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THE EXCAVATIONS
INTRODUCTION

The microfiche section contains the full reports of all the
excavations which have taken place in Hereford between 1965 and
1976, with the exception of those which have already been published
and are discussed in the printed volume (main text p 6 ), and

the excavations on Castle Green, which are the subject of Yolume 1.

The excavations did not follow any consistent research plan but
followed a general policy which develcrped as sites became available.
The main theme throughout was the development of the city defences
from the origin of the city until after the Civil War. Several
directors were responsible for the work which was organised on
behalf of various bodies.

The Hererford Excavations Committee was founded in 1965 to co-ordinate
work on the city defences during the construction of the inner relief
road, and to obtain funds for excavation. The general direction of
archaeological wor’. was undertaken originally by S C Stanford, and
after 1966, by F N.ble. All the excavations in the city between

1965 and 1969 were under the auspices of this committee. Some have
been published (main text p 6 ) (Stanford 1966; Shoesmith 1967,
1968, 1971; Leach 1971) and the remainder are included in this
report.

In 1965 demolition on the southern side of Blueschool Street provided
small sites for excavation. The committee, together with the then
Ministry of Public Building and Works, organised several small
excavations to examine the remains of the three bastions which were
known to have existed alone the stretch of medieval wall exposed by
the demolition works. An abbreviated account of the excavations

of these bastions, numbered 9, 10, and 10a (Fig 11:M1.A11) is
included in the Minor sites section.

In 1967 the opportunity was taken to examine the defensive works on
the western side of the city, which were anticipated to be of several
periods. A series of small trial excavations established their
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importance (Shoesmith 1967) but the dating of the various phases was
conjectural (Noble 1967). 1In 1968 P A Rahtz, then lecturer in the
School of History at Birmingham University and now Professor of Archaeo-
logy at York University, directed an area excavation of part of this
western defensive line (Fig 13:M1.A14). The results of the excavation,
together with observations made during the cutting of a nearby subway,
are described under the heading 'Victoria Street'. Later in 1968,
again in advance of the work on the ring road, a long narrow strip of
cround behind the medieval wall and immediately to the north of Eign
Gate was examined (Fig 12:M1.Al1). The excavation, which was directed
by Mrs M Gray, is included under the title 'Brewery sitet. A.small
excavation of part of bastion 6, close to the Brewery site, also took
Place during 1968, and the report is included within the Minor sites

section.

The Hereford Excavations Committee was disbanded in 1969, when the work
of constructing the relief road was completed, and its remaining assets
were transferred to the Woolhope Naturalists! Field Club. Some of this
money was used in 1971 for a trial excavation in the grounds of the
Liberal Ciub (Fig 12:M1.A11), and the report is in the Minor sites
section. The remaining funds were held in trust for future excavations

in Hereford.

Between 1970 and 1974 there was no local organisation directly
responsible for archaeological work within the city, and excavations
were all carried out under the auspices of the Department of the
Environment. The City of Hereford Archaeology Committee was formed in
1974 as a result of a report detailing the archaeological implications
of future development in the city (Shoesmith 1974). The committee
immediately organised an archaeological unit to work in the city and
continues to administer funds provided by the Department of the
Environment, the Hereford City Council, and the Hereford and Worcester
County Council. Through the unit the committee has organised several
excavations in the city and has been responsible for the preparation
of this report.

Several of the excavations which are included in this report took
pPlace during the six year period from 1970. They include various
excavations just within the line of the western defences close to
Berrington Street (Fig 13:M1.A14), the investigation of the defensive
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sequence at Cantilupe Street (Fig 14,below), and an area excavation,
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(Fig 12:M1.A11). Watching briefs during this period at Friars' Gate
(Fig 13:M1.A14), the Lamb Inn (Fig 14,below), and the City Arms
(Fig 7) are included in the Minor sites section.
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It is important to appreciate the order in which the excavations
took place because the sequence indicates the extent of the know-
ledge and information available to each director when work
commenced. However, the reports which follow are not presented in
the or'ler of excavation but are arranged to allow ease of reading
and reference. The reports should be considered in three sections.
The first, which includes the excavations at Victoria Street and
Can‘*ilupe Street, is mainl, oncerned with the pre-Conquest defences
although the former site includes details of the earliest occupation
levels so far discovered in the city. The second section includes
defensive features but is mainly concerned with the internal develop-
ment of the city. It contains the four excavations in Berrington
Street which are, in part, related to the Victoria Street site, and
the excavations at Bewell House and the Brewery site bota of which
were close to the north-western corner of the medieval walled town.
The third section contains reports of the examination of small

sites in the city. Most of these excavations were concerned with
the construction and development of the city wall, but the section
also includes details of watching briefs at other sites throughout

the city.

A standard format has been used for each of the reports, and, as far
as possible, plans and sections have been prepared to equivalent
scales. At the beginning of each excavation report the aims and
objectives of the excavation are described and the methods and
recording systems which were used on the site are explained. This is
followed by the descriptive part of the report which is split into a
series of occupation periods. These are particular to the one site
only and thus, for example, the occupation periods relating to the
Victoria Street site are not the same as tnose used on the neighbour-
ing Berrington Street site. Included within the descriptive report
for each period are sections which contain the evidence for dating and
an inventory of the associated finds. The latter is cross-referenced
to the full report in volume 3. Each period is concluded with a
discussion section where the information from the excavation is
interpretaed, analysed, and related to earlier and later periods.



There are several problems which may re<.lt from separating the
descriptive part of the report from the remainder, and to make the
text more intelligible and to ensure that it is not inordinately
long, several assumptions have been made. It is assumed that the
reader is conversant with archaeological features and appreciates
that interpretations have been made to allow particular contexts
to be described as postholes, postpits, walls, etc. The interpret-
ations are taken a stage further in some of the reports where, for
example, a regular collection of postholes may be described as the
remains of a fence line or even of a building. Other collective
terms used in the descriptive parts of the text include rampart,
oven, and furnace. Interpretations of this nature are described
in some detail and are jusrified wherever it is considered
necessary.

The individual sites were found to be variable in terms of develap-
ment and periods of occupation and it was therefore decided that
the overall integration of periods into one master scheme would be
complex and probably undesirable in the present state of knowledge
because such an ‘ntegration would have concealed the individual
stratigraphic aa dating problems which are present on several of
the sites. This is particularly the case in the earlier periods
where there is little or no pottery to provide dating criteria.
The integration of these periods within the several excavation
reports would have been unwarranted by the facts and the relation-
ships between the various periods on all sites has therefore been

considered in a separate section (main text p 70)

However, the defences comprise an important part of the excavation
reports and, although their development is considered in detail in
the printed volume (main text p 74), it is helpful at this point

to appreciate the proposed sequence. Six stages in the development
of the defences are postulated and, to aid cross-referencing and

to provide a descriptive framework, these stages are listed below
and shown in Fig 15:M1.B4. The appropriate defensive stage is
indicated in each of the individual excavation reports after the
period designation.

B3
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STAGE DESCRIPTION

1 A gravel rampart, probably with an external ditch

2 A turf ari clay rampart with timber face, which partly
replaced the stage 1 defences and partly extended to
the east the area encompassed

3 The addition of stonework and probably an intramural
road to the stage 2 defences

4 The disuse of the stage 3 defences and later
refortification works on the same alignment

5 A gravel rampart which extended the area encompassed by
the defences of stages 2, 3, and 4 to include an
additional area to the north of the city and possibly
an area to the south of the river

6

The construction of the medieval wall, gates, and
bastion towers and the later repair works
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RADIOCARBON DATING

The 'Age BP' used in the fo': 'owing reports is the conventional
radiocarbon age of the sample based on the old (W F Libby)

value of 5570 years for the half-life. Stable isotope corrections
are normally taken into account in calculating the 'Age BP' but

no consideration has been taken of bristlecone pine corrections

to adjust the 'Age BP' closer to the true calendar age. Most of
the calibration curves suggest that such a correction, during the
Saxon and early medieval periods, is quite small and of the

order of ten to fifteen years (info R L Otlet).

Dates are given as 'BP-1950* because they are the standard date
used by the publishers of 'Radiocarbon'. They are recorded as
dates *ad®, using lower case characters, to emphasise that no
corrections have been applied to adjust the result nearer to the
true calendar date. The accuracy of the measurement is expressed
as one standard deviation and is the error inherent to the
measurement process. This means that 68% of all identical samples
are expected to give results within two standard deviations. It
does not allow for any contamination of the sample or any

judgement based on archaeological information.

The most recent value of the half-life is 5730£40 years and a
correction allowing for this is obtained by multiplying the
*Age BP' by 1.03. This produces a date nearer to the true
calendar date. Such dates are identified by the prefix AD in

underlined capitals.

The radiocarbon dates are discussed at greater length in the
printed text (p 70).
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VIZCTORIA STREET

INTRODUCTION

Small excavaticns in 1967 on the western defences of Hereford
(Shoesmith 1967 ) revealed the truncated remains of a complex series
of ramparts and walls. During Easter 1968 an area excavation was
arranged at a point where the defences stood to a greater height,
the work being undertaken by the Hereford Excavations Committee

in conjunction with the School of History of the University of
Birmingham. The excavatio: as directed by Philip Rahtz and funded
by the then Ministry of Public Building and Works.

The site, adjoining Victoria Street (Fig 13:M1.A14), was threatened
by works associated with the ring road which involved the demolition
of various offices, stores, and warehouses to make room for a dual
carriageway leading to the new Greyfriars Bridge. These buildings
had been constructed partly on the line of the medieval ditch and
partly on the berm and rampart. In places, remaining portions of
the city wall had been incorporated into the buildings. The

rasult had been a split-level development with low-level buildings
on the ditch line and the area between the ditch and the city wall,
and a higher set of buildings on top of the remains of the rampart.
As a result little modern ground disturbance had taken place

except for that caused by wall foundations.

The development scheme also involved the construction of a car park,
east of the line of the defences, between bastion 4 and West Street,
and this area was the site of the excavations. A grass bank between
the car park and the ring road now indicates the line of, and in
parts seals, the remains of the defensive features.

A trench, which had been cut through the defences early in 1968

by machine, indicated the depth of the archaeological deposits.
Immediately before the excavation started the rampart was removed
from the area to the south of the trench by machine, and the northern
edge of the trench was cut back to produce a vertical face. The face
was incorporated into a baulk, just over 1m wide, which was kept
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throughout the excavation. The area to the north of the baulk
was excavated by hand to examine the development of the ramparts,
as was the area west of the medieval wall line. A second baulk,
running north-south, surmounted by a rampart revetment wall
’(period 5) was also kept throughout the excavation.

Finds and records from the excavation are deposited in Hereford
City Museum (Accession Number 1979/301).

AT ESoL 14~ 8
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METHOD

The excavation was carried out during a four week period in June
1968. Three west-east sections through the defences (A-B, C-D,
and E-F, Fig 22:M1.C9) were kept throughout the excavation, and
the baulk between the first two was not removed e:cept for a

last minute examination of part of flue 320. This baulk and the
N-S baulk on which the period 5 wall lay were retained as part of
a proposed conservation scheme. It is not now known whether
these baulks remain underneath the present grass bank. The
retention of these baulks proved to be unfortunate, because they
obscured vital evidence especially relating to period 2. A
trench was cut eastwards into the car park from the main area
(not shown on plan) to investigate the degree of modern disturbance
and two additional rampart sections, north of the main area,

were examined (Figs 27:M1.D2 and 28:M1.D2). All these parts of
the excavation were treated together for recording purposes.

A trench for a subway was cut across the line of Victoria Street
(Fig 31:M1.D14) while the excavation was in progress and details
are recorded (Figs 32:M1.E2 and 33:M1.E<4). This led to some
duplication of the records and the subway site has heen renumbered
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as necessary. It is considered separately from the main site in an

appendix.

Site code:
Context numbers for
layers, features, etc:

Datum on sections:

RECORDING SYSTEM

Her 68

Main site 1-110 and 300-383

Subway site 111-184 (renumbered as necessary)
55.05m OD

Finds: Recorded u..der layer or feature number
SUMMARY OF CHRONOLOGY AND PERIODS
DEFENSIVE
PERIOD STAGE DESCRIPTION PROBABLY DATE RANGE
0 Prehistoric finds and
possible features
1 Grain drying ovens Mid 7th to 8th century
2 Timber building Late 8th to 9th century
3 Small ditch and bank L.ate 8th to 9th century
4 1 Gravel rampart Mid to late 9th century
5a 2 Tuvf and clay rampart Late 9th to early 10th
century
Sb 3 Addition of stone wall Early to mid 10th century
and road
Sc 4 Decay of ramparts of Mid 10th to 11th century
periods 5a and 5b
6 4 Gravel rampart Mid 11th century
7 6 Medieval wall Early to mid 13th century
8 Later disturbances Post 13th century
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THE EXCAVATION

@ PERIOD O - Prehistoric finds and possible features (Figs 20:M1.C3 and
22:M1.C9)

A buff-brown clayey soil, layer 36, lay directly above the natural
gravel o: tae site. Several postholes were not seen until after
the final clearance of this layer. This is a common problem in
the Hereford gravels and it was eventually possible to assign most
of the postholes to the timber building postulated in period 2

on the basis of their relationship to its plan. The remainder
probably belong to period 2 and are shown on the same plan

(Fig 20:M1.C3), but, unless daub or grain derived from the

period 1 ovens were present in the posthole, there is no evidence

to classify them as later than prehistoric.

