplegace sites, 127

medieval, §

Meville™s Inn sice, 42

Fomun fort, 43

51 Alban's, 88, G0

51 Mary Aldermanbury, 73

ashler
blocks, ar St Mary Aldermanbury, 50
clumch, &1 51 Alban's, 96
Adhelstan, Bing, 36, 86
Augastinaan massion (597 ALY, 116
Augastinaan Prioey, 105

Baddeley, Sir John, 105
Barber Surgeons
anatomy theatre, 58, &0, 61, 63, &4
Bastion |7 incorparabed im courthouse, 27
Barbsrs grant leases of land (1 Tth), 63
guild, 53, 54
hall a8 ancient monument, 135
beases fram Brewers” Company, 54, 63
Basbsers and Surgeons separated (1745, 54
wow alpe Barber Surgeons’ Hall; Barbers”
Halk; ity Companies; Oy Halls;
excavations; puilds; Sargeons’ Hall
Barber Surgeons’ Hall (WFG2), 1, 6, 53,
a2, 6%, 47,
Bastion {7 incorporsted inmo coarthouse,
27,
budlt [ 1605), 35
City diefersoes. ased as west wall (1605), 35
designs by Indgo Jones, 63
destroved by bambs (19407, &0
medieval development of sie, 60
rebuili after Grear Fire of Londons, &1, 63
lasd parchased on ar Neville's Inn
(1a05), 43
plans of, &4, 65
pottery from, &1, 6%
excevations (RMLEC 1958-9), 60
Suwon cccupaon of e, B0, 63 e adis
Bagher Swurgeons; City Companies;
Cay Hally; excavations



142 EXCAVATIONS AT MEDIEVAL CRIPFLEGATE, LONDGN

Barbers' Hall, 54, 58, &3
Barbican (redevelopment), 27, 133; e
ale Bastson /2
bastions, 9, 24, 3, 31, 63
domestic wee of, 34
‘hollow', dating of, 16
lescazion af, 11
medacval, 2%, 27
ser alio Caty wall; Girisnes, Professor WF;
Homan incrval 1owers
Bastion {l'a (WG la), 24, 24, 25, 25, 34,
5
foodings, 11
discovery and display of, 133
Bastion 12 (WEFGIL), 25, 26, 27, 32, 35
footings, 25
display of, 134, 135
Bastion 1? (WG}, 27, 135
mcorporated imte Barber Surgeom”
comrthouse, X7, 63, &4
ased = warehouse, 28
medieval masonry foundations, 39
Bastion J4 (WG, 9, 135
arrow loops, 0, 34, 35
brooze pendan:, 28
and Ciry divch, 18
comsgrsction of, 2%
foctings, 11
porresy Fom, 20, 119
RMLEC menches for sampling deposin
any 27
used as madern warchouse, 2%
Bastion J5 (WEGE), 30
Bastion 2/, 3
Baymard's Casthe, 3, 131; dov alvo wands
becam slots, 129
belfrics, 103, 115
Bell Tower (Wilkam I, 32, 34
bells, 70, T, 102, 115
Bemedicrne Order, 86
berens, 10, 11, 24, 15
Baddle, Marim, 115, 130, 128
Billingsgane, 50, &6, 130, 130; 10 alo
warnds

Bishopsgane
St Botolph's chsrch, 127
hermitage, 35
div alie wards
beahops, b
Blamch Appleron, 122; see alie agriculnare;
fields; place amses
“blind” wall, S5 Alphage, 102
the Bz, 1, &
ard ancient City momuments, 133, 134
arl archacology after, 133
Brewers” Hall destroyed in, 37, 49
City Livery Company hall desroved by,
37
ardd Cigy wall, 133
St Alphage, 1ower busnt out i, 1035
Sr Mary Aldermanbury bumnt our in, 71
5¢ Mary BEliang, 133
warchouse at Bastion 1.7, destroved in, 28
s alse bomb damage; conservation;
Corporstson of London; Grimes,
Professor W, RMLEC
bomt damepe (World War 103, 1
Barber Sungeoss'Hall destroped by, 37, 60
Brewers' Hall destroyed by (199000, 37, 49
Ciry wall, external face revealed after, 9
coPmervanon of moneEments expoasd by, 2T

ERcavalson programamse for sies damisged
h]"-i
chiarches afier, 69

‘Baildings destroved by, 37, 41, 49, 60,
g, 0

Mevlle's Inn site destroyed by, 41
medieval Ciry walll revealed at 5t Alban's
after, 98
sbtes proposed for excevacion in City
afier, 4
St Alban's desoroyed by, 4
51 Alphage, remains of church after, 102
s ahio the Blize; conservaniong
Carparation of Londos; Grimes,
Professes W RMLEC
bones, 38, 39, 81, &3, 87; see alke burials;
charnel houses; exhamathons; toembs;
wals
Borderwane, 22, 13 s dlio palery
Boston House (Old Broad Street ssg), 23
sev alie podtary
boundaries, 45, 63, &7, 05, 129, 130; i
alre parishes; noads; wands
Baewls, 3; rew alie Cups; postery; vericls
Bowyers' Company, 5, 24; e ahio Cigy
Companics
Braun and Hogenberg, (Crmrater Otz
Terrarum), 65; ree afeo maps
Brewers' Company;, &
Crty Letter Book reference to (1292),4%
hadll feased to Barbers” Company

imcorporaned, 4%

frechold lamd in Addle Street scquired, 4%

Minume Book, 4%, 33

recoeds, 55

s alio Barber Surgeons; Ciny

Brewers' Hall (WFG15), &, 45, 49

‘Baywendowe' bult (15thC), 49

brick floors, &

chalk foundations, 50, 52, 53

construction and development of salg, 52

cuttings at site, 50-52

corversion of siie fo warehowsing
{18ch), 63

dating evidence, 55

destroyed by bomb damage (1940, 37, 49

desiroyed by Great Fire of London, 4%

development of site, 52, 57

Grimnes account of excavasion, 50; e
wlo Meville's lmn

alls bualt (1673}, 49, &3

lamd for, punchased an Meville's Inm, 43

leased to Barbers, 14223, 54

ML asd Ofiver, survey 1660, 33

Minume Book, 4%

mniorrar walls, 51, 53

postholes, 51

porery from, 51, 53

BRMLEC excavations (1%58], 49

EMLEC fichd motebook, 50

tiled Greplace, 50

walls, 50, 51, 52, 53

well, 52

frick

Bamzon 12, repaired with, 25

at Basteans |7 and 14, for warchouss
use, 28, 20

City wall, repaired with (¢ 1470), 36

Company halls rebuilt with, after Great
Fure, 37
crenellabions, 35, 104
parth, for leomweighis, 98
floors, 51, 53, &0, 5]
footings, 5t Mary Aldermanbiary, 82
mcdisval Mencwork maiked by, a1 5
Alphage, 105
miedieval windows blocked by, 30
sewer [1648]), 35
vats, Mevlle's Inn, 45, 50
vaualis, St Mary Aldermanbary, 76, 81, 87
walls ag Barber Sargeons’ Hall, 63
walls ai Brewers' Hall, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53
walls ar St Alphage, 103
windows, &%
s aliy busldings; masonry; mortar;
FAgUIONE; SIOne
bricklayers, 72, &2
brickwork parchies (St Albam's), 91, 96, 97
bridges, 56
Londes Bridge (1174), 96
Sawon, 129, 130, 131
w alio hagboar, wasds
Bricish Muaseumn, 2, 111
broeme pendang, 28; s ale Bastion 14
Brooks, Professcr, 11%, 129
Buskleribury shte (WEGH3), 39, s alss
sunken-fearused buildings
buskleng
materealy, dee hetchy chally fimg gravel]
limestone; martar; ragaone; rubble;
stone; timbsr
survey of City bualding sibes alter Gread
Fure (Mills and Oliver, 1669, 53
technique using arches (London,
L4th/ 1SR}, 96, 97
busldings
City verpagualar, 37
Crapplegate, and RMLEC (1944), 102
internal, a1 Roman fory, 4 e alio
Roman Bore
mawoney, 3, 37, 43, 6h, 67, Ta, TR, 94, 109
post-lcucal, 68
from Roman peniod, 89, @0, 122
Saxan, 31 Newgate Serect site (1976), 129
Sawo-MMorman, 37, 39
secubar medicval, 37, &7
‘short-lic’, and Leadenhall Cowrt
projest, 119
sunken-leamired, &, 37, 39, 80, &b, &7
report om, #1 51 Alphage and Elang
Spaal, 100
cimber 1 It/ 1200000, 128
see abio basibons; chapels; churches;
Company Halls; Cripplegate
Buildings; t seQuEnoes
Grrean Fire of 1666; halls; howuses;
planss town houses; warchoases.
bungage plots, 40, 4%, 4, 47
Burghal Hidage, 36, 120; sev alio
docunmentary sources
busials, 7O
exhumatsans, 72, 73, 88
reburials, 81, 83
and vaulis, 83, B3, 89
s alio bones; charnel hooses;
churchysrds; coffin plates; lead
cofling; memarials
bustreises, T, 95, 97; iee ale foandatsans



Cacn stone, 72, 96
candleitecks, 22
Cannon Swrect site (RMLEC, WFGIS), 40
Canzerbuary, Archbishop of, 101
Cupel House ($3-62 MNew Beoad Seeeet),
1oah'l iy portery finds, 2%
carmiageways (Roman fort), 45, 40 see abo
rosds
catile markets, 12; see ale Addle Sireer;
Cheapsade
cauldrons, X2
cellars, 39, 43, 50, 51, 53, &8, 103
Centre of Memopalitan Susdies, 120
CCTAMGCs
Barber Surgeons” Hall sive, 63
Cigy diech, 18, 19, 20
erucible fragments, 127
and foandation date, 3¢ Mary
Aldermantury, &5, 86
miedieval, 28
for metabworking, 23
and Museum of London, 10
for sequences, Brewers' Fall size, 50, 51,
52
& aiso datings pottery
cess pit (Meville's Inn sice), 4, 49; e atse
dirain pipes; latrine pits; sewers
challk
and brick wall, Brewers' Hall, 30
fandations, 41, 50, 89, 76, T8, 79, 85, 94
and gravel footings, St Mary
Té, TO
walls, 51, 52, 63, 95, 06
see alse bricks clay; foundaticns; gravel,
ragstone; rubble; towers; walls
chalk-lmed well (Brewers" Fall sie), 51,
52; see alre wells
chancels
St Alban's, B, 91, %4, 116
St Bride™s, 116
St Mary Aldermanbury, 78, 80, £]
St Mary Eling, 111, 104
chaneries, 70, 101, &, 102, 118
chapels
chamey chapels, 76, 78, T9, 118
and Cary parish churches, 117, 118
Elsing Spical, 107
Fulvon, Missower, 84
Haly Trimity, Aldgate, 133
peivate, King Offa, 84, 127
52 Alban’s, 88, 90, 91, 94, 95, %48, 97, 117
%1 Alghage, 101, 1032
51 Bride's, 117
5t Katharine's, Westminster Abbey, 10%
5t Mary Aldermanbury, 70, 7%, 76, 81,
117
Lt Mary Elsing, 105, 108, 10%, 111,
1, 113 115
chareaal, 38, 39
charnel houses, 70, 81, &3, B3; mv alio
boncs; bunal; chenckvands; coffin
plates; lead coffins; memorials
Cheam whiteware, 30; see alss poatery
Cheap ward, 130; see adio wasds
Cheaspside, 1,4, 6, 39, 114, 118
markets, |26
MolAS cxcavation, 52
and Saxon setibemnent, 45, 130
seoular masoney baildings (12cth C), 67
Chertsey tles; 81; s abio Booes; e
St Mary Aldermenbury

