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Summary 

 

Heritage Planning Services Limited was commissioned by Ms N Chishty in July 2018 to carry out a 

programme of archaeological investigation and recording on Land at The Priory, Priory Fields, 

Horsley, Gloucestershire (hereafter referred to as the Project Site). 

 

The programme of work was required due to the high archaeological potential of the Project Site. 

The development area is located on the site of the former Horsley Gaol (c. 1790 – 1880) and is 

also alleged to be the site of a Medieval Priory. Significant remains were revealed during initial 

groundwork on site which were being monitored under watching brief conditions. A full excavation 

of the development footprint was subsequently carried out as part of additional mitigation works 

required to discharge the condition of planning.  

 
 

The programme of archaeological investigation was successful in revealing significant evidence of 

the mid-19th century Female Wing belonging to Horsley Prison. Potential evidence relating to the 

use of the site in the Medieval period was also identified, however the dating of this is tentative, 

due to the lack of material evidence. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Project Background 

1.1.1 Heritage Planning Services Limited was commissioned by Ms N Chishty in July 2018 to carry out a 

programme of archaeological investigation and recording on Land at The Priory, Priory Fields, 

Horsley, Gloucestershire (hereafter referred to as the Project Site). 

 

1.1.2 The work was undertaking in the expectation that planning permission for an intended 

development (S.18/0589/FUL) would be granted, the work being governed by a WSI (Absolute 

Archaeology LLP 2014) for a similar scheme (S.11/2255/VAR) granted permission in 2012 but not 

implemented. That WSI had previously been agreed with the local authority’s archaeological 

advisor (17.8.2015).  

 
 

1.1.3 The initial watching brief (23rd – 24th July 2018) was carried out by Wessex Archaeology. Following 

the identification of positive features, a programme of excavation was agreed with Gloucestershire 

County Council’s Archaeological Advisor. The initial part of the excavation was carried out by 

Wessex Archaeology (25th – 27th July 2018) and completed by Heritage Planning Services (9th – 

10th August 2018).  

 

1.1.4 This document was completed by Sam Driscoll BA (Hons), MA, MCIfA, Director, Heritage Planning 

Services Limited. The Project was completed under HPS project reference HPS-282/18.  

 

1.2  The Project Site, Location, Topography and Geology  

1.2.1 The Project Site is located in the village of Horsley, situated within the Cotswold’s Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), on the northwest ridge of the Nailsworth Valley. Nailsworth 

town is located 1.5km to the northeast.   

 

1.2.2 The site is accessed via a private drive to the southwest of Priory Fields. At the time of the 

programme of excavation the site was occupied by a large dwelling to the south of the plot, known 

as The Priory, outbuildings to the west and the area of excavation to the north, comprising c. 380 

sq m. A high stone wall surrounds the Project Site to the northeast and northwest 

 

1.2.3 The 19th century church of St Martin is located just 70m to the northeast of the Project Site. The 

existing building is believed to occupy the site of the a 14th century church, which itself may have 

replaced an earlier structure (Michaels 2005: 6). 

 

1.2.4 Geologically the site is located on Jurassic Salperton Limestone Formation - Limestone, Ooidal, 

sedimentary bedrock and is located at 135m aOD.  
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Figure 1: Detailed location of Project Site, outlined in red.  

 

 
Figure 2: General location of Project Site, outlined in red.  
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2. Archaeological and Historical Background 

2.1. Previous works related to the Project Site 

2.1.1. In 1998, Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology Service identified a limestone wall 

foundation and the remains of a four-centred arch of late Medieval date, on land c. 30m to the 

east of the site (Goult 1998). 

 

2.1.2. A Watching Brief was undertaken by Wessex Archaeology in July 2018. Due to  

archaeological remains being revealed; groundworks were stopped and an open area 

excavation requested.   