The same problem applies to depression 310 which was cut into
layer 36 and filled with clean gravel. Section A-B (Fig 22.M1.C9)
suggests that this feature could be earlier than, or contemporary
with, the period 1 ovens, but the feature has been assigned to
period 2 as it is considered to be more likely that it was caused
by wear in the entry to one of the rooms of the timber building of
that period.

Métalling 110 and the associated clayey layer 102 are also
assigned to period 2, but as they sat directly on top of the
buried soil layer 36 they could be contemporary with the ovens.
However, it is considered more likely that they represent a track
leading to the period 2 building rather than a surface level
associated with the ovens.

Ten pieces of worked flint were found during the excavation, all
in later levels than the buried soil 36. The significance of such
flints is discussed in volume 3.

@ PERIOD 1 - The grain-drying ovens  Figs_16:M1.B11, 17:M1.512, 18 & 19)

The first level at which settled occupation can be demonstrated
comprised two grain-drying ovens cut through the original ground
surface (layer 36). Each oven consisted of a combined firing
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chamber and stoke pit with a lonc, lateral, stone-lined flue
leading out to the north. They were built partly of stone

which included fragments of two Roman altars, reused massive

Roman building blocks, and many dressed stones coated with a

Roman type of mortar, all set in a red clay matrix. They were
firmly stratified under all the defensive works and were earlier
than, or possibly contemporary with, the postulated timber building
of period 2. However, this building had fragments of oven daub,
burnt wattle, and carbonized grain within several of its postholes.
This material was probably associated with the demolition of the
grain-drying ovens rather than with their use so it is more likely
that the timber building of period 2 is of a later date than the

ovens.

Description

The eastern oven, 309, was nearly 4m long, with a flue, 320, about
the same length. The pit was some 2m wides and a maximum of 0.8m
deep from the original ground surface. The upper fill, 309A

(Fig 17:M1.B12), comprised large pieces of daub mixed with a gravelly
soil and some ash, with layer 309B underneath, consisting of a
quantity of squared stones, approximately 0.25 x 0.15 x 0.10m in
size, with some Roman type mortar still adhering. Under this was
309C, a layer of mixed ash with occasional stones, some clay, and
calcined bone, and again a quantity of daub. The western part of
the pit had a more gravelly fill, 309D, towards the bottom, whilst
the eastern part contained 309E - a blue ash, some grain and only
small amounts of gravel. The large stone in the southern part of
the pit, which could have been displaced, had some ash underneath
its northern edge but was solidly set into the ground to the south.
Two iron knives were found in the fill of the pit to the west of
this stone. The stones on the north side, which were set in red
clay, were apparently in _situ but may have been slightly disturbed
at the western side by 309F, a posthole assignzd to period 2.
Several stakeholes, 309G, were found along the southern edge of
the pit, mainly at its west end, and a burnt stake from 309D was
used for radiocarbon dating (main text: p 71). Little carbonized
grain was found in this oven, but quantities were found to the
north of the oven in layer 360 which is interpreted as the remains
of the period 1 ground level (Fig 22:M1.C9, section E-G-F).
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Flue 320, which led north from the eastern end of the pit, had

a floor of yellowish clay which extended back into the main
structure. Squared stones were set in red clay on each side

and enclosed a fill of mixed clays. On each side of the flue were
patches of burnt soil, 319 (Fig 16:M1.B11).

Surface below 100 metalling Surface elow 73 K
= J BT —= Soil 36 DEtum el

OVEN 309
A - ashy soil & daub

B - soil & stones
C - ash lenses

} destruction

D - dirty gravel & soil
E - ash & grain

L Surface below 73 M

Paving of flue

OVEN 89 A - soft brown soit — silting
8 - stones & daub }
destruction
o 1 2m C - as B with red clay
D - compacted ash }
use
E - ash lenses

Fig 17 Victoria Street. Period 1. Sections across the
grain drying ovens 89 and 309

The second oven, 89, to the west of 309, was of similar construction
but with the stoke hole facing the opposite way. It was 5m in
length, slightly longer than 309, and had more surviving stonework.
The top fill of soft brown silty earth, 89A, sealed the destruction
layers 89B and 89C, which consisted of stones, red clay, and much
daub (Fig 17, above ). Ash lenses, mixed with some soil, burnt grain,
and a little daub, 89D and 89E, filled the rest of the pit. The
lower part of this layer continued under some of the stones in the
south eastern corner of the pit. Th2 stones, many of which showed
some evidence of reuse, included two Roman altars and two massive
Roman building stones with lewis holes (0.6m3). The narrow part
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of the pit, where it started to turn towards the flue, was paved
with flat stones. They were covered with compacted ash, 89D,
which continued into flue 311. Only two stones were left of the
flue lining, robbing having reduced it to a rounded gully filled
with red clay and daub (Fig 16:M1.B11).

Only slight traces of occupation levels associated with the ovens
were found in the immediate area. However, to the north of the
ovens, layer 360 contained much carbonized grain and probably
represenfed the ground level of this period.

Flue 311 of oven 89 was sealed by layer 37 which covered thre~ western
part of the site not occupied by the period 2 building. Th?s layer
consisted of dark grey-brown soil with much daub, ash, and caarccal
flecks.

Dating

A burnt stake from layer 309D in oven 309 was used for radiocarbon
dating (BIRM 111). The uncalibrated date was ad 76085 which, using
the most recent half life value, becomes AD 72585 (M1.B5)

This date range should be reliable (main text p 70) and from it we
obtain the following probabilities for the date of use of the oven.

DATE RANGE PROBABILITY

pre AD 555 2.5%
pre AD 640 16 %
AD 640-810 68 %

post AD 810 16 %
post AD 895 2.5%

If this is accepted it is unlikely that the ovens were in use before
the mid 6th century or after the end of the 9th century.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Small Finds

Metal Two iron knives Oven 309 Fig 1.1 & 2

Stone Roman altars Cven 89 Fig 9.3 & 4
Worked flint L37 Fig 16.2 & 11
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Daub Fired daub Ovens 89 & 309

Environmental material

Organic Charcoal Ovens 89 & 309
Grain Oven 89 & L360
Discussion

The ovens cut through, and were presumably constructed from, the
level of the buried soil 36. Carbonized grain was found in quantity,
particularly in 360, an occupation layer which lay to the north of
what will be postulated as a later timber building (period 2 below).
If the proposed stratigraphic and chronological separation of tue
ovens and the postholes which comprise this building is accepted
(M1.C2) - although it could rot be demonstrated stratigraphically
that layer 360 belonged to period 1 rather than period 2 - it can be
arguad that the absence of layer 360, with its grain, in the area of
the timber building, was the result of erosion of the layer in the

area of the building.

The destruction level for the ovens was represented by layer 37 which
sealed flue 311 of oven 89. It is suggested that this lével, which
was only present in the western part of the site, originally covered-
the whole area, but was removed during the construction and use of
the period 2 building and by the period 5 roadway, 100, to the east
(Fig 26:M1.D1). Within the ovens, layers 309B and 89B and C alse
represent this destruction, the pits finally becoming silted up with
the soil layers 309A and 89A. Discussion of the character of the
ovens has been anticipated by the names given to their components.

It is suggested that the major parts of the pits were covered with

a platform of thick wattle and daub, which, after being hardened

e -3 initial pre-firing, would have made firm floors on which the
grain, probably in sheaf, could be laid to dry. Spaces would have
been left at the stoking ends for the insertion of combustible
material under the daub platforms, a draught being provided by

the lateral flues, which were probably also roofed with daub,

forming narrow tunnels with exits outwards and upwards at their

ends. The L-shaped arrangement of the flues may have been designed
to slow down the rate of combustion, and to take the fumes well away
from the area in which drying was taking place.
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which is rather less likely, is that the drying

’ ich i
the pit (which was wholly a stoking pit), but

Another possib y
ot

ili
. ov

it
floor was no er
over the stone-lined tunnels. This would be a good deal smaller in
area, but would be more comparable to Roman examples, where the floor
is built above a stone-lined channel with a flue at one end and a

stoke pit at the other.

There is no evidence to indicate whether the ovens were in use
together or not. They could have worked in tandem to give a greater
drying capacity, or have been in use separately - it is possible
that the opposite orientations of the ovens were to allow an optimum
draught to be induced in varying conditions of wind strength and
direction. The 'mirror' arrangement of the ovens seems to preclude
the possibility that one oven was merely the replacement for the
other; rather they seem to have been planned as a coherent double

unit.

The function of such ovens, in the more familiar (usually late)
Roman contexts or much rarer post-Roman examples like these, is a
matter of debate. The conventional interpretation, which is
described above, was tnhat the sheaves of grain were laid on the
platform to dry. This suggests that they were being gathered while
they still had too much moisture content, and were dried for
consumption, for storage, or for seed corn. While this theory was
accepted it was not surprisingly suggested that this premature
gathering was an indication of troubled conditions, in which the
grain was cut at the earliest possible moment before it was removed
by hands other than those of the rightful owner. Such an
explanation seemed to be wholly consistent with the fact that grain
drying ovens were built in the late Roman period ipto the residential
rooms of villas and other buildings presumably during periods of
insecurity. Such a 'crisis'! explanation might of course seem
appropriate to a post-Roman Hereford situation with regard to the
Welsh threats, especially in a pre-defensive phase. The other
possibility is that grain drying in general is not related to drying
but to parching. This produces a grain that is more easily milled
and of better flavour in cooking. The increased frequency of grain
dryers may thus be related as much to social custom as to military
threat. The analysis of the grain suggests that the ovens could
have been in use for several seasons rather than for one year's
drying, which leads to a supposition of settled cccupation, if caly

rural, in the area.
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It is difficult to find parallels for the form of the Hereford
grain dryers. Most Roman grain dryers are of T-plan with a double
flue, commonly of a sinale component but sometimes double, and none
have been found in a similar context to those at Hereford.

PERIOD 2 - Timber building (Figs 20:M1.C3 and 21:M1.C4)

The evidence for this structure was not recognized at the time of
the excavation, because of the retention of baulks and the
consequent failure to open the whole area at one time. Although
details of the postholes were recorded in 1968, including many that
contained daub or other materials similar to those found in the
grain drying ovens, they were not stratigraphically separated from
the grain dryer levels, and at that time it was thought possible
that they were of a structure in which the grain dryers were the
principal features. This perhaps is still just feasible although

it is considered very unlikely.

Later analysis has indicated that some at least of the postholes
were secondary to the grain dryers, and that most, if not all, were
of a building erected over their destroyed remains. The postholes
were in two main groups - those that were seen after removal of the
rampart level 88, in the surface of the grain dryer destruction
level 37; and those that were not seen until later, either when this
layer had been removed or when the natural was cleaned. The two
groups were apparently randomly arranged across the excavated area
with no indication of any logical grouping. While it is possible
that the former group might in some cases be contemporary with the
grain dryers (the destruction level material having fallen through
into the sockets left by the removal of the posts), some at least
were demonstrably later, such as 309F which was cut into the upper
fill of oven 309. The second group might appear to be earlier than
or contemporary with the grain dryers, but they may also have been
later, the failure to recognize them at a higher level being due

to the similarity of the fills to the surrounding areas and the
limitations in excavation techniques.

With these provisos, a timber building is postulated, secondary to
the grain dryers, and it s on this assumption that the building
may now be discussed as a discrete structure.
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Description

The main building is a slightly irregular rectangle 9m iong and
7.5m wide. The arrangement of the postholes and areas of apparent
wear suggest the presence of a north-south central passage and of
lean-tos or extensions on the east and south-east (Fig 21:M1.C4).

The building was constructed around a large central post, 308b,
which was replaced at least once as 308a. Both post positions wexc
cut c0.6m into the natural gravel, and contained large pieces of
daub. There was some burnt grain in the earlier posthole 308b.

The north wall consisted of a line of main posts, 380, 361, 378,
364, and 353, with gaps of about 1.8m between the centres. The
corner postholes were deeply cut (0.28 - 0.35m into the aatural)
and the others were slightly shallower. Within the main posthole
line of the north wall were several shallower postholes, 375, 376,
379, 372, 371, 315, 316, 363, and 362, probably of more than one
period. The west wall had less substantial posts, 380, 381, 307,
306, and 349, but again the corner posthole, 349, was quite deep.
One posthole may have been unseen in the top of oven 89. The east
wall had rather insubstantial postholes, 353, 354, 383, and 345,
but one may have been under the baulk. The southern line was in
two parts - east, 345, 344, 365, 370, and 369, and west, 366 and
349 - the break presumably being the central passage.

The north side of the passage included the central post 308 and
smaller posts, 313, 314, and 309f, the latter being in the top

fill of the period 1 oven 309. The south side had shallow postholes,
374, 376, 321, and 357, two of which were elongated along the line
of the passage.