INDEX

Christchurch Gereyfriars (pest=-Dissolution
parish church), 104
chronology
Caty defendes a1 Cripplogate, 35
ceramsd sequenoe from Caty ditch, 19
Ciny ward serscnare, 129
ponery from Ciry wall deposics, 10
senlement in Cripplegare srea, 126
Ciny sertlement (RMLEC), 8, 119, 120
parssh soructuse, 129
Fooman fore, 41, 4%, 45
51 Alban’s, (Grimes), 91
£ o CORSIPUCTIOn sequences; daging;
dendrochronology; portery;

SEQUENCE
The Church (and excavarions ar St
Alban's), B8
church archaeclogy, 1, &%, 115, 118
church dedicarions, B&, 100, 114, 134,
127; e alio pagish churches;
Scandinavisn senlement
chisrch monuments; s grave slabs;
memarials; recesses; foambs
chisrchies
alignenent of, and Roman lort, 122, 128
aechacclogy of, I Ciry, 6, 89, T, 73,
11%
churches s monuments, 103, 108, 135
arsd Ciry wall, 70, 100, 124
conscreings on bulldisg s Cay, 95, 115
Cripplegae arca, 124
dming foundatson of, 115, 120, 125
development of, and topography, 118,
122, 124
endowment of, I City, 81, 117
excavasons and daung, 26
extraenural, 127
rebuil after Gireaa Fire (1686), 117
records at 5t Mary Aldermanbuory
[I576), 81
Saxon (51 Alphage), 4, 100, 101, 108,
106
Scandmanian settlensent and, 126, 134,
127
scitlemont pattern and, 126
vaulis in City churches sealed, B3
we ales church archaeology; church
dedications; City churches; City
wall; Fulton, Misscuri; galleries;
parish churches; pariches; RMIEC;
towers; Wren, Sir Chrisiopher
Charchilll, Ser Winston, 71; s alss FPalvomn,
Massoury; 5t Mary Aklermanbury
chuschyards, 0
St Albas's, 86, 88, 89, 90, %4, 99
St Alphage, 102
St Mary Elsing, 108
cinguefodl beaded niche, St Mary Eling,
i1
Cistercian hermitage, 1%
Cistercian ware (fGgurine saly), 22, 24
City
chizrgh archacology im, 69, 70, 73, 115
Eatcs, 131
Ciaildhall, &6
hospitals for poor in, 105
lease of land 10 Barher Suspeons by, 63
maural wowers established @, 32
medicval defences, 36
msdicval economy and maral estates, 37
post-war townscape, 135

143

ward sbructure, 129
s alio Ancienl momument; archacolopy;
Clay churches; Cary Compasies;
Ciry defences; Chlay dicgches; Ciry
Lenter Books; Cloy wall;
Cosposation of London; Grisnes,
Professor WEF
Chty chusches, 69, 70, TH, 86, 104, 105
biailding partern i 1 2k Mk, 117
and carthguake, (13823, 117
endowmsent of, 81, 117
rebush by Wren after Grear Fige [1666],
a8, 117
Ciry Comparses, &, 38, 66
cartherrware cups for, 24
Livery halls desprened in ireat Fire
[1668), 37, 49
wer alvy Barber Surgeons; Broweny”
Compary; Company Halls; orafts;
sy Livery Companics
City defonces, 6, 9, 25, 31, 32, 35, 58,
103, 122, 129, 133; sv afse bastions;
Pemsan foet; Coty digch; Cigy wall
City datches (WFGL, WERGIE), O, 1418,
22, 35, 36, 63
sequense sgaled under Bastson 4, 19
coramnics from, 23
inflled, 22, 23, 25, 128
medieval, 11, 13
post-medicval pottery from, 19, 21
poliery soquence fmam, 19
Roman, 13, 24, 128
RMLEC comparative profiles of, 20
sequence saled under Bastion [4, 19
see also Ciry defences; Saxon (Chry direh)
Ciry Lewer Bocks (1434), 4%, 58
Ciy of London Archaealogical Sociery (51
Michael Basasshaw), 73
Ciry wall, @, 11, 13, 34, 132
Barbers' Compary Hall and, 58, 61, 63
Barber Surgeons’ Hall and, 60, 63
bastoes, 9, 24, 30, 31, 32
brick cremellations (15ihi), 35
churches founded beside (1 2160, 70,
122
chranalogy, 35
display of, post-war, 133
domestic apastments i musal wers, 34
enclosing Koman forr, 4
Gelds ineide, 120
Footings, 19
medieval, 30, TO
Murage Granis to finance apkeep, 36
rarth face exposed after bomb damage,
o, 135
pomery froen, 10, 11
pegulations for upkeep (City Letter
Books, 1434), 58
repair of, 6
Roman, 10, 25, 25, 32, 35
Roomean foey and, 122, 123
Sn Alphage’s chusch and, 100, 102, 104
traad trenching for sites within, 3
wards arsd, 130
Civil War (England), 18, 35
Crvirates Ovbis Terrarum, 63; sor alio maps
clay, 51, 78
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closters, 35, 70, 79, 105
Cout, Kimg, 101, 126, 127
Coschmaken” Compasy, 37
Coarse barderware, 205 st alio ponery
colfim plates, 75, 83; soe alie buenals;
meiBorEl
codfing, 73, 7%, 81, B2, 83 s abo bones;
chasnel houses; churchyards; colfin
platess exhumatbons; memonials
coans, X8, 2%, 120
Common Coungl, 49, 55
Comparies, ree City Companics
Company Halls, 1, 23, 54, 63, &6
destroved in Greak Fise of Loadan, 37, 40
woe @l Barber Sungeons” Hall; Bashers”
Hall; Brewers” Company Hall; Cary
Companies; Sargeons’ Hall
conservaton, 27, 103, 133, 134 wer alie
ancient monaments; bomb damage;
Corpomation of Londan; Girimes,
Professor WF
Comstans (AD 346-50), 38
CONAFUCTHN
of wowers on Ciry wall (1 5th{C), 32
ol Bastioan 14, 26, W)
phases o Brewers' Hall sive, 50, §T
phases, ar St Alban's, 91, 94, %
s o dievelopmeent seguences
conkang pots, 19, 20, 22, 2% see ale
Pnery
Carmhill, 657, 122 131
Carparation of Lendon, 1
and ancient mosemens, 105, 104, 104,
133
and excavations, 38, 49, &0, 72, 75, §8
Grimes ansd, 24, 27, 101, 133
81 Alphage, 101, 104, 105
5t Mary Ehing, 108
Council for Beaish Archaeclogy (CHA, |
coizies, 29, 10Z, 103, 108, 115; e sl walls
crafis, &, 54, 67, T1, 102, 127; s abo
bricklavers; Ciry Companies; crafts;
drapers; guilds; siliowomen
crencilations (heeck], 35, 102, 104
Cripplegane
charches tn, 124, 125
Caty defemoes a1, 33
chronalogy of development, 126
Girimnes and work on, post-Ble, 1546
kalls amd houses in, sncresse in see
(14eh)y, 127
leatherworkers | 19ghC), 127
(fs’s Saxon palace, tradition of, 86,
127, 128
population in, 67, 1246, 127
prison {13kC), 35
EMLEC excavation plass, 5, 7, 11, 40,
4%, 123
EMLEC excavations programame, 3, 6, 0,
35, 37, 49, 60, &6, 0%, B8, 119, 134
secular medseval bualdangs, 37, 67
settlement pagbern, &6, 67, 120, 121,
1X3, 120
smreet parvern, &, 45, 120, 124, 127
strectscape, daang of, 122
urban megencration poss-Alfred, 120
ward system in, 129
Grrimies, Professor WF; RMLEC; 5
Alphsge; St Mary Elsing; sumken-
fearured baildings

Cripplegare Buildings (WEFG18), 11, 19,
3%, 2%
Cripplegate bermatage, 6
Cripplegate Ward, 23, 129, 130
crops, 121, 132; rw alse felds; food
crucibles, 18, 20, 22
Saxo-Morman, 45
from Caty dikch, 127
from Cripplegase Buildings and Shelley
Howse, 23, 23
& o CETAmics; potiery
crypis, se¢ Guildhall; West Crype
cscurbas, 23, 3%
cupels, 22
cups, 21, 2%, 24
Cursiers' Company, &, 24; se oo Cigy
Companics; Company Halls; crafs;
gullds
CUMAgs
Brewers” Hall sive (WEG15), 50
EMLEC, ponery distribution from, |19
St Alban's, B8, 99
sor alio excavacions; pomery; BMLEC;
sgquendes; trenches

Dancs, 100, 121, 124, 127
dats, 137; s ale archacology; dambases
databases, b, 39, 119
dating
bastions, 28, 20, 30,
Brewers' Hall site, 55
City churches with wwers, 109, 117
churches, from coffin plazes, 83
City ward structure, 119
Cripplegate street patborn, &, 120y 122
foundation of City pansh churches, 120,
125, 136
“heollow” bastions, %, 36
medicval Ciry sowrscape, 120
medieval Capplogate, 120, 122
parish chusches, 11%
parsh siructure, Crpplegale &rea, 120
poitery, 19, 20, 29, 42, 51, 85, 84, 120
Saxon intramisral Clry, 120
aherds from medieval Chy dicch, 19, 20
stave wall, Thames exchangs sie, 31
St Alban's, 91
St Alphage, 101, 103
St Mary Aldermanbusy, 71, Th
strect syslem, 122
see @bo archacolopy; chaonalogy; church
dedicatzons; dendrochronology;
dAevelehment Mquenne;
documenary sources; place names.
daul, 99, ser alie bbomweights
dedscarions, ¢ charch dedications
Dreerharst site (Gloucester), 101
defences
Corporation of London and histaric
sites, 103, 133
Lomdon's, &, 24, 35, 58
ward syscem and, 139
watch tewers for, 32, 54
s alee hastoes;, Ciry defences; Ciry
diech; Cigy wall; Roman forn wowers
demoditvon, 28, 30, T1, 72, 7%, 82, 105,
108, 104, 126
anutomy theare, Gl
madieval voaver, St Mary Aldermanbury
[t~ 1 0], BO
Foman fort, 122, 128