 

2.2. Archaeological and Historical Context 

Romano-British 

2.2.1. A 2nd century Romano-British tombstone was found in Horsley Wood in 1835. The location 

of the find was 145m to the southeast of the site (Driscoll 2014). 

 

Saxon-Medieval 

2.2.2. Place name evidence name for Horsley is much debated, although it is thought derive 

from the pre-7th century Old English phrase, "horse-lega", meaning "place of horses (Baggs 

1976).  

 

2.2.3. An estate at Horsley was granted to Troarn Abbey (modern day Calvados) by Roger de 

Montgomery (Earl of Shrewsbury) between 1066 and 1086. The grant reputedly provided for 

one prior, one monk, and a parish chaplain. The later expansion led to the cell of Horsley Priory. 

Troarn Abbey is said to have passed the land to Bruton Priory in exchange for lands in 

Normandy (c. 1260). The Horsley cell ceased to exist before 1380, however the manor was 

retained by Bruton Priory (later becoming an abbey), until its dissolution in 1539. In 1541 

Horsley was granted to Thomas Seymour, on whose attainder in 1549 the estate reverted to 

the Crown (ibid).  

 

Post-Medieval 

2.2.4. In the early 18th century parts of the ruined Priory, including the ruined old chapel and gateway, 

were reputedly still standing (Baggs 1976). The history of the church of St. Mary further records 

that the Priory stood 73m to the south, which places it to the south of the Village Hall and to 

the east of the Project Site (Goult 1997).  
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2.2.5. The Project Site is the location of the former Horsley Prison. Construction commenced in 1786 

to plans by William Blackburn and the prison was opened in 1792. Horsley Prison was built on 

a patch of land adjoining the churchyard, gifted by the Lord of the Manor, Henry Stephens. It 

consisted of a Keeper's House with a Magistrates Committee Room, A Turnkey's Lodge with 

baths and fumigating rooms and infirmary, chapel and between four and seven courtyards, 

dayrooms and cells (Close, 1).  

 
2.2.6. The prison at Horsley was one of four ‘Houses of Correction’ built in Gloucestershire by a 

commission headed by the champion of prison reform in the County, Sir George 

Onesiphorous Paul (ibid). During its use there are many references to prisoners either working 

in, or being fed on produce from a garden, as well as other references to activities which may 

leave archaeological evidence, such as the dying of cloth and the installation of two tread 

wheels in the 1830s to power a mill in which the inmates worked (ibid).  

 
2.2.7. In 1844 new plans were submitted for the redevelopment of the Prison Building. The old 

building was demolished in part and sound materials reused where possible. The contemporary 

contract notes reference the walling, which was to be of free stone from some of the best local 

quarries. There is a note to say that the Weather Stone is to be from the quarries at 

[Minchin]Hampton Common or Bisley, or other, so long as the stone is of equal quality. Stone 

of the outer walls to be two feet deep and 3 feet 3 inches wide (c. 1m). Inner walls 2 feet deep 

and 3 feet wide. Other footings 1 foot deep and 2 feet 3 inches wide for outer walls and 1 foot 

deep and 2 feet wide for inner walls. 

 

2.2.8. In the latter half of the 19th century, the use of the prison declined sharply, in 1867-76 it was 

being used only as a remand centre for those awaiting trial at Gloucester. The prison was 

closed and sold in 1878 when the site contained a petty sessional court and committee rooms, 

cell blocks, chapel, infirmary, two dwelling houses, and a lodge.  

 

2.2.9. Most of the buildings were demolished apart from a three-storeyed block and part of the 

perimeter wall. The three storey block has been incorporated into The Priory, private residence 

(Goult 1997, 1). In the late 19th century the house, now known as The Priory, was converted 

for use as a high-class preparatory school1. In the 1930s/40s The Priory was in use as an 

Agricultural Hostel run by the YMCA2. By 1972 the house was in use as a private residence 

and, by 1988 the house had been divided into flats and offices and was in use as a local office 

and depot for the highways department of Gloucestershire County Council (RCHME 1988). 