Several small postholes at the south-west corner of the building,
and a scatter of shallow post and stakeholes to the east, may
represent either additions to the main building or fence lines.

They had similar fills to the main postholes. Some of the postholes
contained burnt and fired daub and two contained burnt timber.

Full details of the sizes and depths follow.
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POSTHOLE LEVEL FILL DIMENSIONS DEPTH
SEEN (cm) (cm)
103 ? Large daub, clayey soil ? 12
105 Natural Dirty brown soil Irregular 10%
106 Natural Dirty brown soil ? clo*
107 Natural Dirty brown soil, one 25 x 20 20%
packing stone
108 Natural Dirty brown soil ? cl0o*
109 Natural Dirty brown soil, daub, 60 x 40 20*
one packing stone
109a & b ? ? Small ?
300 37 Charcoal flecked clay ? 25
301 37 Charcoal flecked clay ? 18
303a 37 Charcoal flecked clay Irregular 28
304 37 Charcoal flecked clay ? ?
306 ? Massive packing stones ? 30 (to top
and burnt timber of post)
307 ? Daub & burnt soil ? ?
308a ? Much large daub ? 62
308b ? Mixgd clay, daub, burnt 60 x 40 58
grain
309f 309a ? ? ?
313 Within 73 Burnt timber & daub 35 x 34 (post) 50 below 73
314 73 Soft brown soil 40 x 40 50
315 73 Daub, charcoal flecks ? ?
316 73 Dark soil, daub, charcoal ? 10
321 ? Dark ashy material ? *
323 36 Burnt soil, charcoal ? 10
325 36 Clayey soil, charcoal ? 20
326 ? ? ? ?
344 36 Buff clayey soil, charcoal 30 x 25 15%
345 36 Buff clayey soil, charcoal 18 x 22 10¥%
347 36 Buff clayey soil, charcoal 24 x 24 12%
348 36 Buff clayey soil, charcoal 35 x 30 10%*
and mortar
349 36 Buff clayey soil, charcocal 30 x 25 35%
352a Natural As 36 plus daub & grain 35 x 135 27*%
352b Natural As 36 plus daub & grain 27 x 33 10*
353 Natural Clay, lime, grain, and 39 % 35 26*%
burnt timber wattle
354 Natural As 36 plus daub & grain 40 x 30 a*
355 Natural As 36 plus daub & grain 15 x 12 5%
356 Natural Four stakeholes filled - cl2*

with 36 material

(cont)



POSTHOLE LEVEL FILL DIMENSIONS DEPTH
SEEN (cm) (cm)
357 36 Dirty gravel, charcoal, ? 20
packing stones
361 360 Stone and daub post 12 x 12 23%
pit 43 x 35
362 Natural As 36 plus daub & grain 25 x 33 18%
363 Natural As 36 plus grain 25 x 27 8%
364 Natural As 36 plus daub, grain, 35 x 43 26*
and burnt wattle
365 Natural Similar to 36 ? 10*
366 In 36 Dark grey soil ? 10*
368 Natural Similar to 36 ? 20%
369 ? Similar to 36 ? 20%
370 ? Similar to 36 ? 5%
371 Natural Similar to 36 35 x 28 16%*
372 Natural Similar to 36 29 x 26 12%
374 In 36 Dirty brown soil, charcoal 65 x 30 5%
flecks
375 In 360 Similar to 36 plus burnt 27 x 18 47
grain
376 ? Similar to 36 25 x 27 15*
377 ? Similar to 36: possibly ? 22%
two postholes
378 ? Similar to 36 plus burnt 33 x 38 28%
daub, charcoal, & stones
379 ? Similar to 36 with 28 x 30 14%
charcoal flecks
380 Through ? 42 x 42 30%*
36
381 Through ? 34 x 34 20%
36
382 ? 2
383 ? ?

Cc7

Postholes 382 and 383 only show on site photographs

.Depth marked with an asterisk is measured into natural
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Within the outline of the building there was little indication of
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which contained a dark grey fill, was thought to be the remains of

]

a hearth when excavated, and in the western room, depression 310,

with a gravelly fill, if asso ted with this period, could
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represent the ref1111ng of a holl in the entrance position. There
was no indication of an entrance from the passage into the eastern
room. The only other suggestion of a floor was the thin layer of
red clay, only noted in section (Fig 22:M1.C9) but sealed by the

gravel rampart of period 4.

a t
the building. It consisted of

e ocC e s
a sticky, grey-buff soil with
numerous charcoal flecks, and a few pieces of daub with a few cobbles
on top. The latter may have been associated with this period or

with the period 4 rampart construction. To the south of the area
excavated, and outside the main line of the building, was a metalled
surface, 110, of fine cobbling on top of red gravel. It lay over the
buried soil 36 and apparently continued to the west as a dirty, clayey
area, 102, which was partly sealed by bank 31 of period 3.

Dating

No datable material was found associated with this period or indeed
with periods 3 and 4 which follow. On the basis of the chronological
framework (main text p 72) a construction date in the late 8th
century is proposed.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Ceramic material
Tile On

3 nf Aamanm +49 1A DL 240 Y-
&V AL A\\iludis L AR IO 1

a
Clay . Fired clay objects PH 361 Figs 64.16
(other fragments o< similar objects
were found in PH 103 & L73)

e

Environmental Material
Organic Charred grain PH 308 & PH 364
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Discussion

The building as described and shown on the plan is of twc periods
with a replaced centre post and possibly a replaced north wall. The
construction, which was probably not particularly strong, contained
two rooms and a central passage and possibly an internal hearth.
The general lack of a floor level in this building suggests either
that a considerable amount of wear occurred during the life of the
building or that the building poissessed a timber floor. If the
former was the case then it would account for the lack of burnt
grain within the building line as compared with the area just
outside the north wall- where a better preservation of the earlier
levels would riave been likely.

Metalling 110 could be associated either with the grain drying oveas
of period 1 or with this building, but its position leading to the
southern end of the passage suggests that, even if it were in use
during period 1, it continued to be used throughout the life of the
building.

The building of period 2 may thus be at least tentatively described
in plan, though its function must remain obscure. What is clear
however, if it is accepted as being secondary to and unconnected
with the grain dryers, is that it was a positive and apparently
isolated structure (though with comparisons on the Berrington Street
site) which lay directly over, and perpetuated the location of the
grain dryers.

A north-south linear feature of small bank and ditch (features 31
and 64), described as period 3, but which may be contemporary with
the period 2 structure, ran to the west of both the building and
grain dryers. Could, then, these structures have been at the
northern and western limits of a property?
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® PERIOD 3 - Small bank and ditch (Figs 20:M1.C3 and 22.M1.C9)

When a similar feature to ditch 64 was located to the south in the

1967 excavation (Shoesmith 1967) it was thought to be a marking-out
ditch for the aravel rampart of period 4. However, it was clear in
1968 that the buff soil layer 30, behind the bank, and the silting

within ditch 64, both of which had accumulated before the period 4

rampart was built, indicated that the feature was open and subject

to weathering for some time.

Description

A small bank, 31, with a ditch, 64, on its western side was located
to the west of the period 2 building. The ditch cut through layers
37 and 36 into the natural gravel, and the bank sealed layer 37. The
ditch contained a brown sticky soil at the bottom sealed by material
similar to bank 31. The bank was only slight and consisted of
redeposited clayey soil and some daub. Behind it, to the east, was

a sticky grey-buff soil layer, 30.

The bank sealed flue 311 of oven 89 and apparently also sealed
several postholes, 300, 301, 303a, 103, and 326, and the clayey
soil layer 102 which was associated with metalling 110. Posthole
307 of the period 2 building is shown in section (Fig 22:M1.C9,
section A-B) as being contemporary with, or later than, bank 31.
The bank and ditch were seen to the north of the main excavation
(Fig 27:M1.D2, section N-P) but were not evident in any of the
subway sections. The feature had become rounded and slight and
most of the material of the bank L.d slipped into the ditch, which
by then was partly silted, before the period 4 rampart was built.

Dating

No datable material was found in this period.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Environmental material

Grain & daub Debris from period 1 grain drying ovens
was found in L30 and L31
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Discussion

It should be noted that this feature was definitely
stratigraphically later than the destruction of the grain

dryers. The destruction layer, L37, was cut by ditch 64, and was
incorporated within bank 31 which lay over the northern flue of
oven 89. The relationship between the bank and ditch and the
building of period 2 is more un~ertain. It is stratigraphically
possible that the bank was in existence during the lifetime of

the building, and, as a landscape feature, was still present

when the building had disappeared. This would account for some of
the slip from the bank overlying building features.

The precise function of the bank and ditch is uncertain. It could
have served to defina a boundary or circuit, but would not have
had any defensive capacity. It is possible, however, that the
bank was a more comples structure than its residue might suggest.
There may have been light timbering at the back or front or even

a fence embedded in the bank itself. As such it could hardly have
had more defensive potential than a garden fence, effective against
stray animals or vagrants, but not against serious threat. Apart
from the apparent silting of the ditch and erosion of the bank,
there was no indication of the length of time the ditch remained
open.

The total observed length of the period 3 bank and ditch in all
the excavations in this area is about 66m. It was apparently
this feature which subsequently determined the line of the western

defences throughout the history of the town.

PERIOD 4 - The gravel rampart (Defences - stage 1) (Eigs 22:M1.C9,
23, 24:M1.C14, 27:M1.D2, and 28:M1.D2)

Sealing both bank and ditch of period 3 and layer 30, the possible
destruction level for the period 2 building, was a mixed gravel
and clay rampart.
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Description

Only the tail of the rampart survived in Victoria Street. It was
constructed of mixed bands of gravel, 25, 27, and 29, with buff
clay layers 26 and 28 between. There was a tendency for the gravel
to be banded in tip layers with larger pebbles towards the base.
The upper margin of the gravel contained occasional bones and small
pieces of daub, and on “‘he surface was a thin layer of finer soil.

The occupation level associated with this rampart was very slight.
It existed only under the period 5 rampart as a layer of reddish
clayey soil and gravel, 73. Further east, later disturbances

had removed it, together with all traces of earlier occupation.

The gravel rampart was also seen in section to the north of the main
site (Figs 27:M1.D2 and 28:M1.D2), where bands of clay were again
apparent amongst the gravel layers. The rampart sealed the relatively
clean soil 35. The tail of the rampart was covared with a finer
gravel and a dark brown sticky soil, 62, which contained some

charcoal and burnt clay. This layer extended over slot 63 which
contained similar material.
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Dating

No datable material was found in this period.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Ceramic material

Tile Several fragments L62 & L73 Unillustrated

of Roman tile

Discussion

The clean material of the rampart, which was presumably taken from
the natural gravels in the immediate vicinity, suggests that there
must have been a substantial external ditch associated with this
defence.

In the 1967 excavation the gravel rampart was considered to be
merely a core to the clay and turf rampart {Shoesmith 1967).
However, in 1968, indications were found of a consolidated surface
on the gravel rampart. This suggests that a reasonable period of
time elapsed before it was replaced by the period 5 rampart and
indicates that it was not levelled, but served as a nucleus for

the new work.

This rampart has now been observed in several sites along the
western side of Hereford (see also M3.Fq) and apparently turns to
the east just north of West Street (Subway section: Mi1.El).

PERIOD 5 - Thka turf and clay rampart (Defences - stages 2-4)
(Figs 22:M1.C9, 23 & 26:M1.D1)

There are several phases in the life of this rampart, some of which
are represented in this excavation and others at the

Cantilupe Street site (M1:E8-G14). Features seen at Cantilupe Street
which were not observed in this excavation are not mentioned in the
description which follows but may be commented on in the discussion.
The three phases considered are 5a - the original construction,

Sb -« the addition of stone walls, and 5¢ - disuse and collapse.

They are first described and are then considered together as a
continuing defensive sequence.
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Description

PERIOD 5a - The original construction (Defences - stage 2)

The turf and clay rampart was built overlying the gravel rampart
of period 4. The front part of both these defences was removed
when the medieval wall was built, leaving only the rear part of

the crest and the tail.

The rampart consisted of individual layers which showed regular
rises or peaks in section (Fig 24:M1.Cl14). The alluvial clayey
soil which comprised the rampart contained darker banks which were
of a more peaty nature and rose to the top of the peaks.
Occasional trails of gravel were found in between the alluvial
layers (eg layer 44, Figs 27:M1.D2 and 28:M1.D2).

In between the regular layers of the rampart material were black
fibrous bands up to 20mm thick and 100mm wide. These were examined
in section (Fig 24:M1.C14, section G-H) and in plan (Fig 26:M1.D1),
where they could be seen to be the remains of branches, apparently
laid at random within the layers of the rarpart (Fig 25). They
were arranged more regularly near the crest of the rampart (330-5,
350-1) than in the tail (23, 24, 24a, 79, 84,and 317).