5% Alphage, 101, 105
e afse bastions; bomb damage; towers
dendrochronobogy, Y2, 130 e also
chronodogy; dating: timbsr
Dieparment of Urban Archacology, 39
depoaits
and bastsons, 10, 24, 25, 27
blacking west gate of Roman fort, 56
ini cellars, Mewille™s Inm, 43
pottery from, Saxon city, 120
Sawon loomweighns sealed in, %4
fromm Saxon dich; 11
of sl with poniery, 98
e whio dumnping; fills; pits; trenches
developmens
Hashican Wallside, X7, 133
medieval Cripplegme, 64
5t Albam's medieval church, 91, %1
s alio buildings; convruction phases;
redevelopmeent; development
EGUERLER
devclapment seqaenoes
Brewers” Hall sie, 52
Barber Surgeana’ Hall sive, &0
Meville's Inn, 43, 45
St Alban's, 91, 92, 93
St Alphage (first ard second churches),
101, 103
5t Mary Aldermanbury, 76, 77, 81, 82
see alke sequenon:
[Hocletan, 86
dihes, 22, 23
Dissodution of Momastenes, 102, 104,
105, 108, 133; ser oo charches;
parish churches
dsxnllason Maaks, 32, 25, 33
daniralasen
of phs, Neville's Inn site, 45
af pattery n RMLEC cuttings, 119
of Saxon Gnds, 120
diitches, see City ditches; Roman forn
documentiary souarces
for St Alphage™ charch, 101
beguests and reconds, St Mary
Alermanbiary, 78, B, 82
Buarghal Hidage, 36, 129
Ciry Letter Books, 49, 58
deeds of 31 Mary Eling51 Alphage,
105, 108
eiching of 5t Mary Elsing (< 1747},
108
Fitzstephen, William, 33, 121
Flarence of Warcester {1 18
Chronilel, 127, 129
padscial reconds, &
leases, 58, &3, 102
Mills amd (liver survey, 53
Misiste Book, Brewers' Company, 49,
%3
Munday, Anthony, 87
Muanimenn of Westminster Abbey, 100
Murage Grants, 36
St Paul's, acoounts end properties owned
by, 128, 129
for streets i Cripplegate arca, 125
s adio *Agm" woodout; archives; coffin
plares; Law of Athelonan; Laws of
Ethelred (1% aed Y); Loy Fodls Maas
Hook; mapa; Munday, Ambony,
Paris, Matibew; photographic



domesne
apartmenis in City wall towers, 54
ootupation m Cripplegate arca, &, 37
podbery, 19
Fubbsh, depesal, 22
wse of Brewess' Hall size, 53
sunkensfearured buildings, 19, 40
use of Bastion 21, 54
wall), 132
doors, 65, 04, 84, 97, 9%, 108, 10%, 115,
118
doorways, 108, 112, 118; e oo arches;
dosors; gares
dmin pipes, 24 e alis cean pir baring
iNs; SEWEry
drapers, 83, 127
Drrapers’ Comparny., 36; see alis Ciry
Companies; Ciry wall; Company
Halls; crafis
drinking wessels, 22, 24
drowe roads, e Addle Screen
Drukes PMace (postern); 56
dumping {in Ciry dich ¢ 1640, 22, 2%

Eadse, WT, T4, 75, T6
Early Surrey ware, 6%, 104 sev alve potrery
earthenware oaps {for City Companies), 24
earthaqualoe (1382), effecy on Ciny
chiurches, 117; ser alio parish
churches
East Crypt (Guildhall), 66
Edmund, Bishop and King. 129
Edward the Confesscr, 127, 128
Elias the Bishop, &
Elsimg, Sir Willisns, 104, 10%
pomdh peces ssncismed widh, 111, 115, 106
s el Flving Spical; S0 Mary Flsing
Ehing Spatal (WFG17 and 18], 100
e @l St Alphage and Eling Spatal;
St Mary Eling
chapel, 107
house for pesar at, 105
msedieval haspatal, 70, 115
51 Alphage and, 103, 105, 107, 108, 109
endowment (of City charches), 81, 117
ENY (Esumaned MNumber of Visscls), 19
aa o ity dinglh: poliery; soqucnoc;
vgnagha
enviroamentsl sampling, 38, 119
Essex fine redware, 223 i abio poflery
extares, {and medisval City econcany), 37,
5o alse Ciry; serdementis)
Estfield, Sir Willliam, 70, 80, §2
Ethelbert, King, 127, 128
Ethelred, King (laws), 36,127, 130
Eton College, 87; mw afee 51 Alban's
Ezcavanon Coundal, and post-war Cigy
excnvations, 3
The Excavanon of Romaa awd Madioval
Lowdow, 75; wv alke excavations;
Cirimes, Profossor WF; BEMLEC
excanations
bombed church sites, 2, &0
costs of, 3, 795, &8
Fleer valley (19904), 133
Cruildball, &6
Cruibdball Yard (1500}, 127
and medieval cooapation of Ciry, 121, 122
BMIEC medseval pottery sequences,
109, 122, 134

INDEX

Mol AS, 36, 39, 4%, 52, 127, 133

oopen area, 75, T4, 154

ard medeorn City redevelopment
programme, 88

BEMLEC Cripplogate excavation plans,
5, 7,10, 40, 45 123

RMILEC, Crapplegate escavarions
programme, 5, 6, %, 35, 37, 49, &0,
G, 69, 58, 119, 134

RMLEC methodalogy fog, in poss-war
Ciry, 2,4, 28, 73, 119, 133, 134

Saxon incramaral Ciry, 120

e alio bandons; Gremes, Profcisos W
laomwezghts; Muscum of Losdon
Archacolagics] Service (MoelAS)
plans; poreey; Royal Commidssion
on Hisarical Monuments;
RMLEC, RMLEC, Cripplegae
ttes eacavaced by

cucavations (sipes)

Addle Sereet (RMLEC 1959-60,
WFG21), 37, 38, 38, 39

Hasher Susgeons” Hall sive (RMLEC
1958-9, WEFG2), 60, 61

Basticn [la (WFG1a)

Haation 12 {(WEGI)

Bastion [3 (WPG2)

Hasziem 14 (WEGH)

Horon Howse (0ld Brosd Steeet wite),
2%, sec alie pogtery

Brewers' Hall (RMLEC, WG 5) 49-52

Bucklersbury (WEGHY), 30

Cannen Streen (WEG35), 40

Cheapside (MolAS), 52

Falcon Square (RMLEC 1956, WEGS),
42,43

Fenrangs Whas! (Southwark), 129

Fimancial Times (& FGIE), 39

Fore Street (RMLEC excavations,
WEGIT), 1%, X2, 102; ree alse
5t Alphage

Houndsdisch, 35

Iranmanger Lane, 19

Mark Lane site (WHG52), 39

Milk Sereet (1976, 34, 122

Meville's Inn (BMLEC, WEFG-5), &,
41, 41, 43, 44, 48, 49

Mewgate Street (1976], 120

31 Noble Street, (RMILEC excavations
1948-500, 30

Moble Street (Shelley House) sive
(MolAS 1998), 23, 3%, 45, 127, 128

e Bailey wite (1 1AC pottery Gnds), 35

(i Brasd Street (Boston House), 23

Poulery, (MalAS 1998), 39

Feoysl Ming sie, 67

Foval Opers House site (AMoLAS 1998),
35

St Alban’s, (EMILEC 1962, WRG22), 88

5t Alphage and Elsing Spital (RMLEC,
WEFGELT and 18}, 101-10%

5t Bride's (RMLEC records), 134

S Mary Aldesmanbury (RMLEC,
WEG22a), T2

31 Mary Elsing, (WFCG1T)

Watling Couart, 3%, 52

Windsor Court (RMLEC 1947, 2, 43,
4%, %8

Wood Sereet (MalAS 1998), 39, 128

exhumaticns, 71, 88; wor alre bunals;
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facimgs, 2%, 51, 80, 84, B6, 105, 102;
see afso beick; flim; stone; walls
Falcon Square site (WG, 42, 43
false-poiniing (51 Afban's), 96
Farnborough Hilk (red barder ware), 21
Farringdon Warg, 40, 129
Fenndngs Whast she [Southwark), 120
ferries, 129
feudalism, 36, 68 e abiy Nogman
Caongues
figld plans (RMLEC), sssessmens af, 119
fild recornds
meed for conscrvation of, 134
St Alban's, 94, 95, 06, 99
Mewlle's lan cxcavasana, 43, 45, 49
EMLEC, 51, 52, &0, 73, 75, B2, 88, 9,
95, 134
ficlds, 120, 120, 122, 129
figparing salt (Caercian wane), 22, 24
o aler muscusma; pofleny
fille, 11, 13, 18, 35, 127; e adio deposits;
mhlling
Fanarsezal Tisnes site (WEFGIE), 19
financing
archacological rescarch, 119
ExRCAVElNA, podl-war in walled City, 3
cxcavations, St Alban's, B8
cxcavations, 5t Mary Aldermanbury, 75
msedicval Losdon™ defencss (1 HRC), 36
finds
sallectsan pahey (RMLEC), 119, 120,
128, 134
Saxon, and recodanmsatian of City, 120
5% Allban’s sife, 74, &8, 00, 98
e ales artefact; RMLEC
Fire of London, see Great Fire of London
1 666
Breplaces, ¥, 51, 53, 5%; s alwo tiles
fish bomes, 3% see alie food; pleng maerzad
Fish Screer HHl, 121
Firmephen, Willism, %2, 121; s adio
documentary sources
flasks, see disellseon Raaks
Fleet valley excavatioms, %0, 133
Flemish fioor dles (S¢ Mary
Abdermnanbury), 817 s alio foors)
1les
flinc, G4
Bason 72, 25, 28
Basmon 4, 30
ﬂﬂﬂﬂi;: banded walling (51 Alphage],
i
facing for tower, St Mary Elsing, 108,
11, 115
Greplace, Brewery” Hall, 51
5t Alphage, 102, 105
51 Alban's, 96
floors
Brewers" Hall s, 50, 51, 51, 53, 60
Cruildhall, 66
occupation debrts under, wed 1o date
ety chunihes, 116
51 Alban™s, medicval church, 96
St Mary Aldermanbary, 71, 75, 80, 81, 82
5t Mary Fling, 109
s alie beschs wiles
Flarenee of Worcester {1 1thC Chronicle),
127, 12%
Follmoot, 128
food, 24, 39, 515 ser alvo agriclture; felds
Football {15chlC), 49
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fooungs

bastions, 11, 1%, 25

brick, &2

chalk and gravel, Th, 78, 79, &0, 82

51 Adban’s, ™0

stome and clalk, 58 Mary Allermanbury,
Té, T

st i Baslldinggs: excavanions; wallss
(L]