The property later became a nursing home which was closed by 1999, when an application 

                                                
1 Army and Navy Gazette - Saturday 08 November 1890 
2 Gloucester Citizen - Tuesday 24 September 1946 
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was approved for the change of use from residential nursing home to a bed and breakfast. A 

conservatory was added at this time3.  

 

2.2.10. At the time of writing, The Priory was in private ownership.  

 

3. Aims and Objectives 

3.1. Aims 
The general aims of the excavation were devised in compliance with the CIfA Standard and 

guidance for archaeological excavation (2014a) and the Written Scheme of Investigation 

(Driscoll 2014). The general aims of the excavation were to: 

 

• examine the archaeological resource within the Project Site; 

• seek a better understanding of the resource; 

• compile a lasting record of the resource; and 

• analyse and interpret the results of the excavation, and to disseminate them 

 

4. Methodology 

4.1. Introduction 

4.1.1. All works were undertaken in accordance with the detailed methods set out within the WSI 

(Driscoll 2014) and in general compliance with the standards outlined in CIfA guidance 

(2014a). The methods employed are summarised below. 

 

4.2. Fieldwork Methodology 

4.2.1. The excavation focussed on the area of the Project Site stripped under watching brief 

conditions by Wessex Archaeology (23rd – 24th July 2018). All previously exposed features were 

further revealed using a 360o excavator, under the supervision of a monitoring archaeologist.  

 

4.2.2. The surface of all archaeological deposits were cleaned by hand to aid visual definition. A 

sufficient sample of archaeological features and deposits were hand excavated to address the 

aims of the excavation. 

 

                                                
3 Stroud Planning Application 99/1321 
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4.2.3. Spoil from machine stripping and hand-excavated archaeological features was scanned for 

finds visually. Artefacts were collected and bagged by context; all those from excavated 

contexts were retained. 

 

4.3. Recording  

4.3.1. All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using Heritage Planning Services pro 

forma recording system. A complete drawn record of excavated features and deposits was 

made including both plans and sections drawn to appropriate scales (1:20 for plans and 1:10 

for sections) and tied to the Ordnance Survey (OS) National Grid. The Ordnance Datum (aOD) 

heights of all principal features were calculated and levels added to site drawings. 

 

4.3.2. A TST was used to survey the location of archaeological features. All survey data was recorded 

in OS National Grid coordinates and OD, with a three-dimensional accuracy of at least 50 mm. 

 

4.3.3. A full photographic record was made using digital cameras equipped with an image sensor of 

not less than 10 megapixels. Digital images have been subject to managed quality control and 

curation processes, which has embedded appropriate metadata within the image to ensure 

long term accessibility of the image set. 

 

4.4. Artefactual and Environmental Strategy 

4.4.1. The treatment of artefacts and environmental remains was in general accordance 

with: Guidance for the collection, documentation, conservation and research of 

archaeological materials (CIfA 2014b) and Environmental Archaeology: A Guide to the 

Theory and Practice of Methods, from Sampling and Recovery to Post-excavation 

(English Heritage 2011) 

 
 

5. Stratigraphic Results 

5.1. Introduction 
 

Stratigraphic sequence and natural deposits 

5.1.1. The Project Site was bordered to the northwest and northeast by high walls comprising 8 lower 

courses of large limestone ashlar, supporting regular courses limestone. The limestone walls 

are the remnants of the outer walls of Horsley Prison. The structure has been extensively 

repaired with concrete blocks in the modern period and roofed in order to convert the structure 
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into a large industrial unit. The roof has since been removed and only the two outer walls 

survive.  

 

5.1.2. The Project Site was sealed by modern tarmacadam with embedded hardcore, sealing 

alternating crushed aggregate and compacted crushed lime mortar bedding layers, to a depth 

of between 240mm - 400mm; recorded together as context (100). The modern surfacing 

material extended across the excavation area, which measured c. 280 sq m (10m (w) x 28m 

(l)). Context (100) sealed make up deposits (148), (101) and the fill of modern drain (134).   