A series of postholes (336-42), which had contained stakes of
c0.15m diameter, was found on the tail of the rampart. They were
in a straight north-south line at intervals of about 0.5m and could
have been associated with two lateral branches, 60 and 101, which
occurred as fibrous traces. Two other postholes, 83 and 84a, were
found slightly to the west of the straight alignment. The post-
holes were seen only in layer 20, the main body of the rampart
material (eg post 342, section C-D, Fig 22:M1.C9), and contained

a soft dark earth fill.

The rampart material was almost comnl.letely stone free, and only two
stones of any appreciable size were t¢-en (Fig 28:M1.D2, section R-S).
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@ PERIOD 5b - Addition of stone wall (Defences - stage 3) (Figs 22:

M1.C9, 26:M1.D1, and 29)

On the rear crest of the rampart a stone wall survived one or two
courses high (wall 2). It was lightly mortared and was built partly
of reused Roman stones including quern fragments. It could never
have been of a great height and there were slight signs of a break
towards its southern end.

The metalled path 100 (Fig 26:M1.D1), on the tail of the rampart,
could have been constructed at the same time as this wall by cutting
away the previous occupation level, 73, to provide a level foundation.
The part was up to 3m wide and although it was rather pocorly
preserved, the cut for it was apparent in all the sections

To the east of the metalled road and apparently of the same period
was gully 104, which was filled with dirty brown gravel.

PERIOD 5¢c - Disuse and collapse (Defences - stage 4) (Fig 22:M1.C9)

The thick layer of brown soil on the tail of the clayv rampart is
perhaps one of the most interesting accumulations on the site. The
lowest level, 88, comprising a brown soil with some charcoal and a
little mortar, was an accumulation on the tail of the rampart which
also covered the metalled road 100. This was in turn sealed by
layers 80 and 87, which were areas of concentrated black and reddish
soil with much charcoal flecking. Above this was a thick layer

of a slightly lighter brown soil, 22, which contained some gravel,
stones, and mortar. This layer continued up the back of the turf
rampart sealing the posthole line 336-342 and the possible
horizontal branches 60 and 101.

Dating
Two samples of the branches from within the rampart were used for

radiocarbon dating. The uncalibrated dates obtained were:

BRANCH BP-1950 REFERENCE
24a ad 615267 BIRM 110
317 ad 12502220 BIRM 159

317 humate ad 6202200 BIRM 159 humate
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The discrepancy between the last two results cannot be explained and
they are thus of doubtful value. The reliability of dates obtained
from even reasonably large branches is questionable and there are
several reasons why such dates would be earlier than the date of
deposition. Because of this BIRM 110 cannot be used to indicate the
latest possible date for construction of the period 5a rampart. The
date, when corrected using the latest figure for the half life, does
indicate that there is an 84% probability that the rampart was built
after the beginning of the 6th century, but we already know that the
period 1 grain drying oven underneath the rampart has a 97.5%
probability of being later that the mid 6th century. The BIRM 110
date, therefore, serves only as a rather poor reinforcement of this

figure.

The pottery from period 5c¢ indicates that the phase of disuse of the
rampart continued at least into the 11th century, before the layers
were sealed by gravel during period 6. There was no other evidence

for the length of time during which the rampart was disused.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Perioags 5a & 5b

Small finds
Stone Two fragments of quern w2 Fig 10.1 & 2

Ceramic material
Pottery Two sherds Roman L20 Fig 51.1

Environmental material

Wood Timbers in rampart

Period 5¢

Small finds

Metal Iron knife L88  Fig 1.4
Copper finger ring L227? Fig 4.1
Stone Flint (illustrated) L22 Fig 16.10
L88 Fig 16.7 & 8
Flint (unillustrated) Nos 13, 14, & 16
Jewellerxy Roman melon bead L22 Fig 20.1

Bone Two combs Las8 Fig 24.2 & 3
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Ceramic material

Pottery
Fabric Al D1 Bl Gl G3 Fig 46.1 & 2
Sherds 3 5 12 12 2 Fig 51.2-8
Percent 9 15 35 35 6
Tile Four fragments Roman L88 Unillustrated
Brick One fragment Roman L8O Unillustrated
Fired clay Loom weight L22 Fig 64.15
Discussion

The material of the period 5 rampart is not what one would expect
from cutting a ditch and is more likely to have been brought in from
more marshy land which could have been peaty in places. It was
presumably brought to the site as large clay sods with the turf
still adhering and these would then have been piled up to make

the rampart which was strengthened and consolidated at various
levaels with large branches. The peaks seen in section apparently
indicate the positions of the individual large sods. They would
be caused by the squeezing upwards of the edges of adjacent turves.
The trails of gravel could have adhered to the turf when it was
cut, or could have been picked up if the sods had been laid in
contact with the period 4 gravel rampart. The individual turves
are only clearly differentiated in the main Victoria Street site,
either because of a difference in character of the deposits from
which they had been cut, or because of differences in preservation
within the rampart itself, possibly due to wet weather conditions

when the turves were stacked.

The posts in the tail of the rampart did not apparently have any

= et al ¢ovmnection with the branches used for consolidation but
cculd have been associated with the lateral branches 60 and 101.
Ire rampart, towards its tail, was very steep (Fig 22:M1.C9) and
would have needed a strong timber construction to prevent its
immediate collapse. The secondary postholes, 82 and 84a, may have
been inserted at a later date for further strengthening. The
timberwork may have been part of the work involved in the period 5b
additions to prevent the rampart from collapsing on to road 100.
It is possible that the entire rampart was boxed in in timber and
that the rear posts were tied to those on the front face by a
timber platform.
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The Cantilupe Street excavations have since shown that an original
timber face to the turf rampart was replaced in stone, but this was
not evident in Victoria Street where the front of the rampart was
cut away. The rear stone wall was probably no more than a retainer
for the flat fighting platform on the summit of the rampart. It
could have been a feature of the original defence but may, like

the front stone wall, have been a secondary addition. The break
shown in the plan of the wall (Fig 26:M1.D1), between its main
length to the north and the fragment surviving to the south,
appeared to be an original feature of the construction of the wall.
This conclusion is supported by the location of the large stone at
the south-east corner of the main part of the wall and by further
stones to the west of the wall line at this point (Fig 29). This
break may indicate either the location of a lateral west-east timber
keyed into the wall or perhaps a joint in the construction defined
as a result of piece work by different gangs. Similar evidence for
constructional breaks was apparent in the front stone wall at
Cantilupe Street.

It would seem likely that the rear path 100 was associated with the
period 5 rampart rather than the period 3 gravel rampart, as a
similar path was found at Cantilupe Street where the gravel rampart
was not present. The path could belong to either period 5a or
period 5b. Gully 104 to the east of the path, could have been
used for path drainage or could have acted as a property boundary,
but, although it was found in the 1967 excavation, it was not a
feature of the Berrington Street sites. If the period 3 bank and
ditch is accepted as a property boundary of an earlier date, then
we may see 104 as the line of the new property boundary after the
ends of the earlier properties had been obliterated by the rampart
construction.

The thick layer at the tail of the rampart would appear to be the
result of =lip of the rampart material consequent to the collapse
of the rear timbering or of the box framing to the rampart. This
would have allowed rampart material to spread in a thick layer
down the tail and to the rear of the rampart, and would eventually
have produced a smooth bank. Mortar flecks, which were more
prominent in the upper layer 22 as compared with the lower layer
88, may indicate the aventual collapse of the stone wall.
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The impression is of a long period of disuse during which the rampart,
timbers and walls gradually collapsed and the defence achieved a
stable situation as a smooth bank.

PERIOD 6 - Possible gravel rampart (Defences - stage 4) (Figs 22:M1.C9
and 30:M1.D11)

The period 5 defences were eventually sealed by a clean gravel layer
which is considered to represent a refurbishment of the defences
in the mid 11th century.

Description

The loose reddish gravel, 10, which sealed the defensive features of
periods 5a and 5b and the disuse layers on the tail, was very clean
and banded with larger pebbles at its base. The full height and
extent were difficult to assess because of modern disturbances

(Fig 22:M1.C9). Some parts, such as layer 15, contained more clay
especially near the crest. A slight trench, 70, cut into layer 22
and filled with gravel, was visible in section A-B. The gravel
layers were not seen in the northern section near Wall Street where
modern disturbances had removed all the levels down to the period

5 rampart (Fig 27:M1.D2).

Dating

No dateable material was found during this phase of the excavation,
but the pottery sealed under the gravel rampart and, more important,
the pottery not present under the rampart, allow a date range to be
suggested. There was no 12th century pottery, but late 10th and 11th
century pottery was present and sealed by the gravel rampart.

Occupation was apparently continuous within the rampart line (see the
Berrington Street sites) and it would be surprising not to find the
more common 12th century pottery if the gravel rampart were later than
this date. 1In the circumstances, a mid to late 11th century date for
the construction of this gravel rampart seems more likely than the
late 12th century when the stage 5 rampart was constructed (main text
p 82)
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Fig 30 Victoria Street. Features of periods 6, 7 and 8.
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Inventory

There were no finds from period 6.

Discussion

The clean gravel covering the brown scoil, 22, of the turf rampart was
pPresumably the upcast from a large ditch, which completely sealed and
ultimately helped to preserve the underlying defences and occupation
levels. The trench, 70, seen on the tail may have been for timbering
but was more probably a recut of the property boundary 104. The whole
work should be seen as a refurbishing of the defences with a gravel
bank and large, but unlocated, ditch.

There was no indication in the Victoria Street site of the stage 5
defensive works, but this stage may only have been built as a bank
around the extended part of the circuit to the north of the city. The
gravel bank may have had a palisade or fence along the crest and
similar works may have been a part of the stage 5 refortification.

PERIOD 7 - The medieval wall (Defences - stage 6) (Fig 30:M1.D11)

The 13th century city wall had beer completely demolished across the
whole of the site, but had been repl.ced in part, on approximately the
same line, by wall 14, probably during the 19th century. The medieval
wall survives to the south of the site and also to the north of West
Street.

PERIOD 8 - Later disturbances (Fig 30:M1.D11)

Apart from slight pitting and a build-up of dirty soil and gravel on
top of the clean gravel of period 6, most of the disturbances were in
the extreme tail of the rampart.

Description

Two north-south gullies crossed the site, both with the same alignment
as the period 6 gully 70. The earlier one, gully 59, cut through the
period 6 gravel layer 10 and was filled with a dark brown gravelly
matarial, whilst the later one, gully 53, was more shallow anc was

cut into the mixed material above layer 10. It contained a loose
red-brown soil and a quantity of bone.
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Two features were probably earlier than both gullies, pit 58
containing brown gravelly soil and some slag, and feature 57,

partly in the fill of pit 58, which was a stone lined pit or oven.

Several other pits were found in the eastern part of the excavat=d
area, but in most cases the tops were removed during the machine
clearance and the pits were consequently not examined in detail.
Pits 56 and 69 were both stone lined and, together with pits 40,
49, and 76, were probably of 18th or 19th century date. Pits 66
and 71 were earlier, but no firm date was established; and feature

72, which was mainly in the section, may have been a further qgully.

Above the rampart material the bases of several walls, 5, 6, 7, and
14 were examined, classified as modern and removed in the early
part of the excavation.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Ceramic material (P58, P66, P76 and late soil levels only)

Pottery
Fabric A6 Bl B2 C1 c2 D2
Sherds 2 19 1 2 1 24
Percent 4 40 2 4 2 48
Illustrated sherds Fig 51.9 to 23
Discussion

The continuity of property boundaries at the eastern edge of the
site is noteworthy. Gully 104 (period 5) was replaced by gully 70
(period 6) to be followed successively during period 8 by gully 59
and gully 53.

Inventory of unstraiified, illustrated finds (Vol 3)

Small finds

Stone Flint Fig 16.1
Flint (unillustrated) No 15
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APPENDIX

THE SUBWAY SECTIONS (Fig 31:M1.D14)

During the Victoria Street excavation massive trenches were being
excavated for a subway to run underneath the new ring road about 50m
north of the main site on the northern side of the line of West Street
(Fig 13:M1.A14). This was the area where the defences of periods 4
and 5 were thought to turn east, slightly to the north of, but
following the line of, West Street. Archaeological work in this area
had to be limited because of the depth of the machine cut trenches
and the resultant need for shoring. As a result sections had to be
rapidly cleaned and drawn whenever they were available. The work was
done in stages by several different people and the standard varied
according both to the time available and to the experience of the
people concerned.

The results have been accumulated as a series of sections. The few
sherds of pottery which were found as the sections were cleaned are
noted in the inventory.

Description

Sections 1 - 3 (Fig 32:M1.E2)

These sections illustrate the north, east, and south faces of a small
trench which abutted the city wall on its western side south of the
entrance to the subway (Fig 31:M1.D14).

Feature 170 was seen on sections 2 and 3, cut into the natural gravel
and some O.4m deep and 0.5m wide. It was interpreted as a slot which
crossed the trench in a north-east, south-west direction. Overlying
the slot was a thick layer 141, which was contained within the
south-eastern corner of the trench and ran underneath the city wall.
The slot was filled with material similar, though more stony, to
layer 141, which consisted of a clean, compact light brown soil
similar in texture and appearance to the period 5 rampart material

at the Victoria Street site (Stage 2).