Fore Steeet site (RMLEC cxcavations,
WEGIT), 1%, 22, 102 soe ales 53
Alphage

Forge (Wood Sirect, 1357), &

fortress. (nepair af in Cigy), 365 v ale
Roman fore; defenoes; City defimees

Forts, s Roman fory

Fory, Francis, 88, 105, 150

Foendstion daces (churches), 115, 120,
125, 126

Foundmions

mrehes for (1G], 9 see alio St AThan's

Baszion [la, 24, 25

Baszicn 13, 28, &

chalk, 41, 50, 52, 53

chalk and geavel, 76, B0, 84

Ty, I8, 67

ragstons and Roman rabble, 94

Roman, 32

54 Mary Aldermsanbury, 74, 75, T8, T4,
g, 81, 85

Sa Alban’s, 50, 04, 97, 98

o, 58

for walls, Addle Sreet siie, 17

& i archies; nves; chanoels; chapels;
towers; walls

fronsages (Scaineng Laned. 125 see alio
churches {alignmen]; streer paneren;
WIrEEns

Fulton, Mesoari, 71, 76, 54; e wla
%1 Mary Aldermanbury

galleries [chusches), T1, 83, 115
gardems, 26, 4h, 51, 6% poe abo Hckds
orchards
galchauass, 35, 36, &7
gatckiopers [Akdersgatel, 36
B
and City wall regulabons, 58
ai Ludgste, 31
repaired ak Aldorsgate, 36
Boman fora, 4. 40, 40, 42, 45, 58, 121
o alie Wient Glate
goldumiths, &
Croldsmabn” Company, 30
Crothic fecade, 5o Alphage (1913), 104,
L8, 106
Crracechurch Street, 67
gravel, 24
foundations at 5t Afban's, 94
foundations at 51 Mary Aldernmantary,
T, T&, Th, &5
e @l chalk; foundssen
graves, 67, T3 B, 860 wer aln bopc,;
bizrials; charme] umes; grave skabsg
miemonials; iombes; vaalis
grave slabe, 81, &4, &6
gravevards {8z Giles), &3
Gieem Fire of London [ 16oé)
Bagber Sungeoms” Hall damaged by, 58,
&3, O
Brewers" Hall destnoved by, 49

churches rebuilt afier, 88, 117
Cifty Lavery Comnpany halls, dadrmed
b, 37, 49
Movelle's Do deseroyed by, 40
%1 Aban's burnl oat 17, BR
&nd S Alphage, 114
S Mary Aldermanbury berng ou ang, 71,
T&, 8, B2, HY
and Sr Mary Elséng tomver, 1340
S v s (Sdver Serect) Burmt oun m, BT
s i alakipg: Se Mary Aldermanbiry;
Ween, Sir (hrsteplss
Uircad Hall (WiesEisnster), b
grecnsand, 29; s ol Coares
Chriy widrg, |9, 635 sw el pobisry
Grimes London Archive, W, 108, 122
Grimis,. Professor WE
mrchacology of City, 11%
Bastions. 24, 27, 28, W, 133
homib=damaged churches, cocmvation af,
o
hmb=damaged sites i Ciry, and
EXCHYRTion. 4
chrondogy of Roman forr, 41, 473, 4%
Cley wall dieches, deawing of, 13
conicrvation apd duplay of monuments,
27, 1313
Cosporation of Loadan, 49, 60, 73, 101,
1078, 133
Cripplegate anca. %, 67, 134
dating City defengos, 15
dating Cigy mural tiewers, 52
dating construction phases at St Alban's,
L]
dating foundation of 51 Mary
Aldermankbury, &5
excavanions, Harber Surgeons” Hall sice, o0
excavations, Brewers” Hall (1955), 4%,
53, 32
excavarions, 51 Alban's church. 8%, 90,
9%, Wh, 95, M)
excavationn, 51 Alphage’s chisrch, 100
ficld pobes, Neville's Inn cxcavatbon, 43,
45
Laoadon Anchave, W1, 108, 122
methododogy, 18, 74, 75
Meville's Ino site, nodes o, b3
apeni plan “hall® church, 5t Mary
Aldermanbury, 79
plans of building soquence, St Afhan's,
o, 0], 91, 02, 24
repsrt o sun ken-fratwred buildings i
Ly, 500
research apd rescue archacolagy, &
RMLEC, formanon of, 1
Foman and Medieval London, sudy of
(1968), 120
Roman cocupateon of St Alban's sae,
evidence for, 91
Sawon palace mradsthon, 128
ar St Mary Aldermanbury, Ti, 71, 7%,
Tii, 82
s alio anciEnl wonuments Crpplogate
excavations; plans; RMLEC; sites
grooers, 825 soe wlo CHy compamiess orafts;
guilds; socupations
Cirubenhawer, W
Giugldhall, 1, &, &b, 74, 128
Ciildhall Musciam, 2, 3, 3%, 72
Ciumldhall Yard excavatsons, 126
guilds, 45, 45, 53, 54, 66

Haakan, we Ssamlmmugen scitlemsal
51 Micholis Acong St Ol
Haberaaher's Askes” school, 73
Haberdaher” Company, &) iee afie Cloy
Companies
‘hall=type’ chusch (St Mary
Aldermanbury), 76, T
halls, 37
Barber Surgeoms’ Hall, 53, 33, 38, &2,
o3, 6o, 67, 133
Barbers' Hall, 54, 60, &3
Hegwers' Hall, 49, é&, 67
caipaiy, 1, &, 49
of infismary, 5 Mary Elsing, 102, 113
ingreased size, Unpplogase arca from
14ikiC, 127
ol Fentwh kings, 127
King's Hall, 12%
Palace of Wesiminster, 66
harbsonar {London, |4
Henry I, and manor of Aldermanbury, T
Henry L 50
repairs 1o Ciy wall (1257), 36
e afee S1ow, Jolhn
Henry VII1, 102, 10%
herenitages, 3%
historic anes, 103
Hogenlberg, Brawen and, &3; ue alo maps
Hogeen Lame, 1215 wv abe place fames;
Saxon (sctilement); street pattern
‘hollon” bastsons, datmg of, 36;
sov anlan bastioms
Haly Trinity Church (Aldgase), 137, 1158
Haly Trimity Priory, 132
hood moalding (50 Mary Elsing), 108;
Hospital of S Jemes (Westminaer), 86
hoepisals, &, 26, 103
maedieval, 70
S Mary Elsang, 74, |00, 102, 105, 108,
11% 13%
we alir chapels: Elving Splesl; infirmaries
Housdwlitch site, 35
hisiscs
ai Aldorsgaie for gatckeepors (1337], 34
Brewers” Hall sape, 53
built on Barbor Sumgeons” anasomy
theaire site {1 T4}, bik
bauilt ower nowthy amle, St Mary Ehing, 108
increasing size of, 14thC Cripplegate, 127
mdseval, 67
minastie, archagology of, and chuerchies,
&4
b louse a4 Neville's [na, 37, 40
al 51 Mary Elsiag, 105, 108
wie i headls; teram hosses
‘hundreds’ (compared with wand system),
129
b pits, 38, 39

immigration (Scapdingan, endence for),
L6, D26; i aive scttlemsenl

imporied poinery, 20, 21, 22, 24
industrial poitery, 22, 2% see alio
indusery, 6, 43, 102
imiiling,

Ciev ditch i late 1Tthi:, 23, 25

ditches by ity wall, 13

Foman City darch, 2§

e afes Tl wilzing
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hall of, 51 Mary Flsing, 112
Westmanster Abbey, 103
o aise hospitals
imns, v Ines of Coart; Meville™s Inn
Inns of Court, 24
Imspmare of Archaeology (University
Cuollege, London), 75, 73
Rarber Surgeoes’ Hall excovations, 60
enviroamentsl sampling (Addle Screer
sige), 38
siervey off St Mary Fling sie, 108
inaulee
senlement patern in Cripplegate area,
121, 122, 125, 126, 130
imterval 1owers (Roman fom), 4, 25, 52, 10%
Iecland, 126; e oo church dedicarions;
5t Brides
Irenmonger Lane she, 39

Jewnh community, &
Jobm, Fang, 3
Jokn the Bagptist (chape] ar St Mary
Elsing)y, 108, 111, 113
Joncs, Inigo
devigns for Basber Suspeons” Hall, 55,
6l, 63
ansd 51 Alban's, BR, 9], 95,97
Judige Jelfirews (bursed at St Mary
Aldermanbury), T3, B2 aee alie coffin
plates; memorals
judicial records, &; e adio SocumEnLEry
OGS
jugs (from Ciy diech), 19, 20, 20, 21; wer
alvr ceramad ovilenie; Cupd; poliery;
sherds; vessgls

Eentish kings (hall of), 127
Kenzish ragstome, 31, 9¢; see alro
ragwcne
Kenyon, Kmbleen, 1
Kirmg's Hall, 127, 129
kdngs
Alfred, 120, 121, 129
Athclicen, 35, 86
Cauw, King, 101, 127
Edmiznd, Blabop and King, 129
Edward 1he Confessor, 127, 128
Exbelbert, 127, 128
Exbeleed, 36, 127, 130
Hensy 11, 70
Hensy 1L, 30, 34
Henry VIII, 102, 103
John, 36
Oeffa, King of Mercia (75%2-7%), 6, B&,
o4, 127, 128
Odlad, (King and Saint), 126
Hichard 01, 51, 66
HRichard 111, 54
Wilkiam the Congueros, 31, 32, 101
knapped fling, i flang

lanes, 4%, 125 s ale carmagewans; noadss
sireets

larrime pats (Addle Screer), 18; soe alis cosa
pies; draln pipes; sewers

Laws of Athelstan, 34

Laws of Ethelred [IV and V7, 36, 130

Lay Foths Masz Book, 115

le Barbowr, Richard 54; s abo Barber
Sargeons

INDEX

lead caffing (5t Mary Abdermankbury), T3,
A, 82; wv @l borses; chamnel houses;
churchyards; colfim plaes; grave
alabe; mernodials
Leaden Hall (budldings and gatehowse),
&7
Leadenhall Court progect, 119
leases, 58, 63, 102, 103; we oo
diocumeniary soarces
leatheraorkers (15thC, Cripplegate arca),
127
levels, 3, 6, 28, 38, 43, 50, o0
limestone, T2
Livery Companies, 23, 37, 49; ter ale
ihe Blite; City Companics;
Company Halls; crafis; guakds;
i halls
Livery halls destroyed by Great Fire
(IGes), 37, 49
Londirduem:, 1230, 12%; see alro London;
Lurmsdemwic; secilement{z)
Londen
#nd archacologists, 154
Bishop of, 120
snd the Blaz, 1
besdge (1176, W6
chrch excavations, o9
defences, 24, 34, 129
expansdon i 11thi, 127
Cimtmes Londoen Archive, 90
harbowr, 130
loomyweights from, $%
medicval monumens, RCHM report on,
28, 82
medicval serlement parern, bb
parish churches, sschacology of, 115,
118
Romen snd Medieval, Grimes stady of
[196E), 120
Saxon, 120y 127, 135
street plan, 120
sunken-featared buildings in, 38
towmacape, post-feudal, 66
ward system, 129, 1340
se also City; Corporation of Londong
Londimdum; London Wall;
Landenwic; Museum of London;
BEMILEC; Roman for; Stow, John
London Bridge (11746), 96
Londen County Council, 103
London Encyclopedis (and Saxon palece
rrmdition}, 127
London Museam, 1, 71 alse Mussam of
Laondon; Muscum all London
Archacology Serviee [MolAS)
“The London Sociery, 105
Landon-type ponery, 19, 20, 21, 22
Londosn Wall {R.nl.lw Ta), &, 9, ML, 136
&nd amceEnt monEmenE, 135
Bomen, conservaion of, 27
wnd St Alphage, 104, 105, 106, 109
and 5t Mary Elsang, 112
sae i Conscrvation; Corpogation af
London; redevelopment; roads
lsoms (51 Alban's site]), 99
loomwesghes, 94, 98, 99, 127
loops, see xrrow boops
Lewe Lare, 70, 85, 96, 125
Low Countrics (pottery imparted froen],
22