 

5.1.3. The Post Medieval archaeology was encountered at a depth of 240mm – 400mm beneath the 

current ground level, with the modern surface (100) physically overlaying the majority of the 

truncated walls, demonstrating that the structural remains had been truncated during the most 

recent development of the Project Site. Modern make up deposits had been compacted around 

the truncated structural remains.  

 
5.1.4. Evidence of earlier, potentially Medieval, activity on the Project Site was encountered at a depth 

of 900mm (southeast of the trench), cut into truncated natural (104).  

 

5.2. Medieval? 

5.2.1. The upper course of a potential wall / footing was uncovered against the southern baulk section 

of the trench (context [126]). The feature was only partially revealed and as such full 

measurements were not taken. The masonry appeared to be aligned roughly north-south and 

was therefore on a different orientation to the Post Medieval structural remains. No mortar was 

noted during the cleaning of the feature and no dating evidence was recovered.  

 

5.3. Post Medieval  

Northeast of Trench 

5.3.1. The northeast end of the trench revealed a series of five adjoining walls, with truncated 

drainage system and earlier wall to the northeast.  

 

5.3.2. Wall [115] was orientated northeast – southwest (3.12 m to the southeast of the boundary wall), 

measuring 3.88m (l) x 900mm (w), with a surviving height of 788mm and was truncated to the 

southwest. The feature comprised a stepped foundation with two upper courses remaining 

(upper course width measured 690mm), with a friable lime mortar bond with frequent charcoal 

inclusions. The upper two courses appear to be of squared limestone built to courses, whilst 

the foundation appears to have been trench built with roughly hewn stone, with uneven 

mortaring. The design is of a double sheet wall with rubble core. A single step in the masonry 
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is evident against the northwest elevation, whilst two steps are evident against the southeast 

elevation. The latter would appear to be the interior and the upper step most likely supported a 

timber / flag floor. A large stone was seen to extend from the northeast terminal of the wall, at 

the base of the foundation. Perhaps evidence of additional support / buttressing in this area?  

 
5.3.3. Wall [116] was orientated northwest – southeast and keyed into [115] at the northeast terminal 

with truncation to the southeast. The wall measured 5.50m (l) x 770mm (w) with a truncated 

height of 1m. The structure comprised a single stepped foundation evident against both the 

interior and exterior elevation and equal in height to the upper interior step of [115]. Two upper 

courses remain and suggest that the wall was of similar design to [115], with double sheet and 

rubble core. The masonry was heavily bonded with a firm lime mortar with frequent charcoal 

inclusions. Uneven caked mortar evident bonding the lower course again denotes a trench built 

wall.  

 
5.3.4. Wall [124] was orientated southeast – northwest, measuring 3.8m (l) x 800mm (w) with a height 

of 800mm. The wall was truncated to the northwest. The structure comprised a single stepped 

foundation evident against both elevations and equal in height to the upper interior step of [115] 

and [116]. Two upper courses remain and suggest that the wall was of similar design to [115] 

and [116], with double sheet and rubble core. Again, the masonry was heavily bonded with a 

firm lime mortar with frequent charcoal inclusions and the uneven caked mortar evident bonding 

the lower course denoting a trench built wall.  

 
5.3.5. Wall [119] was orientated northeast-southwest and extended from the southwest elevation of 

[116] to the northeast elevation of [124] at 3.3m southeast of [115]. The structure was heavily 

truncated, leaving only the foundation to the northeast. The wall measured 4.8m (l), with a width 

of 690mm and a truncated height of <700mm.  

 
5.3.6. A fifth wall [125] was recorded in the baulk section, abutting [124] against the northeast 

elevation. The feature was truncated to the northeast and only 500mm remaining. No further 

excavation was carried out in this area of the Project Site.  