Layer 141 was interpreted as the remains of the front face of the
period 5 rampart as it curved from a northerly line to an easterly
one. The sloping face of 141 was sealed by layer 143 which
consisted of clean gravel.
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The north western part of the trench contained a complex feature which
was interpreted as a ditch of at least two periods. The earliest
ditch, which comprised layers 153, 166, and 169, could have been of
the same constructional period as rampart 141 and slot 170, and may
have had the same alignment. It had a fill consisting of mixed
gravels and silts. The later ditch, which was only seen in section

1, comprised layers 178, 179. and 184, all of coarse, clean gravel

and some sand. This ditch apparently continued in a northerly
direction. The later fill 142, which covered both ditches, consisted
of mixed soils and gravels and continued underneath the city wall.

Sections 4 to 7 (Figs 32:M1.E2 and 33:M1.E4)

These sections comprised the sides of the main cuttings for the
eastern entry to the subway. Section 7 continued across the ring
road, but could only be drawn for a limited length and depth.

Sections 4 to 7 show the dual sequence of ditches which were
suggested in the description of sections 1 to 3 above. The fill of
the earlier ditch, comprising layers 125 to 128 on sections 4 and 5
and layers 113 to 115 and 118 on sections 6 and 7, was of mixed
bands of clay, gravel, and silt. The sections demonstrate that
this ditch turned to the east and section 7 indicates that it

continued under the line of the city wall.

The later ditch, which was not examined to its full depth, contained
thick layers of mixed gravel and soil. These are shown as layers

122, 123, 129, and 130 on sections 4 and 5 and 112 and 119 on

sections 6 and 7. It is evident from section 7 that this ditch was
very close to the eventual line of the city wall. Section 5 indicates
a deliberate filling of it with the clean gravel of layer 130 and

the clean red clay of layer 129.

Section 8 (Fig 33:M1.E4)

The excavation for the subway caused some movement in the walls of
a nearby building and a trench was dug to allow underpinning. The
excavation did not go down to the undisturbed naturzl gravel but the
opportunity was taken to draw sectior 8. The lowest level, 147,

was a buff clayey soil and above this was more than 1m of clean,
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pebbly gravel. Modern pits cut this gravel at the south of the
section, but to the north the gravel had a smooth slope and was
sealed by layer 145, which was similar to the Victoria Street period
S5 rampart material.

Dating
The few sherds of pottery from this site suggest that the early ditch

was filled late in the 12th century or .ery early in the 13th.

Inventory (Vol 3)
Ceramic material

Pottexry - carly ditch

Fabri. B1 B2 C1 D2 G3
Sherds 7 1 4 3 1
Illustrated pottery Fig 51.24, 25, 28, & 29

Pottery - late ditch

Fabric Al A2 A7 B1 B2

Sherds 1 1 1 7 3

Fabhric C1 D1 D2 G3

Sherds 5 4 2 2

Illustrated pottery Fig 51.26 & 27
Discussion

There was no opportunity to obtain any plan features during the
subway excavations and the following interpretations are conditioned
by the results of other excavations which have taken place along the
early northern defensive line (Shoesmith 1968;1971)

The subway sections are very important in understanding the
construction of the Victoria Street periods 4 and 5 defences because
they are the only sections close to the western side of the city
where the front of the ramparts and associated ditches can be seen.

The period 4 gravel rampart can be equated with layer 146 which
underlies period 5 rampart material! (section 8). The relationship of
these two layers to each other indicates that the section shows the
front of the gravel rampart, but the trench was too short to establish
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the total width of this feature. There was no direct evidence to
show that the early ditch seen on other sections was associated
with the gravel rampart, but such a relationship is probable because
the ditch would provide a readily available source for the rampart
material. The constraints, provided by the line of the ditch and
the position of the gravel rampart in the Victoria Street north
section, are such that the gravel rampart must have turned sharply
at right angles from its northern line to an easterly direction,
rather than by a gradual curve. Section 8 thus shows the front of
the gravel rampart, at a point very close to the corner, but after
the defensive line had turned eastwards (stage 1).

The same section shows part of the turf and clay rampart of period 5
as layer 145, but the front of this defensive bank is apparently shown
in sections 2 and 3 as layer 141. Slot 170, just sealed by rampart
material, and visible in both sections, could be the emplacement for
a timber face to this rampart, or to the gravel rampart. If the
former is the case, then the berm between the rampart face and the
ditch was less than one metre in width. It is also possible that the
slot was a marking-out feature for the corner, well in front of the
rampart face. If this is accepted then the material of layer 141,
which sealed the slot, could be rampart material which collapsed on
to the berm after the defences fell into disuse. The various
possibilities apparent from these sections are discussed in more
detail (main text p 76 ) after other sites have been described.

Sections 2 and 3 show a layer of clean gravel, 143, sealing the
remains of the turf and clay rampart material, and this may be
equated with the period 6 gravel rampart on the Victori:. Street site
(stage 4). This relationship is important, for if it is accepted,
then the sections indicate that the period 6 rampart turned to the
east to follow the line of the periods 4 and 5 defences. At present,
sections 2 and 3 provide the only direct evidence for this.

The early ditch may have been totally recut at the time when the
suggested period 6 rampart was built, but after this it began to
silt up with many layers of dirty gravel, silt, and soil.

Eventually a new and deeper ditch was dug which established the new
extended defensive line (stage 5). The sections suggest that the
easterr limb of the earlier ditch remained open, although silted-up,
when the new ditch was dug.



It is apparent from the sections that all the features so far
described are earlier than the city wall (Stage 6). The wall
could not be constructed until the easterr. part of the early
ditch was filled and indeed the wall was huilt on top of layer
112 which is contiguous with part of the rill of the later ditch.
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5 CANTILUPE STREET

INTRODUCTION

Demolition of various warehouses and sheds at the corner of Mill Street
and St Owen Street during 1971 revealed the remains of the medieval
city wall along the western side of the area (Fig 14:M1.B1).

The rear gardens of Cantilupe Street, behind the wall and some 2m
above the external ground level, created a pressure which caused the
wall to collapse in seveiral places. The remains of the wall were
roughly shored after demolition was completed.

Early in 1972, the Department of the Environment provided finance for
trial excavations in the ditch area in front of the medieval wall and
for an exploratory trench in the raised garden of 5 Cantilupe Street,
behind the wall line. The latter trench, which was excavated between
March and May 1972 (Figs 34:M1.E10 and 35:M1.E13), exposed a series
of defensive features which were earlier in date than the medieval

wall and have now been shown to be of Saxon origin.

Eventually, in 1975, the Hereford City Council, with grants from the
Department of the Environment and the Hereford and Worcester County
Council, purchased the eastern part of the garden. This area was
fully excavated during October and November 1975 (Fig 35:M1.El13),
leaving the decfensive features ready for conservation and display.

Previous to 1972 there had been no archaeological work in this part
of the city although the rampart nature oi the raised gardens of
Cantilupe Street had been compared with similar features between
Berrington Street and Victoria Street (Watkins 1919t).

Finds and records from the excavation are deposited in Hereford
Museum (Accession Number 1979/302).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The cost of the two excavations was borne by the Department of the

Environment with practical help from various departments of the
Hereford City Council in the provision of shoring, a hut and fencing.
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Permission to excavate on the Mill Street side of the medieval wall
in 1972 was granted by Wolverhampton Metal Holdings, and further
access was allowed in 1975.

A great debt is owed to Jim Beynon and his entire family for their
help and encouragement during both excavations, for their willingness
to allow their garden to become an archaeological site and their
agreement to sell half of their garden for public display. Their
continued cheerfulness as their garden disappeared and their provision
of endless cups of coffee and cakes encouraged the whole excavation

team.

During 972, parties of schoolchildren from Redhill and Bishop's
schools augmented the labour force. The site supervisors were
John Hood, Tim Copeland and Barra Bydell. A small digging team was
used in 1975 under the supervision of Eric Smith.

METHOD
In 1972 several machine cut trenches (Fig 34:M1.E10) were examined
to the east of the medieval wall to ascertain the depth of
stratification and the position of the medieval ditch. Trenches T!
and T4, close to the wall, where a berm was anticipated, were
excavated by hand.

The garden excavation to the west of the medieval wall started as a
rectangular trench, T5, 8m long and 2m wide, but was extended in
width and length when further defensive features were found

(Fig 35:M1.E13). During the excavation all the stone walls were left
standing within the trench and only the southern part of the rampart
was excavated down to the natural surface. Parts of the sides of the
trench had to be sloped to prevent collapse and other parts were
shored. Because of the limited siz~» of the garden only a short length
of the defensive works could be examined. Some 2m of timber face and
3m of front wall were the total lengths available within the confines
of the excavation.
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Fig 34 Cantilupe Street. Relationship of the main excavation TS5 in
the garden of 5 Cantilupe Street with the external trenches
to the east of the medieval wall

The 1975 excavation was limited to the area purchased by the City
Council, except for a small machine cut trench, M8, in front of the
medieval wall. Debris from the 1972 excavations was cleared from the
front of the medieval wall and the elevation was drawn. A ramp was
then constructed to allow access to the garden by machine, and the
garden topsoil was mechanically removed. Careful clearance of the
exposed gravel failed to show any signs of associated timbering or
indications of postholes so machin:ry was again used to remove most
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of the loose gravel from between the Saxon and medieval walls. The
loose gravel infill was shored on either side of the machine cleared
area to allow the remaining parts of the area to be excavated by
hand for the full width of the garden. Finally the ramp was removed

from in front of the medieval wall.

The main part of this report is concerned with the excavation in
the garden of 5 Cantilupe Street. The trenches to the east of the
medieval wall are considered in an appendix.

RECORDING SYSTEM

Site codes: 1972 - He 72.1
1975 - He 75 B

Machine cut trenches: 1972 - M2, M3, M6, and M7
1975 - M8

Hand excavated areas: 1972 - T1, T4, and TS
1975 ~ TS5

The results from the 1972 excavations have been reindexed to
correspond with the continuous recording system used in 1975 and

these revised context numbers are used in the text.

Context numbers for
layers, features, etc: Main site: T5 - 540 to 639

Eastern trenches: Tl - 641 a to g

T4 - 642 a to d
643
M8 - 640 a, b, & ¢
Finds: Recorded under context numbers

Datum on sections: 52.26m OD
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SUMMARY OF CHRONOLOGY AND PERIODS
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DESCRIPTION

PROBABLE DATE RANGE

Pre-defensive soil level

Turf and clay rampart with
internal timbers and timber
face

Addition of stone walls and
metalled path

Partial rebuild or
strengthening

Disuse
Refortification

Medieval wall and new ditch
line

Medieval wail rebuild and
other later features

Late 9th to
10th century

Early to mid
10th century

Mid to late
10th century

Late 10th to
11th century

Mid 11th to
13th century

Early to mid
13th century

17th century
onwards

early

early

DEFENSIVE
PERIOD STAGE
(o) -
1 2
2a 3
2b 3
3a 4
3b 4
4 6
5 6
@ PERIOD O

THE EXCAVATION

The original soil surface, 589, about 0.3m thick, survived under
the period 1 rampart and across the existing berm as a very clean,
greenish-brown, clayey soil (Figs 37:M1.F1 and 38:M1.F1). There
were no signs of any previous occupation within this layer, but

pieces of worked flint were found in the period 1 rampart material,

543, and in the collapse layer, 566, of period 3a.
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Fig 36 Cantilupe Street.
The position of
the sections
A -B Fig 40:M1.F5
C -D Fig 37:M1.F1
E -F Fig 37:M1.F1
G -H Fig 38:M1.F1
J -K Fig 50:M1.G5
L -M Fig 46:M1.F10
N -P Fig 53:M1.G9
] Smetres
[ = ¢ e e
h— g
@ PERIOD 1 - The timber-faced turf z. clay rampart (Defences - stage 2)

The main features of this period were examined during the 1972
excavation and little additional information was obtained in 1975. The
available width of 4.5m in TS5 (Fig 35:M1.E13) was cleared to the top
of the rampart, but only a small area, 2m wide, to the south of

section C-D (Fig 36, above), could be taken down to the original
surface. In the western part of the trench, in the area of the tail of
the rampart, the sides of the trench had to be sloped, and again only
a 2m width could be fully excavated. A large section of the rampart
had to be left under the period 2a rear wall, 554, which was left

in situ.
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Description

The rampart, context 543 between the walls and 599 towards the tail,
which was laid directly on to 589, the undisturbed soil of the site,
comprised a clean, heavy, vellowish clay with some darker banding
(Fig 37:M1.F1). Impressions of horizontal timbers, which were found
within the rampart material as black fibrous bands, were separated
into two general layers for recording purpeses (Fig 39:M1.F4 -

lower level: 577 a & b, 578 a-g; upper level: 574 a-e, 575 a & b,
576 a-c). These black bands were indicative of large branches
rather than shaped pieces of wood. They continued under the position
of the pericd 2a rear wall, 554, towards the rampart tail but none
were seen west of the line of the wall. All the timbers had an
approximate slope of 1:10 downwards towards the tail of the rampart.
The heights shown on Fig 39:M..F4 are above the section datum, which
is approximately the level of the original soil surface (Figs 37:M1.F1
and 38:M1.F1).