Ludgate {gatcway and tower, 1066), 31

147

Lundenwic

discovery af, 128

medicval setilemend, 119

mid-Saxon setilement, &, 35, 120

relocation of people 1o Lendiniuen from,
129

ae alie Cripplegae area; dating;
London; Saxon {(Cityl;
selLlement(s); scrests

mainlsca (Metherlands ¢ 15309, 32
manar (of Aldermanburys, 70

IEEp
Braun and Hogenberg. (Cietans Onbis
Terrarwm), 63
Cigamses, numbered sites im Ciry, 4
Oty and Mosgan map (1678), 43, 38,
03, 97
s alie ‘Ags’ woodeur documentary
siareek; plana
marbde, 72
Mark Lane site (WEFGSZ), 3% e alo
REMLEC
Marshall, Joshua {rebudding 5t Mary
Aldermanbury), T1; see alee Ween, Sir
Christopher
MAasonry
at Bastion 2, 26
bagildings, ¥, 37, 43, 646, 67, Th
church buikdmgs, 76, 79, 94, 109
of medseval period, 3, %, 37, 38, T8, 66,
104k, 102, 102, 103
monumenis, 133
of Roman period, 25, ¥5
town house, Meville's Inm, 37, 43
walls, 4, 71
mayars, ¥, &, b, 70, 82, 97; e alio
Esifield, Sir Willkam; 5t Mary
Aldermanbury
medaeval
archacology, 1, 6, &9, 120, 121, 135
artefacty, 3
bastions, 25, 27, 32
baildings, 37, 48, &7, 105, 109
ccllars, 50, 51
CETAmics, I8; e ol poliery
chapel, St Mary Elsang. 111
charches, 71, T2, M4, 75, 9, 97
Ciry wall, 30, 35, 41, TO
defences, 4, 11, 32, 3, 36
daich, 11, 13, 18, 2@, 35
Boor iskes, T, 82
hespaals, 70, 102, 115
mrsonary, 3, 9, 37, 38, 78, &6, 104, 102,
102, 103
mosuments in London, RCHM sarvey
of, 28, 82
occupation of Ciry, 122, 123
pariches, prospenity of, 81, 117
pats, 38, 38, 63
potiery, 2, 6, 13, 19, X5, 35, 43, 51, 61,
123,133
priories, 101, 108
seilement (Cripplegane area), 37, 66,
67, 1238, 127
sites for excavation, &
street pattern, 45, 121, 123
soreet plan end Saxon city, compared, 121
tkes, 55 Allbhan's, 90
tewers, 33, M, 82, 110, 135
ownscaps, &, 122
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meedicval (eom W)
walls, 82, 08, 104, 108
wall scquence, S5t Sary Aldermasibory, &1, 54
ward sorucruge, 120, 130
s alio arcsent monwmens; churches;

Londen BExcavamon Council);
Sociery for Medieval Archeealogy
Medieval Archavology, T6
mamiTikh
parish chunches, 6
51 Mary Aldermanbury, 73, 82; see alio
Burtals; coffin places) 1ombs
mercers, 127 see atio Clry Companics;
Compary Halls; crafts; guilds; Livery
Companies
Merrilicld, Ralph, 25, 30, 72
messuages, 70
metabworlang, 22, 23, X3, 45, 127; see alse
Edustey; Silver SFect; wilverimiths
methedodogy (RMLEC excavations), I, 4,
I8, 73,74, 133, 134
middens (Addle Street sige), 39; dor alio
deposits; pits; rubbash
military serviee, 36
Milk Berect, 3%, 52, 70, 120, 122
Mills and Ofiver (166% survey of City
buslding sites after Great Fire), 55;
s als maps; surveys
Minisary of Publsc Baildings and Works,
2 T4, T, V6, BE, 1YY, 136 ser abio
AnCIENL MO, EXCHVILinns
AT
hhuuﬂwt{ﬂm'cn Company], 49, 53
‘mastersey”, see guikis
moats, 25, 32, 35
MolAS, sor Muscuam of Losdan
Archacology Service
monasterics, 1, 6% wv alre Dissolatson of
the Manasierics
Monthichet™s Tower, 32
Monkwell Sereet, 43, &0, 63, 66, T1, 125;
s afeo Barber Surgeons” Hall
MHEUments
conscrvation of, 27
display of, 133
masonry, 133
medinval, RCHM susvey ol (1929], 28, 82
and RMLEC, 14
ar St Alban's, 97
chiurches s, 103, 108, 135
and vownscape after the Blice, 153, 134
see alie ancient monuments; archsealogy
the Bliz; bomb demage;
conservation; Corpomation of
Lomdom; Crimes, Professor WE;
MSCUMS; SUrveys
Moorgare, 1, 52
Maorgan, s Ogilby and Mosgan
meartar, 25, %1, 53, 63, 82, 94, 95, 0&; o
alir iowers;, wally
Maortlake, Canen, 72
maouldings, 72, 97, 108, 10%, 112
Mucking (Essex), Grubenhauser, 3%
Musiday, Ambosy, 87; e alve
detunentary wournces
Musiments of Westmanster Abbey, 10]

Murage Grangs, 3 e alse documentary
WHAfER
mural woewers in Clry, 32
Musewm of Losdon, 1, 103, 132
Crrercian ware, fgurine salr, X2
eXCAvaLon programmes, 119
excavations, and City medieval defenoes,
36
flocr dles from St Mary Aldermanbary
at, 81
Grimes London Arnchive, 50
porery redared by, &, 10, 29, 83
FERCUE ENCEETION programme in City, 135
e i Babon 14 cerambcs; dming:
Museusn of Londos Archacology
Service (Mol AS); muscumag
pontery
Muscum of London Archacology Service
(MalA%), 10, 85
cxcavatons in Caty, 3%, 36, 45, 127, 133
and apen arca cxcavalsan, 134
poltery fimds (19708 excanvations), 35
Cheapsidde cxcavalsn, 52
Pouallry excavalson, [1998), 39
Raoval Opera House sate (1 998]), 35
Shelley House sae [1998]), 39, 45, 127
ww o RMLEC; sites (excavalions)
muascums, sov British Muascusn; Fulton,
Missouari; Guibdhall Muscusn;
London Museam; Museum of
London; Mational Museamn of Wales
mysteries, see guilds; Livery Companies

Blmbonal Museum of Wales (figurine salr,
Crstercian ware], 22
LIVES
51 Alban's, 90, 91, %4, 95
51 Adphage, 104
51 Mary Elsing, 113
51 Mary Aldcrmanbary, 76, &l
Meiberlands (maiclica from, ¢ 1550}, 22
Menlle's Inn, &
tomm howse, 37, 40
Menlle's Inn site (WTG3-5)
chalk foundatsons, 41
constroctson dage {14thC), 45
destroved by bomb damage, 41
destroyed by Great Fire of London, 40
development sequence, 43
excavations, 41, 43
field motes on excavacions, 41, 43, 49
land sald to Barber Surgeons {1605, 4%
lewels, 43
hight endusirses &, 43
enasensy baildings (eid- 10k, 67
medicval compiex revealed by RMLEC
excavation, 48
medieval pomery from, 1%
pits, 4%, 45, 49
BMLEC excavations, 41
ard Foman fort, 45
uses of sive pose-1 0, 40
vals (Brck-linsd), 45, 50
Meville family, 40, 43
Mew Broad Street (Capel House, 54-62)
pottery finds, 2%
Mewgate (Surgeons’ Hall, 1745), 54
Mewgme Sreegy
Chrisschurch Grovinan (poss-
Dhssalution parish churchl, 104
cxcavations (1976), 129

Mohle Sireet
crucibles (¢ 10450 1150) found ar, 23
meidieval soreet parvern, 125
Mo 31 (RMLEC excovarions 186050,
o]
Shelley House site (Mol AS 1998, 23,
30, 45, 127, 128
Morman Comguest, 31, 32, 36
nuns (ot Elsing Spital), 103

oooapation (continuity of, in Roman and
medieval Ciny), 120; e alse
sentlemsent(s)

oooaparions (changes in 19hC). 127; see
Livery Companies

Oifa, King of Mercia (757-940), b, 86, 94,
137, 128

Ogiltyy arsd Morgan map (1676), 43, 58,
&3, 07} wee adie doCumentary sousces;
g

Olaf, King (ard Satn), 126

Old Hasley siee (11thi poery finds), 35

Old Brosd Swecer (Boston Howse),
V6eh'] TehC potiery finds, 23

O Weil, B 51 John, 138; we alie Minsary
al Public Busklsnigs and Wik

open arca cxcavalions, 73, 74, 134 der alie
cuttings; methadalogy; trenches

orchards, 122

organ (2t 5t Mary Akdermanbary}, T1

Osbert the Priest, 101; ree afee priests

puthouses [sunken-floored], 39

oyster shells (Brewers' Hall sive), 51

Palace of Wescrminater [(Grear Hall), 66; sa
alse City Companies; Company
Halls; hafls palaces; &, 86, 128; s
aian halks; Offa, King of Meorcia;
Saxon (palade)