 
5.3.7. Two interconnecting stone lined drains were identified to the northeast of [116]. Drain [138] was 

orientated northeast-southwest. The drain ran into a second stone lined channel [117] to the 

northeast. Both features had been heavily truncated. 

 

5.3.8. A portion of truncated wall [141] was identified to the northwest of the stone lined drains. The 

wall comprised three courses of random coursed limestone rubble bedded onto 100mm of light 

yellowish brown lime mortar. Whist only a small portion remained, the 300mm width of the 

feature and lack of substantial foundation suggests that this may be an earlier partition or 
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garden / yard boundary wall. The northeast elevation was in line with the drainage channel of 

[117], suggesting that the wall may have been utilised by the later drainage system.  

 
5.3.9. The foundation course of [141] was seen to seal layer (142). The layer comprised a mid greyish 

brown, soft silty clay with occasional charcoal inclusions (dimeter <8mm). No finds were 

identified within the material; however only a small sample was available. The material was 

seen to overlay the natural subsoil and is most likely a buried soil.  

 

Southwest of Trench 

5.3.10. The southwest and central region of the trench was dominated by a long section of wall 

orientated northeast – southwest [103] and associated cobbled walkway [128].  

 

5.3.11. Wall [103] was orientated northeast-southwest, measuring 10.64m (l) x 670mm (w) with a 

height of <854mm. The feature comprised a stepped foundation with two upper courses 

remaining (upper course width measured 515mm), with a friable lime mortar bond and 

frequent charcoal inclusions. The upper two courses appear to be of squared limestone built 

to courses, whilst the foundation appears to have been trench built with roughly hewn stone. 

Masonry [114] was located to the northeast and in line with [103]. Modern truncation has 

removed a 1.2m section between the two, however the orientation, location and materials 

suggest that this feature represented the terminal / return of wall [103].  

 

5.3.12. The upper course was sealed by a thick lime mortar bedding layer for cobbled path [128]. The 

path respected the wall in orientation, with a southeast return [145] at the southwest terminal. 

The path sealed bedding layer (143). Bricks [129] set beneath the stones at the northeast end 

suggest that the path may have been subsiding in this area.  

 

5.3.13. Feature [114] was seen to abut truncated wall [106] to the northeast. The upper courses of 

[114] could be seen to overlay the stepped foundation of the masonry belonging to the 

adjacent truncated wall, suggesting that [106] belonged to an earlier feature. Feature [106] 

appears to align with the upper courses of wall [115] to the northeast, however no stratigraphic 

evidence survived with which to confirm the relationship of the two portions of walling. Context 

[106] was sealed by the bedding layer for cobble path [128], confirming that the masonry had 

been incorporated into the later feature.  

 

5.3.14. Northwest – southeast wall [123] abutted the southeast elevation of wall [103] to the 

southwest of the trench. The wall was of limestone and comprised two truncated courses 

(150mm in height) with shallow rubble foundation (200mm in depth), sealing a mid greyish 

brown silty clay make up layer (146) with abundant large angular limestone inclusions (150mm 
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diameter). The shallow foundation suggests that this wall was a partition or boundary wall and 

not a main load bearing structure. Cobble return [145] appears to respect the orientation of 

the wall and would appear to have run along the base to the northeast. However, this area of 

the site was severely truncated by modern activity.  

 

5.4. Undated 

5.4.1. The truncated remains of a small circular pit were revealed to the northwest of the trench. The 

feature measured 1.8m in diameter with a depth of 570mm. A single fill was recorded, 

comprising a dark grey silty loam. No dating evidence was recovered from the feature. 