The front of the rampart was originally built of timber and both
postholes and impressions of the horizontal timbers survived between
the rampart material and the period 2a wall, 560 (Fig 37:M1.Fl1l). The
impressions of the bark of the horizontal timbers started about 0.4m
above the buried soil 589 and r~ontinued upwards for about 1.0m

(Fig 40:Mi.F5). Towards the top they were partly cut away by two
pits, 636 and 637, belonging to period 2a. The hard-packed rampart
clay was cleaned off the dark fibrous bark material leaving the

latter in position, adhering to a thin vertical section of brown soil.
Above the impressions of the timbers a soft brown soil, 562, continued
the alignment as a thin band between the rampart material and the rear
of the period 2a wall, 560. Four individual, horizontal timbers,

639 a-d, were identified, each about 0.25m across. The fibrous material
curved outwards towards the centre of each timber and, when clearance
was completed, the impressions of four semi-circular timbers, laid

on top of one another, were apparent (Fig 41).

At this stage in the excavation, the soil below the lowest of the
horizontal timber impressions fell away revealing voids which had
originally held vertical timbers. The three post positions, 638 a-c,
thus revealed, contained a small amount of black cobweb-like material -
all that remained of the vertical timbering along the face of the
rampart. The posts appeared to have been between 0.13 and 0.25m in
diameter and had be.n set 0.3 to 0.6m into the original ground surface.
Both 63Ba and 338c¢ sloped outwards towards the top, but 638b, which
was in a shallower hole, sloped slightly inwards towards the rampart.
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When the berm in front of the period 2a wall 560 was examiner during

1975 (Fig 47:M1.F11) there were no signs of occupation which could be

associated with period 1 except for one small posthole, 630, cut

some 0.2m into the original soil level.

Dating

There were no datable finds from this period and the fragments of

timber which survived were unsuitable for radiocarbon dating.

Retaining buttresses of rampart material

Y
WALL 560 "I

N
]
)
I3

>~ - s

e m w ———

HORIZONTAL
/TIMBERS

WALL \S

LHvdNvY

Y ..I Section Y Section 2
Z Reconstructed sections
Section A-B KEey
] Indicatio! d
after removal of rampart osger of timbors (
——
0 matre Face Section
Fig 40 Cantilupe Street. Period 1. Section A-35 showing timber face

500 as excavated and reconstructed sections Y & Z. For the

position of the section see fig 36:M1.E14
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Inventory (vcl 3)
Small finds
Metal Lead spindle whorl
(may be from an

unidentified later

disturbance) Rampart 543 Fig 8.1
Stone Barbed and tanged
flint arrowhead Rampart 599 Fig 16.3

Discussion

The short stretch of clay bank together with the traces of the
original face, which survive only in the gardens of some four houses
in Cantilupe Street, are probably better preserved than any comparable
stretch of Saxon defensive work in Hereford and possibly in the whole
country.

The banded rampart material was cleaner than that seen in the main
Victoria Street site and was more like the corresponding layers seen
in the northern section of that site. The timber strengthening was of
a similar nature although the timbers at Cantilupe Street did not
apparently continue as far into the tail of the rampart as those at
Victoria Street. The timbers were all approximately at right angles
to the rampart and sloped down to the rear. This suggests that the
rampart was constructed with larger sods at the front and smaller

ones at the rear, thus giving a sloping platform on which the
strengthening timbers were laid.

The design and construction of the timber face can be postulated from
the results of this excavation, but the limited width of the trench
along the line of the rampart means that no certainty can be attached
to these postulations. However, the evidence would seem to favour the
following hyputhesis. Before piling up the turves of the rampart, posts,
of which 638a .~d 638c are the two examples within the excavated area,
ware set in lise along the proposed face, about lm apart. Turves were
then laid, and, as the platform thus created grew in height, logs which
had been split in half were placed horizontally between the growing
rampart and the vexrtical timbers, with the split side towards the
rampart. Each split log was placed on top of the previous one as the
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rampart grew and the eventual external aspect must have been very
impressive, comprising a solid timber face without any use of nails or
fastenings. It is presumed that the timber face was carried above the

top of the rampart as a breastwork.

The rampart, as it settled, exerted a pressure on the timber face, and
both the vertical timbers 638a and 638¢ began to slope outwards. This
was apparently rectified, at least in this part of the defence, by
inserting a secondary post 638b between the two original ones. This
post was in a shallower hole and sloped inwards towards the top of

the timber face.

A close examination was made of the tail of the rampart for any signs
of what was suggested as a vertical timber fence at ihe Victoria Street
site. Although many soft patches were fourd, no alignuent could be
established and the patches were eventually assumed to be animal holes.

The small amount of clayey soil shown in Fig 38:M1.F1 as a slight
rise in layer 589 may represent a build-up of material on the berm in
front of the timber face during its life. It could have been
deliberately placed there to prevent the bases of the vertical timbers

from moving outwards.

There was no evidence to indicate that a ditch was dug during this
period of the defensive wcrks. However, a ditch was certainly present

in the succeeding period, 22, and it is there discussed.

PERIOD 2a - Addition of stone walls and a metalled path
(Defences - stage 3)

The timber face was eventually revetted with a stone wall and
improvements were carried out to the res: f the defensive works. The
stone walls were not removed during the c>urse of the excavation.

Description

The front stone wall, 560, found in 1972 and clirared over the width
of the garden in 1975, stands to a maximum height of 1.4m at the face
and 2m at the rear (Fig 37:M1.F1 ). It is nearly 2m thick and was
built in front of the period 1 timber face directly on top of the
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Fig 42 Cantilupe Street. Period 2a. Plan and elevation of wall 560
and associated features including rebuild 629 of period 2b.

existing ground surface without any foundation trench whatsoever.

There are indications that the wall was built in sections and two
apparent constructional breaks can be seen (Figs 42, above & 43). The
breaks could not be examined in detail because the wall was left in
situ but they appear as approximately straight joints in the front
elevation, although they are not as obvious in plan. To the left of
constructional break A (Fig_42,above), the core of the wall contains
much small rubble and clay, and small stones were used for the lower
courses of the face with larger stones above. The central section
between A and B is preserved to a higher level and includes the
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whole of the area excavated in 1972. Several of the lower stones
appear to have been reused, being roughly squared and worn. Above
them the upper levels are of roughly cut stone, randomly piled
with little attempt at coursing. The north-western part of the
wall, to the right of break B, is of much larger stones, whic may
also have been reused. This part contains a larger proportion of
conglomerate than the rest of the wall although this may be a
result of the rebuild of period 2b. There is little evidence of
regular coursing in the wall as a whole and the stones behind the
face had apparently little order, although they have a general tilt
downwards to the rear. Little mortar survived in the wall itself
but more was present in front of the face, particularly in layer
624 immediately on top of the buried soil, 589, and there were
traces in the overlying levels (Figs _37:M1.F1 and 38:Ml1.Fl1}.

After removal of part of the rampart behind wall 560, traces of two
pits, 636 and 637, were found (Figs 40:M1.F5 and 42:M1.F8). They
were apparently associated with the wall and were each some O0.5m in
width along the line of the wall, but only 0.2m at right angles into
the rampart. The existing top of the pits was at 1.55m above datum.
This was about 0.3m below the surviving top of wall 560, but the
pits could have continued higher as the tops were confused by
feature 556 of period 3. The surviving parts of the pits were

about 1m deep and contained a mixture of clay, gravel, and small
stones. Possible post positions were identified by packing stones
of sandstone stood on edge, close to the tops of both pits. They
were 1.5m apart and about 0.2m in diameter.

The rear wall, 554, is only one course high to the north-west, but
increases in height to the south-east where there are some six
courses surviving (Figs 44:M1.F10 and 45). The wall had been built
on a step cut into the upper part of the tail of the period 1
defensive bank. The resultant trench, 569, was filled with a
slightly darker material than that of the rampart (Fig 46:M1.F10).
The wall, which is about 0.7m wide and a maximum of 0.8m high, has
no apparent constructional breaks. The wall stones are mainly of
similar size to thcse used in the lower levels of the central
portion of the front wall, but there are also one or two large
river pebbles. The higher parts of the wall consist of smaller
stones with little attempt at coursina. There were traces of
mortar in layer 558 which was behind the wall and above the tail of
the rampart.
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Part of a metalled surface, 601, was found on the lower part of the
tail of the rampart at the western extrem.ty of the trench (Figs 35:
M1.E13 & 37:M1.F1). It consisted of a thin layer of small river-washed
pebbles which was laid on some 0.3m of rarpart material. The full
width of this laid surface could not be established.

On the berm in front of wall 590, and cut into the original soil
surface 589, were three pits, 588, 627, and 628, apparently used for

s
mixing mor

0.9m in diameter and 0.3m and O.4m in depth. The pits all had a

ar (Figs 47, below & 48). They varied between 0.8m and

thin layer of lime mortar over the sides and bottom and contained a

mixture of gravel, clay, and small fragments of stone.

627
037 m

Rebuitd 629

Fig 47 Cantilupe Street. Periods 2a & 2b. Mortar mixing
pits on the berm in front of wall 560. Period 2a:
588, 627, & 628 (depths from the top of layer 58¢).
Period 2b: 62% & 626 (depths from within layer
583). Posthole 630 is probably of period 1.
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The edge of a possible ditch, 634, which cut through the buried
soil 589, was also established on the berm. Only a small portion
of this ditch remained, the rest having been cut away by the
foundation trench for the period 4 wall, 617. The ditch cut was
seen in plan for half the width of the trench (Figs_35:M1.E13 and
47:M1.F11) and is shown on section E-F (Fig 37:M1.F1). The small
wedge-shaped area surviving contained some gravel and mixed red
and green clay which apparently represented silting of the ditch.

During the construction and life of the defence there was a build-
up of material on the berm (Fig 38:M1.Fl1). The lowest layer, 586,
which was on top of the clean soil, 589, was a brown clayey silt
containing pebbles and flecks of mortar. Above 586 was a gravel

and clean clay mixture, 585, about 0.15m thick, and sealing this

was layer 583 which may have continued as part of the fill of the
ditch. It was O.4m thick on the berm and consisted of a dark

brown clay soil with pebbles, mortar, and charcoal. The layer
contained a large number of mollusca, a quantity of animal bone,

and one small sherd of West Midlands Early Medieval ware (Fabric G1).

The upper part of the surviving rampart material was cut by several
pits of period 6, but otherwise a consistent layer, 544, was
present. It consisted of a yellowish clay, similar to the rampart
material 543, but with some pebbles, charcoal, and mortar flecks.

Dating

There were no datable finds from the constructional part of this
period, but one sherd of West Midlands Early Medieval ware was
found in layer 583, the uppermost layer on the berm. Animal bone
from this layer was used for radiocarbon dating as it was thought
that contamination from earlier periods was unlikely. The
uncalibrated date was ad 1000270, which, using the most recent
value of the half-life, gives an approximation to the calendar

date of AD 970470 (HAR 1620). This radiocarbon date, assuming that
the bones are contemporary with their context, refers to the period
between the date of the construction of the wall and the date of
its disuse, and should be before the final collapse. It thus
encompasses periods 2a and 2b (main text p 71).
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pre AD 830 2 .5%

pre AD 900 16 %

AD 900-1040 68 %

post AD 1040 16 %
post AD 1110 2.5%

If it is accepted that this radiocarbon date is later than the date
of construction of wall 560, then there is an 84% probability that
the wall was built before the mid 11th century.

There is a 97.5% probability that the animals, from which the bones
came, died after AD 830 (and an 84% probability that it was after
AD 900). This cannot be used directly to give a terminus post quem

for the construction of wall 560 as it could have been built at any
time before disposal of the bones. However, it is unlikely that a
poorly constructed wall such as this, with the considerable pressure
of the rampart behind it, would have survived for more than 100
years without many evident signs of repair work. The build-up on
the berm, which included the animal bones, would have had to take
place during this period and there is thus a reasonable probability
that the wall was built after the beginning of the 9th century.

The sherd of West Midlands Early Medieval Ware is unlikely to have
been deposited before the early 10th century but could have been

much later and therefore does not help to date the construction of
wall 56C. Thus the available evidence is only sufficient to indicate
that the most probable date range for the construction of the period
2a defensive wall is from the beginning of the 9th century to the
middle of the 11th century.

Inventory (Vol 3)

Ceramic material
Pottery Fabric G1 - 1 sherd Layer 583 (unillustrated)

Environmental material

Mollusca Layer 583

(Layer 583 was partly deposited during period 2b)
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Discussion

Even if an allowance is made for repair work, the timber face to

the period 1 turf and clay rampart would have had a limited total
life, and it was evidently still standing when it was buttressed by
the stone wall of period 2a. This wall is a complex structure and
complete demolition would be required to understand all the con-
structional problems involved. The two apparent breaks at A and B
could be due to a variety of causes. The most straightforward
reason is that the wall was built in sections by small gangs of
workers who were not sufficiently experienced in stone wall con-
struction to bond the individual parts fully together. Alterna-
tively, as areas of the period 1 timber face decayed, the individual
parts may have been buttressed in stone and these buttresses joined
together to make a continuous face at a later date. A third
possibility is that the space between A and B may have held a timber
tower, which was replaced at a later date by a new section of the
already constructed buttressing wall. The poor constructional
guality of the wall and the lack of definite breaks in the surviving
top perhaps makes the suggestion that the wall was built in short
lengths the most likely.