Paris, Matibew, 94, 128

parish charches, &, 67, T, T8

archsealogy of (in Cay), 69, 115

chapel converbed meo, 5t Mary Elsing,
12

with chaniry chapels, 78

Dressolution of the Monasterses and, 70,
104

destroved by earthquake (1382), 117

excavation of, after bomb damage, 69

foundation dates for, 115, 11%

patronage, and development af, 118

populition cxpansson of and, 116

Reigate store used foe, 96

Sy Alban's, B

S Alphage, 102, 103, 104, 105, 110

St Mary Aldermanbary, 70, B4

and rowers, 117

arid wards, 119

see alre advowsons; church dedicasons;

Parmili Clerks” Em 37; sow alio the
Bliiz; bomb damage; City
Companics; Company Halls

parish registers, 71

parishes, 119, 125

amalgamations, &7, 104
catablmhment af, 119
nmeed for parish church, 117
growth of; 81, 116, 126



s ales parish churches; pamshsoness;
51 Alban's; 5t Alphape; St Mary
Aklermanbugy; St Olave’s
parshisners, 125
58 Alphage, 102, 104, 108
51 Mary Aldermanbary, 82
Sx Mary Bling, 112
Paerns blue ware, 20; see alv podtery
patrenge
wnd development of parish charches, 118
51 Mary Aldermanbary, 81
st 51 Alban's, 86, 87, 97
pavemsents, 50 s alw floors; 5t Mary
Aldermanbary
pebble inclusions, %9; s albo loomweights
penidant (bronee), 28; we alre Bastion 14
Peng riles, 81; see alse loors; St Mary
Aldermanbury
Pevaner, Sir Mikodsus, 127
phetegraphsc record
Barber Surgeons” Fall, excavations, &, 63
Hamion 2, 27, 28
Basabon 3, 28, &0, 65
Hrewers” Hall excavacdons, 4%, 50
Mewille's lmn excavations, 45,
%1 Alban's church, excavmations, 88, 97, 98
St Alphage, before demolition of toewer, 105
St Mary Aldermanbury, tiled floor, Bl
St Mary Elsing site, 108
phers, 9T, 98 s aiso arches; foundations
Pirmakers” Company, 24
Plosicer Cogps, 28
pepes (clay), 793 see alio St Mary
Aldermanbury

papkisg, 20, 21} s alio pomery
patchers, 19
i, B, 06, 67, 75
Addle Sareen sice, 37, 38, 3§
Barber Sargeona’ Hall sige, 63
Brewers” Hall site, 51
for charmed hausics, 81, 83
medicval, 53
Meville's Innm sste, 43, 45
ansd ocoupation debem under chisnches, 116
plant maserial froen, 39
post-Roman, excavation of, &
pottery from, 85, 99, 100, 122
Saxo-Morman, 81
Saxon, G0
5S¢ Alban’s church, 910, %0
Se Mary Aldermanbiary, 81, 83, 85
timber-tined, Malk Strect, 51, 52
nee alie deponit, middens; rubbish; wells
plice aamses, 121, 122; s alvs street
PACTEAS; SIPEETS; SIPEET SYSIEmS
plagoe (1349), 67; ser alie population;
sentlementis)
Planming Policy Cuidanse Mot 16 (1990],
134
plans
Addle Street site, 37, 40
Barber Surgeons” Hall site (RMLEC
165857, &0, 64, 63
Bastion Ila, 24
Brewers® Hall site (RMLEC), 57, 58
Cripplegare, church sires, 125, 126
Cripplegate, dovelopment of streat
pattern, 124
Cripplegare medieval settbement
cxpansion, 123
Cripplegare, RMLEC sxcrvations, §, 7, 11

INDEX

Seville's Ing sie (RMLEC), 44
Saxon city, planned core, 121
St Mary Aldermanbury, 7T
St Mary Eling, fowwer, 111
St Alban’s, Wood Strect, church building
segseniee, 1, 92, 93
sunken-fearured buildings (Cannon
Sareet sipe), 40
ward syatem, 130
e alie dEOUMENIEry LOUTCES; TRAPS;
HITEEE SYRREMTES
plant mareris], 305 see abio crops; fields;
B, piEs
plaster, 52, 96; aee alio Brewers” Hall siveg
5t Albar's
plintha, 96, 102, 117} see alke courses;
Hoae
population
in Cripplegase arca, 47, 126, 127
and parish churches, 116, 126
of Saxon London, 127
of 5t Mary Alklermanbury parish, &1
and ward boundaries, 130
porticis (5 Alban's), 1) see ale wowers
Ponband stome, 37, 49, 63, B4; ree also
busklings; ragsvore; Relpae sione;
Mone
posthales, 38, 39, 51
posternd, 32, 36, 45, 133; joe alve gaes;
GAECWAYE; EWErs
pots, 19, 20, X2, 2%; we alo crocibles;
podleTy
PIETY
from Barber Surgeans’ Hall sice, 81, 63
from Bastion /4, 29
Caty ditch sequenioes for, 19
Froms City wall ditch fills {1éabk-17eh(C), 13
date ranges from, in Saxon imlFamarel

Cripplegate area from, 123
diseriburion of, in RMLEC cuttings, 119
impored, 30, 21, 22, X
indusarial, 22, 2%, 3
medieval, ¥, &, 13, 19, 25, 35, 43, 51,

Bl L0y, 122, 133
from medieval dinch; 11
post=medieval, 21, 23, 2%, 24, 51, 63
and RMIEC excovacions, 28, 122, 123
Roman, 52, 595, 98
Saxon, 1%, 35, 60, 9%
from Saxon diach, 19, 3%, 3
St Mary Aldermanbary iate, 85

fugss maiokica; metabaosiang.

sherds; tiles; veiaeh

Poulisy (Mol AS excavmions 1905), 39
peiesis, T0, 101, 115
peiaries

Elsing Spirad, 108, 108

Hedy Trimiry, 122

51 Alphage, 101

5t Barthelomew the Cireat, 104

5S¢ Mary Eksing, 1040, 102, 105, 108, 111
prizon (13thC at Crpplegate), 35
professsons, see City Companies; crafis;

guilds; Livery Compandes;

4%

jralps (spome, St Mary Aldermanbury), 71
putlog holes, 29, 54, 102

quaartr, 99; s ales loomwrights

Crocenhiathe, 1205 sor alke wards

quanims (51 Mary Ehing, voaer doorway),
108

FaE, e ragsbonies
ragstone, 51, 52, 79,
bastions, 25, 26, 30
courses, 10E
fimeplace, 51
foundlations, 7%, 94,
rubble, 30, 108, 112
walls, 52, 103
RCHM, s Royval Commissbon on
Histore Mosusmeni
rebailding
Brewers” Hall, 49, 63
City churches afber Cireat Fare [1606),
118
Roman City wall (redicval persad), 35
51 Adphage (1777} 14
51 Mary Aldermanbsary (1671), 71, T, B2
St Mary Elsing, 103, 112
so a0 architoots
recesses (58 Mary Elang), 1] 1; ier alo
tombs; Elsang, Sie William
records, &, 137
Red border ware, 21, 23
redevelopment
Barbican, 24, 25, 27, 42, 133; sew @l
Basivon f2
and City monuments, 38, 72, 105
and excavations, &
arsd 5¢ Alban’s, K8
ser @l ancient monuments; Corporation
of London; developmenr; Girimes,
Prafesicr 'WT; monuments; rosds
Reigate stome, 43, 72, 96
rercdos (51 Mary Aldermanbary), 71
Bricwe, 3
reignae archacology, &, 1306
feicie excavaons {(Musewm of London),
133
redloration work, 27, 35
St Mary Alderenanbisry, s Fulsoa,
Mussouri, 71, 84
Rhenish ware, 19, 232; i alio perasmsisg
potiery
Rachard IIL, 54
riverfronr defences, 13
river Thames [Saxon bradge), 31, 67, 121,
1x0
BEMIEC (Boman and Medieval Lonsdon
Excavation Council), 1; wr alio
RMLEC, sites excavated by
archaecdogical prograsmae, 18
archaves, 49, 60, 88, 135
ariefacts from Cripplegate sitcs, 88, 127
Bastion 13, &0, &
chromology and dating in Ciry, 120
Cliry chuarch archaeclogy, 115, 116, 118
Cripplegate excavation plars, §, 7, 11,
0, 45, 123
Cripplegate excavations programme, 3,
6, O, 35, 37, 49, 60, 66, 69, BE,
119, 134
dara, ard evalastion of London bomb
sires, 134, 135
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RMLEC faonril)
dars, and 1opographscal studics, 119
fleld plens, assessmment of, 119
fleld records, 51, 52, 60, 73, 75, 82, 88,
of, o5, 134
finds collectson policy, 11%, 120, 134
and Grimes, 1, 72, 153
investigarions ar Cripplegme (19497, 102
methedology for post-war Clry
excavanions, 2, 4, 28, 73, 119, 133,
134
and meode] for Chy defemess, 35
and Reaman fosn, 122
sequences cvalusted, 154
St Bride's (peconds), 134
and Cripplegate asea wireet dovclopment,
1%, 120, 127
sunken-fesmared buaildings ar Addlc
Sweet sise, 37
RMILEC, sites excavated by
Addle Serect (19509-60, WEFG21), 37,
38, 18, 19
Barber Surgeons” Hall, (1958-9,
WEGR2), 60, 61
Bastion [la (WEGla)
Bastion 12 (WEFGH)
Bastion /3 (WFGX)
Bastion J4 (WEFG)
Brewers' Hall (WFG1E), 49-52
Falcon Square (1956, WFGS), 42, 43
Fore Street (WHRGIT), 1%, 22, 100; s
alur St Alphage
Meville's Inn (WEGY-5], 40, 41, 41, 473,
44, 48, 4%
Mewgate Screex (19761, 129
Moble Strest, (1949507, M
5o Alban's, Wood Sieeer (1962,
WPGEL), b8
St Alphage and Elsing Spital (WFGLT
and 18}, 101-10F; ree alse S1 Mary
Elsing
St Mary Aldermanbury (WTFG22a), 72
5t Mary Elsing (WFG1T)
Windsar Court (1957}, I, 43, 45
s o archacologys bastions; Canmon
Street site; Corporation of London;
roads
Addle Sureet, 45, 86, 121, 123, 127
higiway along London Wall, 6, 41, 136,
153
Chacen's Highrway, 102
Rafmsan, 4%, 122
Rouge 1) and St Alphage, 105, 135
an St Alban's, A9
Wood Screer, madn rosd o Cripplegane
arem, 1332, 123, 125
see aly carragewnys; lanes; London
Wall; strecs
Riomam
amphitheatre, 128
buildings, levelled in Romen persod, 122
buildings ar St Alban's, 90
Ceramacy, 532
chronalogy, 35
City digch, 24, 28, &9
City wall, 24, 41
development ar Leadenhall Cour sice,
1%
levels, 6, 75
Londimivm, |20