6. Finds by Cai Mason (Wessex Archaeology)  

6.1. Introduction 
 

6.1.1. A small quantity of finds was collected during the watching brief, all from stratified contexts. 

Pottery is the most common material type; the remainder comprises fragments of clay tobacco 

pipe, glass, oyster shell, roof tile, slag, clinker and stone. The finds date from the medieval, 

post-medieval and modern periods, and have been quantified by material type and context; 

the results are presented in Table 1. 

 

6.2. Pottery and Ceramic Building Material (CBM) 

Medieval 

6.2.1. The medieval pottery comprises two sherds of medieval Cotswold courseware, recovered from 

context 105, and a single sherd of late medieval/early post-medieval glazed Malvern redware 

from context 148. The Cotswold wares have a potential date range spanning the 11th to 13th 

century and were manufactured at number of potteries in the region, including nearby Selsley 

Common. 

 

6.2.2. Three fragments of medieval glazed roof tile were also recovered from context 148. The fabric 

is similar to the courseware sherds and is also likely to have been manufactured locally. 

 

Post-medieval/modern 

6.2.3. The post-medieval/modern pottery comprises a range of common domestic wares types. 

Coarse redwares provide the utilitarian component and is the most common ware type. 

Undecorated redwares are not particularly conducive to close dating and can only be broadly 

dated to the late 16th–19th centuries. 
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6.2.4. The majority of the post-medieval/modern pottery was recovered from context 107. This 

deposit contained part of a brown salt-glazed stoneware blacking pot, a ‘Bristol’ feldspathic-

glazed stoneware jar lid, part of a blue stoneware teacup, part of a whiteware teacup, and a 

complete transfer-printed whiteware ginger jar. All of these ware-types date from the 19th or 

early 20th century. 

 

6.2.5. The ginger jar is identical to the type used by Crosse and Blackwell at their Soho factory 

between 1859 and 1921. The jar is decorated with a chinoiserie design, similar to willow 

pattern, and would originally have contained preserved ginger and been capped with a ceramic 

lid tied down with a ribbon (Jeffries et al. 2016, 65). 

 

6.3. Glass 

6.3.1. All the glass, which comprises six complete and one partial bottle, was recovered from context 

107. The vessels include two octagonal 19th century aqua coloured burst-lip ink bottles; a 

cylindrical green turn-mould wine bottle, possibly a French import, dating from c. 1860–1930; 

two colourless cylindrical ‘essence’ (concentrated sauce) bottles with traces of illegible paper 

labels, dating from c. 1905–40; and part of a mould-blown flat-sided oval aqua glass bottle 

dating from the 19th century. 

 

6.4. Animal bone 

6.4.1. The animal bone comprises a sheep/goat femur from context 120; a sawn cattle long bone and 

two ribs, and six unidentified medium-sized mammal bones from context 107; two unidentified 

medium-sized mammal bones from context 105 and a bird ulna from context 148. 

 

6.5. Other finds 

6.5.1. The other finds comprise two oyster shells and five pieces of slag from context 107, four clay 

tobacco pipe stems, three from context 107 and one from context 120; three pieces of clinker 

from context 105; and a single broken block of sawn oolitic limestone from context 105. 

 

6.6. Discussion 

6.6.1. Context 105 was the only context to contain exclusively medieval finds, though the presence 

of a finely-sawn block of oolitic limestone, suggests a later date of deposition. All the other 

excavated deposits contained post-medieval/modern finds. The finds from context 107 are 

mostly 19th century, but also include two post-1905 glass bottles, which suggests that it was 

deposited in the early 20th century. The finds are indicative of domestic refuse. 
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Table 1: Finds quantified by material type (number / weight in grammes) 

Context Pottery Animal 
bone 

Glass Clay 
tobacco 
pipe 

Ceramic 
Building 
Material  

Shell Slag/clinker Stone 

105 2/12 2/9     3/4 1/755 

107 9/830 7/300 7/1050 3/6  2/25 5/306  

110 1/17        

120 4/65 1/14  1/4     

148 3/49 1/1   3/100    

Total 19/973 11/324 7/1050 4/10 3/100 2/25 8/310 1/755 

7. Summary 

7.1. Stratigraphy 

7.1.1. The results of the excavation revealed two significant phases of activity within the Project Site. 

The earliest phase was represented by wall foundation [126] aligned roughly north-south. The 

depth and orientation of the masonry suggests that the feature pre-dates the development of 

the Prison site and is potentially Medieval in date.  