It is very important in assessing the efficiency of the defensive
work to attempt to estimate the original height of the timber face,
the walls, and the rampart. The topmost layer of the rampart, 544,
presumably represents a turf level on top of the eroded bank and the
upper surface of this layer is about 2.2m above the original soil
levei. It is suggested that a reasonable allowance for erosion
could be about 0.3m which, if accepted, would indicate that the
original rampart height would have been about 2.5m above the ground
level. During period 1 the timber face would have had to be about
1.5m higher than this to act as an efficient breastwork, and, as the
posts for the timber face were sunk 0.4m into the ground, each front
vertical timber would have been 4.4m long. Accepting these figures,
the apparent height of the defence to an attacker would have been
some 4.0m, sufficient both to look impressive and to prevent easy
scaling.

The stone revetment wall was found standing to a maximum height of
2m next to the rampart. The poor technique used in construction
would not have allowed this wall to have been of any great height,
and if it is accepted that the two pits, 636 and 637, indicate a
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new timber breastwork constructed during period 2a or 2b, then the
wall need not have been any higher than the suggested 2.5m of the
period 1 rampart. It is perhaps significznt that there was only a
small amount of tumbled stone in the area in front of wall 520.

The rear wall is quite narrow and appears to have had little
structural strength. Its purpose could have been to act as a rear
revetment for the flat platform on top of the rampart or to act as
a foundation fcr a plank floor. There was a reasonable amount of
tumbled stone oehind the highest part of this wall (section L-M) so
it would criginally have been a little higher than the top of the
rampart .

The position of the mortar mixing pits indicates that there had baen
little or no build up on the berm during period 1, which is rather
surprising when one considers the build up in the same area during
period 2a. This may be an indication that only a short time
elapsed between the construction of the period 1 defensive work and
the addition of the stone wall.

The cut for the ditch, which could have been dug either during
period 1 or period 2, starts 3m in front of the stone revetment or
Sm in front of the timber wall. The width and depth of the ditch
are unknown and as the gravel from it was obviously not used in the
construction of the rampart, the digposal of the considerable amount
of material thus generated remains a problem.

The lowest of the layers on the berm, 586, which seals the mortar
mixinc pits, together with the concentration of mortar, 624,
directly in front of wall 580, probably represent the debris left
during or immediately after the construction of this wall. Layer
585 above is the only layer which could be associated either with
digging the ditch or possibly cleaning it out. Above this, the
thick humic layer, 583, which contained occupation debris, was
presumably gradually deposited during periods 2a and 2b while the

defences were in use.
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8 PERICD 2b - Partial rebuild or strengthenin:y {Defences - stage 3)

Description

The north-western end of the excavated portion of wall 560, close

to the section, had a second face, 629, set some 0.7m in front of
the original face (Figs 37:M1.F1, 42:M1.F8, and 49). It was pr.sent
for approximately im from the section. The lowest course, which
was laid on a bed of soft mortar within layer 583, consisted of
large stones. Smaller stones above took the total surviving height
to about 0.7m. The area between this new face and the original wall
was filled with stone fragmerts, soil, and some mortar. Conglomerate
sandstone, which was found in a greater concentration on the upper
part of the north-western end of wall 560, was also present in, and
on top of, the rebuilt face 629.

In the area of the berm, at the same level as the lowest stones of
this new face, 629, were two additional mortar mixing pits,

smaller but proportionately deeper than those of period 2a

(Fig 47:M1.F11). Pit 625, 0.35m in diameter and 0.3m deep, had a
mortar layer over the bottom and was filled with a clean silt whilst
pit 626, 0.3m in diameter and 0.45m deep, was entirely filled with
mortar. The two pits were found within the material of layer 583
but there was no apparent surface associated with them. Over all
other parts of the berm, layer 583 continued well above the level
of the top of the pits and contained several large stones. Sealing
583 was layer 582, which consisted of clean gravel and clay. This
laver abutted the face of the secondary wall 629 at the north
section but tailed off cver the remainder of the area excavated
before it reached the face of wall 560 (section G-H, Fig 38:M1.F1}.

Dating

There were no datable finds from this period.

Inventory

The only finds, which were from layer 583, are listed under
period 2a.
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Discussion

The use of conglomerate sandstone in the secondary face, 629, and
in the top of the original wall, 560, at the northern end of the
excavated area suggests that there was at least a partial collapse
of the face at this point, or that collapse was imminent and the
face was therefore buttressed using additional mortar for binding
and strengthening. The clean clay and gravel layer 582 suggests
that the ditch may have been recut at the same time, or soon after,
the refacing work. The works of period 2b can thus be saen !
represent a considerable renewal of the defences after they had
fallen into some disrepair.

The two post positions 636 and 637, which have been described under
period 2a, could equally have belonged to period 2b. They presumably
indicate a replacement of the original timber breastwork at some

time whilst wall 560 was an integral part of the defence.

PERIOD 3a - Disuse (Defences - stage 4)

Description

The only indication of what could be a deliberate destruction of the
defences of period 2 occurs at the south-eastern end of wall 560.
Three stones appeared to have been prized out of the face °f the wa-l
and were found on top of layer 583 immediately in front o1 the wall
line (Fig 42:M1.F8). Layer 582, which sealed layer 583 over most

of the berm, was not present in the area close to these stor:s.
Towards the southern section the whole face of wall 560 haag

slumped forward at the top (section G-H; Fig 38:M1.F1) and s:veral
large stones were found in the adjoining parts of layers 582 and

583.

Above the clean gravel layer 582 was a thick layer, 566, of dark
brown, dirty clay containing rubble, wmortar, animal bone. and shell.
This layer sealed the top of the rebuilt face, 629. Abov- layer 566
and covering the remains of wall 560 was a more sandy, stone-free
layer, 559, which also econtained mortar flecks and some animal

bone.



G4

To the west of the area excavated, the main layer sealing wall

554 and the rampart tail consisted of a brown clayey soil, 558,
which became thin where it covered metalling 601 (section C-Dj;

Fig 37:M1.F1). This layer was of similar composition to layer 566,
associated with the decay of th< front wall. Although there was

a substantial amount of materia! from wall 554 within layer 558
near the south face (section L-M; Fig 46:M1.F10), towards the north
where wall 554 was least preserved, there was very little stone.
There were, however, slight indications of a robber trench for

wall 554 close to the north face (Fig 37:M1.F1). This trench, 557,
which contained a grey clayey soil with small stones and mortar,

was not present across the whole width of the area excavated.

Dating

One sherd of pottery, found in layer 559, was of 11th century date.

Inventory (vVol 3)
Small finds

Stene Flint (unillustrated) Layer 566 No 19

Ceramic material

Pottery Fabric D1 - 1 sherd Layer 559 Unillustrated

Discussion

There was insufficient stone in the debris layers associated with
the decay of walls 560 and 554 to account fully for the apparent
loss of stone from these walls. This, taken together with the
indications of robbing of wall 554 and the attempted removal of
stones from wall 560, suggests either a deliberate destruction or
the sporadic removal of stone as the defences fell into decay.

The lack of maintenance, accelerated by stone robbing, caused the
defences to become a relatively smooth bank, which apparently had

a substantial turf surface represented by layers 558, 559, and 566.
Only occasional stones, indicating the tops of the walls wculd have
stwown through this surface. At the rear of the rampart a reasonnsnly
stable slope scaled the remains of the metalled path and at the
front, a smooth slope continued “rom above wall 560, over the berm,
and into the, bv then, partly silted-up diteh,



®m PERIOD 3b - Refortification (Defences - stage 4 or 5)

There was a slight indication, noticed only during the 1972
excavation, that the disused bank had been refortified with a timber
structure on the front of the crest.

Description

The sole evidence consisted of a slot, 556, some 0.5m wide and 0.8m

deep, which cut into layer 559 and into the rampart material

(Figs 37:M1.F1 and 50,btelow). In parts the slot was slightly to

the rear of the line of wall 560 and in other parts it cut into

the top o the wall. The slot was filled with fine hard silty soils
with occasional softer patches, but there was no sign of individual

timber positions.

Limits of teature $56
{1972 excavation)

Topseil 540

SOUTH FACE
PLAN (at 2m. above datum) SECTION J-K
']
Q2 Stwtres S NN

Fig 50 Cantilupe Strset. Period 3b. Plan and section
showina feature 556 which is considered to repres=
ent the setting for a timber or brushwood and
thorn palinag fence on topr of the eroded periods
1 and 2 defences

GS
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Dating

There was no dating evidence for this refortification, which could
therefore have occurred at any time between the decay of the earlier
defences and the construction of the medieval wall.

Inventory

There were no finds from lthis peitiod.

Discussion

The grassy ! ank left at the end of period 2a was probably disturbed
regularly by being used as a quarry for the underlying stone. Thus,
before full stability was achieved, a gradual erosion would have
taken place. Under these circumstances it is only to be expected
that the traces of any timber refortification would be slight. The
evidence available suggests that a trench was dug along the front

of the crest of the smooth bank and the depth and width of this
trench suggests that it was used for a brushwood and thorn paling

fence.

PERTOD 4 - The medieval wall (Defences -~ stage 6)

The medieval wall was built in a deep founcdz:tion trench cut into the
silted ditch of periods 2 and 3.

Description

A de~» step, 621, was cut into the western side of th2 period 2
dit-h to produce a flat surface for the foundation of wall 517
(Figs 37:M1.F1 and 38:M1.F1 ). The bottom of the foundation
trench was same 2m below the original ground surface.

The medieval wall was about 2.6m wide at its base. It survived to

an average height of 2.7m from the buttom of the foundation trench,
although the rear face had a maximam height of 4m at the south

section (Fig 38 :M1.F1 ). The wall was rouably coursed, both internally
and externally (Fias 51 aM1.G? and 52 iM1.G8 ), but details of the
construction were conmplex, the coursina and stepping on the inside

face being variable alona its lenath (Fia "d). The =ide of the
foundation tronch was almost ip contact with the wall ¢lose te the



northern section but it widened at the centre of the excavated area
to become almost 1.2m behind the wall at the southern section.

As the wall was built, the area between it and the smooth bank
concealing the period 2 defence was gradually filled. The lower
levels of this fill, 621, which were within the foundation trench,
contained a mixture of clay and gravei. This was followed by

layers of clean, small gravel in which were found bands of stone
chippings, 622, which apparently indicate that the wall construction
and the back-filling of the trench was a continuous process. The
upper levels of the fill, 541, were mainly of a more pebbly nature,
although there was some more small gravel at a higher level. This
gravel partly sealed the line of the period 3b postulated defensive
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Fig 52 Cantilupe Street. Period 4: rear elevation cf the medieval
wall. Period 5: rebuilds 613 and 618. Section N is shown
on fig 53:M1.G9

timberwork trench, 556 (Fig 37:M1.F1). Apparently, after the found-
ation trench and the areca between the wall and the disused defence
had been filled, further large amounts of gravel, 545, were tipped
behind the ear'ier defence and extended throughout the area excavatad.

Dating

There were no datable objects from the gravel lavers of period 4 or
from the material which comprised the wall. However, the gravel
layers scaled layer 559, which contained a she:d of 1ith century
pottery, and this provides a terminus post quem for the construction

ol thg stage 6 wall.

Iaventooy

There were no fainds from thie periad.
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Fig 53 Cantilupe Street.

PRESENT 2 - P.
GROUND Section N
Period 4: wall 617

| LeveL
Period 5: rebuilds
613 and 618.
For position of section
see figs 51:M1.G7 and
52:M1.G8
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Discussion
The variations in the width of the foundation trench and the
irregularities of the coursing and stepping of the internal face of

the wall probably indicate that two different building t~ams met at

this point rather than that the wall was rebuilt. The latter case is

considered unlikely because the gravel backfill in both the foundation
trench and the area between the wall and the earlier defences showed
no signs of the disturbances which would have been inevitable during

any rebuilding.

Ar the same time as the wall was being built, a large external ditch
must have been excavated, the resultant spoil being thrown over the

The lowest level of clayey gravel in the foundation trench,

wall.
The continuing

621, would thus have come from cluse to the surface.

inverse stratification of the material excavated from the ditch can

be seen in the infilling between the medieval wall and the earliex
dofences,. whare fine aravel ig secaled by laraer pebbles which must
tave beoen dua from some considerable depth within the alacial deoposits
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The intervening layers of chippings, 622, must have come from the
shaping of individual blocks of stone so as to fit them into the
wall,

Slot 556 of period 3b contained no gravel whatsoever so the
timberwork which was originally included within it must have decayed
or been removed, and the resultant holes filled in before the
medieval wall was built.