Laedan Wall, conservation of, 27
and Medieval City, Grimes study of
{1968]), 120
pottery, 51, 85, 58
femmaind ab 51 Albar's sate, B9, 95, 35
roads, 45, 122
sereet plam, 120
Lowvers, 4, 2%, 32, 103
i i bhawtsana; City wall; City
defences; defences; Roman fort
Eeenan fort, 4, 15, 41, 60, TH
chronclogy of, 41, 43, 45
and Cripplegate excavations by RMLELC,
]
ditchees, 4, 9, 18, 28, 128
gateways, 4, 41, 41, 43, 45, 85, 123
levelled (4thC), 122, 128
and 5t Mary Aldermantbury, 70, 76
sbreets m, 4
walll, 60, 122
West Gaze, 41, 44, 45, £3, 58, 123
Roman snd Medieval London Excaverion
Councl (RMLEC); see RMLEC
roods, 55, 71, 103
Fouwte IT, 6, 41, 104, 155, 114
Royal College of Surgeons, ;e alio
anacomy themre; Barber Surgeons;
BHarber Surgeons’ Hall
Royal Comméssion on Historic
MMomumens (RCHM), 28, 49, 71,
T, B2, 0%, 108
royal hall (0 1chC), 138 sev alie Saxon
{palace)
Rowal Mima sive, 67
Ryl Opera Howse e (Mol AS 1998), 35
fFubsbiah, 22, 23, 52, 57, 67, 1 16; see o
depoiits; dumping: moddenss wells
rublile
basticns, 27, 29, 30
Harber Susgeons” Hall sie, 63
remsval of, 51 Alban's s, B8
51 Alban's, 94, B0
51 Alphage, 103
51 Mary Aldermanbury, 76, T4, 79, 84
51 Mory Eling, 108, 109
see abso chalky Fousidagionis; walls
rarsl eseates, 37

51 Alban's Abbey (Herdordshire), 86
5t Alban's church, 'Wood Sweer (WFG22),
B 104
ancient monunmsent, 135
archasology of, 90
bomb damage, 88, 94, 98
constradtion phases, 91-99, 87
dates for, 86, 91, 94-8, 1246
excavations by RMLEC (19463), &8
fincds from site, 90, 04, 98, 127
Cirlenes and, 86, 90, 91, 94, 96
medieval chusch, 90, 91, ¥7, 98, 100
and Kimg Oiffa, 86, 84, 1236, 127
pasish chiarch, 69, 87
patronage, 87, 97
plans of building sequence, 91, 92, 93
pottery from, %8, 9%, 100
rebuile, §7, 88, 01, 96, 97, 98
Samon church, 90, 91, 94, ™
wer, @1, 95, ¥, 135
vaults for barials, 89
e afso photographic record
St Alban's House sive, "Wood Sweer, 122

51 Alphage and Flsing Spigal (WFG1 7 and
18, 100-10%; e adso St Mary Fluing
ancient monument, 103, 153, 135
archaeclogy at, 102, 103
bellry and porch, 10°7, 109
bells, 102
bomb dasmage, 101, 102, 105
Buildings surveved by BMILEC, 100105
chapels and chanaries, 101
church dedicagion, 127
and Ciry wall, 101, 102, 104
deeds of S¢ Mary Flsing and St Alphage,
105

first chuarch, 101, 102
foundarion dave, 1295, 125
Gothic facede, (1%13), 104, 105, 106
CGerimies and, 100, 101, 102, 103
London Wall, 104, 104, 106, 109
parish church, 6%, 102, 104, 105, 108, 110

plan, 104

relbudlding of (1777), 104

Baxon chusch, 103

second church, 100, 1073, 104, 105

steeple, 101

vewer, 101, 103, 104, 105, 110

e alie plovographic recond
51 Adphage on the wall, s St Alphage
51 Barthalemsew the Gineat, 104, 127
51 Bogolph, 127

51 Bride's, 1, 6%, 73, B8, 94, 95, 06, 115,
116, 124, 133
51 Clement Dancs, 126
58 Dhanis Blackchunch, 26
5t Edmanad, 127
St George, chapel at St Alphage's church,
10
St Giles Cripplegave; 24, 12, 42, 6%, 127
St John the Evangelist, 117
St Kathasine, chapel a1 51 Alphage’s
church, 101
5t Kathasine's Chapel (Westminster
Abdbeyl, 103
St Lawrence Jewry, I, 126, 128
St Magnus, 126
51 Magnus House site, 129
St Marein's Ludgate, 30, 102
51 Martin le Grrande, 100, 128, 129
51 Mary Aldermanbury (WFG22a)
(5t Mary the Virgin Aldermanbary),
TO-Hé&
ancient meonamont, 135
aschacology ag, T2
archasclogy of, 7o
amefacs, 73
bomb demage; 71
burnt out, Great Fire of Londos, 71, 76,
B, B2
charmel howse, 81, 53, 87
church reconds (1576), 81
coffin plates from, 75, &5, 84
corstruction phases, T6, T8, B3, B4
dating, 76, 85
dismantled and recomseruceed, Falton,
Missoeri (1961-3), 71, B4
cxcavalsons by RMLEC, T, 72, 73-T6,
g, 85
foundation date, T6
grave slabs, 54, 58
Cirinses and, 69, T0-T6
‘Rall-type” church, 76, 79
manos of Aldermanbury, T



medseval church, 80, 81, &2
memonalk, 82
pagah chizrch, 8%, 70, 71, 84
plan af development sequence, 77, #1
pomery from, 55, f6
retuarial (medieval persod), 53
towers, T1, T6, 79, 80, 80, 81, 52, 84
vaults, 72, 73, 76, 78, 81, B3
and Wren, 75, 76, B2
St Mary Elsing (WFG17), 105-15% see alre
5t Alphage; Eling Spital
ancicnt monumend, 135, 135
archacology of, 108
bailding (pre-pricey), 108
chapels, 104, 108, 112,113
Hising, Sir William, 104, 109, 101, 113, 11&
ctehing (southern clevation, 1747, 108
founder’s tomb, 118
gallery, 115
Cerimies London Archive, 108,
hospial, 104 102, 103, 105, 115, 133
Infirmary hall, 112, 113, 115
Instinate of Archaealogy (photographic
recard), 108
and London Wall, 112
medieval tower displayed, 135
parish church, 105, 112, 112
plen of remains of tower, 111
priory, 104, 102, 105, 108, 111
RCHM descripgion (1920}, 108
spiral stmirs, 09, D01, 104
strscnerad problems, 112
tomb recess, 108, 111, 113, 11&
cimweers, 105, DOE, 10%, 100, 102, 105,
117, 115, 13%
cympanam, 115
Uniwersity College London sarvey, 108
Sr Mary le Bow, 117
St Mary Magdalens, Milk Sarect, 70
St Mary Stainang, 87, 125
5t Mary withous Bishopsgate, 1173
5t Michac] Bassishaw, 70, 73, B4
5t Michael Paternoster Roval, B8
51 Michael, Wood Street, BT
5t Micholas Acon, 39, 94, 95, 117, 126
5t Micholas Shamibles, 115
5t Olaf, 126, 127
51 Dlavee’™s (Silver Strect), 45, 87, 126
51 Paxl's
accouanks, 128
Brewery” Company and, 49
Cashedral, 1
Degn and Chspees, 70, BT
vt of propenies owned by, 129
for locsl worship, 114
mimnster charch, 6, 120, 12&
St Alphage's body moved 1o, 101
1 Sepulchre, 127
52 Stephen Caoleman, %6
58 Swithen, 127
58 Swithun's (Cannon Street), 58, 115
sampling (from BEMLEC excavation
resules], 144
send arsl shell-tempered ware, 19, 43, 80,
63 aee abio ponery, sbelly ware
wandy wane, 19, 20
saw-pits, 102
Saxo-MNorman
buildings, 17, 0
cracibles, 45
pits, 81

INDEX

Baxon
agriculiure, 121, 122; see ade felds;
sbroeis
Aubelitan, Eing, 36, 86
‘bridge over Thames, 129
baildings, poasibly sssociated with King™s
Hall, 119
Burghal Hidags, 346, 129
chronology of Saxon City, 130, 121
churches, 91, %4, 100, 103, 116
Cigy, plan of, 121
daich, 10, 13, 18, 35
fields, 122
indramural Caty, &0, 63, 122, 123
London, recolonization of, 120, 129
loomweights, 127
Landenwic, &, 35, 130, 1249
palace, 6, 86, 127, 128
palace tradition, and Grimes, 128
|pins, B0
potery, 19, 3%, 33, 65, 94, 99, 100
suints, 101
settlement, 120
street plan, 120
Scandinmian setilernent {11chC), 126, 126
Soott, (hlbert, BS
Second World War, 1; see abio the Blics
besmeb damage; excavations; Grimes,
Professor WF
seoular masonry buildings, 67
secular medieval buildings (Cripplegaie), 57
selde, 127; see alo halls

SOQUENCES
ar Basviom 1.2, 27
ceramic, from Brewers' Hall, 50, 51
development, Barber Susgeors’ Hall sire, &0
development, Brewers” Hall sie, 52
development, o Mewille’s Inn, 45, 45
develapment, 5t Alban's, 91, %1, 3
develapmend, St Alphage (st and
wecond charches) 100, 103
develapenent, 5t Mary Aldermanbury,
T, 77, Bl, B2
pottery, from Caty Jdiech, 19
pottery, from City wall, 10
ard RMLEC excavations, 119, 134
ser alie pottery
wsoitlement(s)
expansion of, in 13AC London, 127
felds and, 122
Lunderwic, 6, 35, 120
medieval in Cripplegate area, 37, 67, 48,
120, 125, 123, 127
cxpansicn end charches, 127
Saxon, 8, 4%, 120, 121
Scandinavian, 126, 124
sewers, 18, 24, 23, 34, see alve cess pitsg
draim pipes; |arrine pis
Shakespeare, William, T0
Ehelley House site, Noble Street (MalLAS
10%8), 23, 3%, 45, 127, 128
shielly ware, Late Saxom, 19, 4%, &%, 9, 10d;
s alvo poatery; sand snd shell ware
ibherds, 19, 30, 51, 99; ser alse poltery
Sheralfs, 49, 82; e ol aldermen; City
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shioe {12th(C), 35
‘short-life" baildings (Leadenhall Court
project), 11%
stllewamen, 127, we abio crafis; guilds;
industry
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alizng, 10, 25, 28, 122; i alio depodaiig
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Sibwer Stecer, 2, 45, 87, 122, 125, 125, 127
silversmatks, 4%, 127; see ale crafisg
Silver Street
Siom College, 107, 108
Siasan, Marihall, 71, 76
sste nofchooks
REMLEC, a2 5t Mary Aldermanbuary, T3,
7%, 82
RMLEC, ar Brewers® Hall site, 49
sl archivey; excnatons; ficld recondss
Cigemaes, Profosar WE, RMLEC
15141
bomb-damaged parsh churches, 60
evaluation data for, 134
of London; excavations: (sifes);
EMLEC, City sites excavated by;
Foyal Commission on Flistoric
Morumenis
slate (repairs to Bastion 12, 25
Smith, Grace, rebuilding of 51 Mary
Aldermanbary, T1
Socicty for Medieval Archacology, 1, 2
Society of Antiquaries, |
sodl, 51, 52, 63, 82, G8, 132
sodoes, 70, 129
Spain (Faverma blue ware], 20
Spanith Armada, 18, 35
spiral staircase (St Mary Elsing), 109; 114,
115, 118
Smining Lame, 12%; see ale lanes; streers
stairs, 31, 45, 4%, 10%, 114, 115, 118; see
ales 81 Mary Flving
Smmford-type ware, 20 see alio pottery
stave wall, Thames exchange site, 31
stecples, 71, 101, 112
steps (Mevilles Inn sate), 48; sor @lo stairs
shang
busklmngs, 37, 40
for chunch buildings, 72, T6, B4, 97, 102
footings, 79,82
foundatsons, 63
pulpit amsd reredos, St Mary
Aldermanbury, 71
eps, 48
wow @lre brick; chalk; towers; walls
stone and chalk footings, T4
stone-lined wells, 43, 4%, 61, 63
Sroneware, 21, 23
wlorage, w warchouses
Spow, Jobn
Brewers" Company, 49, 55
and Ciry (1257), 36
Flsing Spimal, founding of, 105
Farringdon Ward, 40
monuments at St Alban's, 97
Mewillle's lmn, 40
5t Alphage, site of, 102
5t Mary Aldermanbury, 70, T, 80
St Mury Eking, 105, 108
Survey of Londan, &, 11, 32, 36
se v dOCUmMEAary soances
strap hamdles, 98; see alse pottery
street alipnment, 120, 122, 123
street fromtages, &7
street names, 4%, 121
skrect panern, 5, 7, 45, 95, 96, 11%, 120,
123, 124, 115, 128
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#rect plas, 130
#rect systeen, B, 45, 119
sirpein
aligemsent of, 120, 122, 123
bamlb damage, 1
withis Ciry walls, 130
Cripplegare area, development of, 121,
122
dagimg, 119, 122
and lanes, 4%
medicval developmens of, 45, 125
modern, in relation o Cripplegate area,
57
in Koman Gort, 4
wi o Carmiagewdais; lanes; roads; Roals
1
strectscaps, 122, 125
sirng course, 29 wee alse Soured; walls
subsmidenoe, ¥5, 112
sunken-featured buildings, 6, 37, 66, 67
Addle Street sxe, 37, 38, 19, 40
damestic buildings, 9
in London, 38
plans af, &0
soe a0 Crrimes, Professor WF
Suargeons, guild of, 5%; s also anatomy
thearre; Barber Surgeons;
City Companies; crafis; guilds;
Royal College of Susgeoms;
Surgeons” Hall
Simgeons and Barbers separaced (1745, 84
Sargeana’ Hall, 54
Sarrey ware, 19, 63, 100
Sarrey-Hampahise Bosder ware, 21, 23
Suarvey of Londoa, 6, 11, 32, 36; mee alie
Stow, John
RS
Mills and Dliver (Ciry baailding sites in
LEne), 43
RCHM, London medieval monuments
[ 1929), 28, &2
51 Alphage, buildings ar, 100, 10%, 104
e o Sroew, Johm; Survey of London

tenements, 58, 102
the Thames, 31, 67, 121, 120
Themes Exchange sie, 31
Theaford ware (5t Alban®s charch site), 98
riles
baildings remled, Brewers' Hall site, 5%
firepluce lined with, Brewers” Hall
(15, 50, 53, 59
for Boors, St Mary Alkdermanbuary, 75,
B0, =1, 82
medicval, at St Albans, 96
reused in labe Saxon charch, 51 Alphage,
103
uied For repaars, Bastion 17, 25
amber
Hrewers' Hall, 51
buildings (11thC), 128
dined pit, Milk Serect, 51, 52
Mevilles Inn, bailt of stone and, 40
pit and well lining, Brewers' Hall size, 57
rin-glazed ware, 22
eomnb recess (51 Mary Eking), 108, 111,
I3, 116
tomba (St Mary Aldermanburyl, 73; s
aiso bones; barials; charnel hoases;
memsorials; vaubis

ropography, 43, 66, 119
of Cripplegute arcs, 127
and RAMILEC dacs, 119
of Swwon Chy, 120, 122
Scandmavian senlemens, evidence for, 136
Towwer Hill {1 ScthC postern), 36, 135
Tower of London, 3
Tower Posterm, 22, 133
Tovwer Ward, 122, 1306
LiWETs
Encient monumenss, 135, 155
duomyestic aparcments, Ciry wall, 34
bastions, 24
and building patern for 12th/] b Cay
chiafched, 114
baaile by Wilkism the Congueror, 32
flank wsed im, 105, 108, 112, 115
imedieval, 37, M4, BZ, 110, 135
mural, in Ciry, 32
Raman interval, 4, 25, 32, 103
51 Alban’s, B8, B9, 91, 95, 0&, 97, ¥
51 Adphage, 100, 104, 105, 110
51 Bride's, 116
51 Mary Aldcrmanbary, 71, 76, 79, 80,
8l 82, B4
51 Mary Elsing, 6, 101, 104, 105, 105,
108, 112
fee alse bastions; City wall; foundations;
Tower of London
pown: hiouses, &, 37, 66; see alse houses;
Mewille's lmnn
oen wall, repair of, 46
rownacape, G, by, 67, 119, 120, 135
trenches
Addle Sweer site, 34, 38
fog sampling deposits, Bassion 14, 28
Brewess' Hall sige (1934), 50
for cvaluaing sive potennial, 134
fior examining defensive ditch seguenoe, %
for tower foundation, 5t Albans, %5
and methodology for City excavations, 1,
4, 28, 37
excavazions a1 Meville's Inn site, 41, 4%
potcery from, a1 51 Alban's, S8
and BEMLEC archaeology programme;, 28
Sx Alban's excavation, &8
St Mary Aldermanbeary sine, ¥4 74, 81, 81
irmad, %
s alss CONENEs; PN area excavation
mresaance {Brewers' Halll, 35%; see als
cloisters
urial erenching (sives within Cicy wall), %
redl e Cutbingd; excavabions; renches
Tudar Green” wane, 21
tyenpanam (5t Mary Elssng), 115

usdsnirodi, b6

Uiniversity Caollege, Losdon, s Instirute
of Archaeology

ushan srchseology, 3, 119] see altio
mrchaenlogy: Department of Urban
Aschacology

ushan lopography, 2

urban regencration (Cripplegale arcal,
13}

LISA, see Falvon, Missouri

vars [hrick-laned a Mevilie's Inn), 43, 44,
4%, 50
vaults {for burials)
St Alban's (post-1664), 8%

S'LM -‘Hﬂlﬂ-ﬂl‘!ﬂuir 1=| T‘bh 19| al-l
HZ, 83, &7
sealed in Ciry churches by 1850, 83
vessels (indusirial and domestic), 19, 22;
sor alre cracibless metabworkang
vewivhules, Dk, 108
veslry (50 Mary Aldermanbusy), 71
Yikings, 2, 35,02%; wer alre Danes
Scandhnavian sctilement
voussoar (5t Mary Aklermanburyl, T9; s
w0 arches; oundations

Walbrook, 73, 130
Walbrook Valley, 4
wallimg, ree walls
walls
alignmenrt, Ciry wall, 103
besck, 49, 50, 51, 42, 51, &3
chalk, 50, 51, %2, 79, 94, %
chalk and brick, 50
false-poinnng (31 Afban's), 96
flenr, wsed in, B, 102, 102, 10%, 112, 115
Late Saxon, 100, 103
ARy, 4, 71
myedicval, §1, 82, 86, 94, 103, 108
nyoctar, 51, 3, 05
sbone, 51, 97, 102
ke rewsed wn, 103
e alse basgions; Oy walls foundations;
Raoman fort; mgstonc rubble
war, 1; ree afes the Blite; bomb damage;
Civill War; Danes; Spamish Armada;
Vikimgs; William the Congueror;
Yorkizt-Lancasvirian conflicis
wards, 2%, 36, 119, 129, 130, 131; see ado
beundamies; City defences; street
parterns
Wwirehinses
Barber Surgeons” Hall, &, 61, 63
fireprood storage, 67
incorporating Bastson 17 (1864), 27, 18,
F 1
incorporating Bastson 4, prior 1o Blite,
28, 20
Warmanacre, 1223; roo aise place namos;
streets; street syelem
Watling Court site (hat pish, 39, 52
wattlework (medieval pig, 38; sor alio pits
City Companics; Livery Companics
wiells
and 16thC potery, 13
brick housing fos, 50
chilk-lined [Beewess' Hall siee), 51, 52
diech il cus by, 13
poas-Bomen, end RMLEC excavntons, &
stene-limed, 43, 49, 61, 63
Went Crypr (Guildhall), 68 s alie crypis
Wesr Crane, 41, 44, 45, 52, 36, 12%; see alo
Baomien forg; sireets
Westmanster, 66, 127
Westmanszer Abbey, B
nfirenary, 103
munaments, 100
5t Katharines Chapel, 103
“Westminster” tiles, 81
Westmoreland Mace, see Windsor Place
(Coarr)
Whecler, Sir Mosimer, 2, 120
White Tower, 32
whiteware drinking vessels, 24



Wilkism 1 {the Congueroe), 31, 32, 101
Willisms, Audrey
chronobogy of Rosnan forr, 43
and RMLEC excavarions, Basher
Surgeons” Hall, 6l
and RMLEC excavaricns Brewers' Hall
[1958]), 49, 52
Winchester, Bishap af, 101
winslows
Barber Surgeons' Hall, cat in west wall
[1605), 35, 63
Bastion /4, 34

INDEX

Brewess' Hall, 49, 51
B2 Alban's, 57
S Mary Aldermanbary, T, 72, 80
5t Masy Flang, in spiral staiecase, 109, 114
Windzor Place (Cowrt), Z, 40, 45, 45, 35;
wed o Meville's Imn
wommen, 71, 127, 129; s alie colfin
plafcs; memarials
Wood Street
and induastry, &
main road in Cripplegate area, 125
medieval street alignment, 123
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MolAS excavarions, (1998), 39, 128
#nd Roman read, 132
51 Alban's House site, potrery from, 122
Sa Alban’s parish church, 856, %4
World War 11; s« the Blisz; bomb damage
Wren, Sir Chrstopher
rebusklng chusches alter Giread Fire of
Loadon, 88, 97
58 Mary Aldcrmanbury, 71, 75, 76, 82
51 Alban’s, @1, U5, 97, 58

Yorkiss-Lancastrian conflicis, 35, 36
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