PERIOD 5 - Medieval wall rebuilds and other later features
(Defences - stage 6)

The medieval wall, 617, was not strong enough to support the weight
of gravel behind it and eventually collapsed at the northern end of
the excavated area (Figs 37:M1.F1, 53:M1.G%9, and 55). The
collapsed wall was reused as a foundation platform for the
construction of a thinner wall. Towards the south of the excavated
area the medieval wall remained vertical, but was refaced on a
slightly different line. This refacing ended in a straight break
on the front of the wall at the boundary of the gardens of numbers
5 and 7 Cantilupe Street.

Description

After the collapse of the medieval wall, 617, an irregular trench,
614, was cut into the gravel layers behind the wall to enable
rebuilding to take place (Fig 37:M1.F1). The new wall, 618, had

a reasonably coursed face (Fig 51:M1.G7), but had only a rough face
with poor coursing on the inside. It was 0.9m thick and continued
across the trench from the north section, joining into the
surviving part of the wall 617 near the south section. At this
point rebuild 618 continued to the existing top of the original
wall as a refacing only (Fig 38:M1.F1).

The northern part of this wall was eventually vebuilt a second time,
as 613, when it was faced on both sides (Figs 51:M1.G7 and
52:M1.G8). Part of the masonry used in this second rebuild was
taken from a large arch, but apart from sliahtiy curved =tones no
other architectural fraoments were found., A thin layer, 619, on
top of thce survivinag part of wall 817, consisted of a soft dark
carth fill with a gquantity of small animal bones and fraaments of
18th and 20th centurv clothe 1t was oventually identivicod as a
howne for many aonerations of fats.
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The foundation trenches for the rebuilds were both filled with
brown loamy soil containing pebbles and sandstone slabs which may
have been roofing material, and there was some large rubble in the
lower part of the upper fill, 612. Both foundation trenches were
sealed by mixed soil levels 605 and 615.

Several small features were cut into the top of the period 1
rampart material and one large pit was cut into the gravel fill of
period 4 (Figs 37:M1.F1 and 38:M1.F1). With the exception of pits
550 and 551, which were only seen in section, they were all shown
to be of 18th century or later date. The two exceptions, which
contained similar but darker material than the rampart, could have
been of an earlier date.

Inventory (Vol 3)
Small finds

Coins Halfpenny, 1775 Pit 561 No 12
George III (not on plan)
Token 1813-15 Unstratified No 17

Ceramic material

Pottery (contexts 614, 618, and 619 only)
Fabric B4 E6 G6 G8
Sherds 3 2 1 1

None illustrated

Discussion and dating

One result of the collapse of wall 617 at this point was presumably
a pile of wall stones on the berm and down the inside face of the
ditch which whuld have had to be removed tefore the wall could be
rebuilt, The first rebuild, 618, may have been part of the repairs
occasioned by the Civil War, but there was no conclusive dating
material.

The curved stones which were used in 613 must have been taken from
a large arch. It is poussible that they were from St Owen's Gate
nearby, arter it was udemolished in 178b. Al%ernatively they counld
have come from the arch whieh oriaginallv carried the <ity wall over
the castle ditch at the eastern ond of Cantilupe Stroct {main

text p 86).



G12

APPENDIX

THE EXTERNAL TRENCHES (Fig 34:M1.E10)

Several trenches were excavated east of the medieval wall to examine
the berm and ditch. 7Two of the trenches, Tl and T4, both adjoining
the medieval wall, were excavated by hand, but the others, because

of the depth involved, were entirely dug by machine.

Description (Fig 56, below)

Trench M8 could not be fully excavated because of the likelihood of
collapse, and only the noxth face was drawn. The face of the
foundation of the melioval wall, 6i7, was found to be sloping
precariously outwiy~’s, with the later rebuilds, 618 and 613, above.

The lowest layer excavated, 640c, sloped downwards to the east,
possibly reflecting one phase of the medieval ditch. Above this the
relatively clean red and green clays, 640b, together with a layer of
gravel, could have been redeposited spoil from a recutting of the

ditch or could have been deliberately deposited to prevent further
movement in wall 617. The upper layers, 640a, were probably associated

with the two rebuilds, but were confused with modern debris.

North face M8 North face T1 North face T4
b
3 - ——
T
- Brick wall - o . =
——— o Datum v Lo T r— hosmass 1) nturny -'\ > = ‘—
% % o ! - IR Modern
cea o ! ' “— )
o yvevo ! | Gt T
i TN __e_”,; -~
S XS
- ' I -]
ve Do :,..'..,g: R
« |1 Nct o
: Do LGy
-, s N . et @ s,
".!; :." 3 = S .'v . d..:On:.:.."
........ & e, 3 MR ek )
Not excavated LD ARSI v
NN DRI N N
Layers 640 ot TN MeSastat o)
ercavated (¥ o g v T J0e IV
‘et o TR I Layers 642
Natural . s
Layers 641 Gravets S Butt clay sl
Q ] 2m vesr Mortar “ 2 Red st
b )
%, Charconl "ol e Red & green clays

Fig 56 Cantilupe Street. Secctions of the external trenches Ti,
T4 and M8. For position ot tronches sec g 39:M1LE10
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Trench M2, in line with M8, had a modern brick fill and could not
be excavated to a useful depth.

Trench M3 was excavated by machine to establish the position of the
medieval ditch. The trench was unstable and sections collapsed
before they could be drawn. In the centre of the trench the bottom
of the medieval ditch was not reached at some 3m below datum but
the sides of the ditch were rising at both ends of the trench. The

lowest fill encountered was a heavy, black, waterlogged silt.

A large, late 18th or early 19th century well confused the junction
of M3 and Tl. The latter area was dug by hand to examine the face
of the medieval wall and attempt to relate it to the levels on the
berm. In this part of the trench undisturbed natural gravel was
found at 2.3m below datum but the base of the mndieval wall was
apparently 0.8m above this level. The surviving part of the
original wall, 617, sloped ocutwards to the top with the two rebuilds
418 and 613 above. Th- fill of the trench consisted of a confused
series of layers which were not understood during the excavation.
This took place before the inside of the medieval wall had been
examined and the presence of the Saxon ditch and deep foundation
trench was not appreciated. The depth of the trench was such that
the bottom should be equivalent to the bottom of the Saxon ditch.
However, this ditch was apparently completely cleaned out when the
wall was built and as a result all the layers within T1 are of the
same date as the medieval wall or later. The pottery finds
*1dicate that layers 641a and b are not earlier than the 17th

- Ty .

The bottom of trench T4 was approximately 2m below datum with a
slight slope downwards to the east. The medieval wall was of one
build with no obvious repairs. There were no finds in the lowest
level 642¢c, but 642a and b contained pottery of the 13th century.
i+ 643 and the layers above were all post medieval.

Trenches M6 and M7 both contained modera disturbances to the rfull
depth excavated.
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Inventory

There were few well stratified finds from the external trenches

and none are published.

Discussion

The three trenches, M8, T1, and T4 were presumably cut into the
fill of the Saxon ditch but the pottery finds indicate that the
ditch was cleaned out, more or less completely, when it was reus<zd
as a foundation trench for the medieval wall. The very slight
slope at the bottom of T4 may indicate that the medieval wall at
that point was built close to the inside edge of the Saxcn ditch
and if this is accepted then the presence of the ditch in T4
indicates that the Saxon defensive line must have curved to the
south or possibly even to the south-west within the gardens of

7 and 9 Cantilupe Street. Had this defensive line continued on
the alignment established in the excavation area of no 5, then
the associated ditch would have been further to the east than T4.

There was no indication, in any of the trenches excavated, of the
surface of the berm associated with the medieval wall. It may
have been removed during one of the later rebuilds or completely
lost as a result of modern constructional work.

Unprovenanced, described finds {Vol 3)

Small finds

Coins Token c1813-15 No 1F
Ceramic material

Tile Fig 01.6
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BERRINGTON STREET

INTRODUCT ION

Berrington Street runs in a north-south direction, parallel to the
western defences and some 45m east of their line. It joins

St Nicholas Street/King Street at the south, to West Street, which
runs just within the northern Saxon defensive line. Berrington Street
is thus one of thce regular grid patterns of streets which comprise
central Hereford. It is shown as Plow Lane on Taylor's map of
1757 (Fig 5) and was first mentioned as Berrington Street in
1806 (Tonkin 1966). The area between Berrington Street and
Victoria Street was the site of previous excavations including

the western rampart (Shoesmith 1967) some 50m to the north,
Victoria Street (M1.B6-E7 )some 100m to the north and Friars®' Gate
(M3.F4-F8 )immediately to the south.

Demolition of 6 St Nicholas Street, St Vincent's Convent, and

St Francis Xavier's School took place in 1972. The latter two
buildings fronted onto Berrington Street, and 6 3t Nicholas Street was
the corner house. Numbers 6, 8, and 10 St Nicholas Street all had
gardens which curved at 902 to the front of the houses and thus had
their western boundaries against the city wall. The grounds of the
convent and school also continued to the west as far as the city wall.
The total site was thus scze 80m in length and about 45m in width.
Down the western side ran the rampart defences and the city wall

(Fig 13:M1.A11 ).

Previous excavations (Victoria Street, Friars' Gate, and the western
rampart), both north and south of the cleared area, had exposed the
defensive sequence, and the importance of the site was such that the
Department of the Environment imposed an interim preservation ordes.
Negotiations followed with the developers, and revised plans for

the office block ensured that the rampart an.d city wall were preserved
for the full length of the site, and that facilities for
archaeological excavation of the remaining areas would be made
available during the construction orogramme.
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The whole of the area was not immediately accessible and the various
parts had to be dealt with as they became available. As a result
four separate excavations had to be mounted. The first three sites
were along the western part of the area and the fourth was a street
frontage excavation adjoining Berrington Street, at the north-
eastern corner of the development area. In the following report

the sites are numbered from 1 to 4 in the order of excavation. The
south-eastern corner of the development area was not excavated as

it was known to have contained large and deep cellars.

The excavations were directed by R Shoesmith; the first three on
behalf of the Department of the Environment and the fourth for the
City of Hereford Archaeology Committee. They were all funded by the
Department of the Environment.

Tha finds from the excavations are deposited in Hereford City Museum
(Accession numbers: site 1 - 1979/303; site 2 - 1979/304; site 3 -
1979/305; site 4 - 1979/306).
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were co-operative throughout the excavations and thanks are due to them
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Site 1 was excavated by a team transferred from Chepstow, in appalling
weather conditions during Noveimber and December 1972. Tony Johnson
was assistant site supervisor. Without everyone's willing help the
work would not have been completed within the 28 day deadline.

Much of tik.» daily running of sites 2 and 3, excavated late in 1973,

was organised by Robert Wilson who was also responsible for the plarning.
The labour force consisted mainly of schoolchildren from Redhill

(now Haywood) School, Hereford, with a backing of experienced staff.
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Site 4 was excavated between March and May 1976 during a break in the
writing of this report. Martin Boulton undertook most of the planning
and organisation of labour as his introduction to the work of the

City of Hereford Archaeology Committee. The labour force included
students from Hereford Cathedral School and from Haywood School.

METHOD

The southern part of the area was the first to become available for
excavation (Fig 57:M2.A7 ). Half of it was sealed by a sunken concrete
floor and this was removed by machine to establish the general depth
of stratification. This area, site 1 north, was disturbed by rubble
and cement-filled foundations and all occupation levels had been lost.
The time available was limited so the adjoining area, site 1 south,

was cleared by machine until a 12th century level was reached. This
ensured that the earliest occupation levels could be examined over as
large an area as possible. A trench was cut into the rampart in an
attempt to relate the occupation levels to the defensive features. The
site is now rovered by an office block which extends to the east as

far as Berring!on Street.

The area of site 2 was plannned as a car park for the office complex
and it was hoped that the finished level would be such that the earlier
occupation levels could be preserved. In the event this was not
feasible and the area was excavated. Site 2 was the iargest of the
four sites and,although pitting from the 12th to 16th centur.es was
extensive, sufficient remained of the earlier levels to establish

partial building plans.

The building overlying site 3 was demolished shortly after the
excavation of site 2 was comple* -1 and a third excavation was mounted

at short notice. The considerable overburden was removed by machine

but a baulk was kept between the northern and southein parts of the site
throughout the excavation, to provide an opportunity to relate the
occupation levels to the defensive sequence. The partial plan of an
early building was established in the northern site although disturbance
from modern foundations was severe.



A4

It was not until late in 1975 that proposals for a second phase of

the office complex were presented to the planning authority. The new

building was designed to cover both site 3 and the remaining unexcavated

part of the area. An excavation along the frontage of Berrington Street

was agreed and the site was cleared by machine down to 17th century

levels. The site was disturbed by modern drains and foundations and
cut by 12th to 16th century pits, but early occupation levels were

eventually established. The second phase of the office complex has not

been built and the area of site 4 is at present a surface car park.

Inevitably,

RECORDING SYSTEMS

over the years, the systems used in archaeological recording

in Hereford have changed. To obtain some degree of standardisation
and continui