 

7.1.2. A small area of buried topsoil (142) was also identified, sealed beneath wall [141]. Whilst no 

stratified dating material was recovered, it is considered that this likely represents a land 

surface pre-dating the development of the Prison site in the 1780s.  

 

7.1.3. Wall [141] was identified to the northeast of the trench. The small section of truncated 

boundary / garden wall was seen to have been utilised in the construction of the 1840s drainage 

system. The feature was orientated northwest-southeast, in line with the bulk of walls identified 

within the Project Site. Whilst this is considered to represent the next phase of development, 

the wall most likely dates to the Post Medieval period and was likely constructed between 1786 

and the redevelopment of the site in the 1840s.  

 

7.1.4. The main phase of activity identified on the Project Site has been dated to the redevelopment 

of the site in 1844. Two complexes of walls were identified, sharing a similar alignment and 

corresponding to plans for the new Female Airing Yard (walls 103,106,114,123,128) and 

Female Wing (walls 115,116,119,124,125)(Figure 14). 

 

7.1.5. During the reduction of the site, it was noted that the substantial walls dating to the mid 19th 

century renovation had been previously exposed with four to five courses of foundations 

revealed. The reason for this was not evident, however the work potentially occurred at the 

time that the site came into council ownership. It is suggested that perhaps there was an intent 

to salvage / reuse the stone that was later abandoned.  
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7.1.6. The site was subsequently backfilled to the existing ground level using a variety of dumped 

materials, suggesting the piecemeal importation of fills perhaps from nearby development sites. 

Evidence of uniform truncation of the upper courses of the major walls indicates that the built 

archaeology survived to a greater height prior to the backfilling and levelling of the site.  

 

7.1.7. Modern activity was represented by a series of drainage channels identified across the site, at 

a dept of c. 400mm below the current ground level. Concrete piles to the southeast of the site 

and a large cistern / tank adjacent to wall [123].  

 

7.1.8. The site had been sealed by a modern tarmacadam surface. The most recent phase of 

development is most likely dated to the 1980s use of the site as a council depot.  

 

7.2. Finds by Cai Mason 

7.2.1. The recovery of medieval finds from the site is unsurprising, given its proximity to known 

medieval activity, though they are not sufficiently abundant to indicate significant activity within 

the bounds of the present development.  The remaining material is predominantly 19th century 

or later in date and is likely to be associated domestic occupation of this date. 

8. Conclusion 

8.1. Results 

8.1.1. The programme of archaeological investigation was successful in revealing significant evidence 

of the mid-19th century Female Wing belonging to Horsley Prison and confirms that the 

redevelopment was carried out in accordance with the proposed plans.  

 

8.1.2. Potential evidence relating to the use of the site in the Medieval period was also identified, 

however the dating of this is tentative, due to the lack of material evidence.  

 

8.1.3. Very little material evidence survived on the site, due in part to the previous truncation of 

historic land surfaces, down to the depth of the natural clays. The small amount of finds 

corresponds to the expected date of activity on the Project Site.  

 

8.1.4. Once recorded the archaeology was reduced to the depth of the natural under archaeological 

supervision. As such no further investigation is recommended.  

 

8.2. Recommendations 

8.2.1. The results have confirmed that there is high potential for archaeology dating to Post Medieval 

period to survive on land adjacent to the Project Site and as such it is recommended that any 

further work be subject to a suitable condition of planning.  
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Appendices 

Appendix 1: Graphics 

 
 
Figure 3: Area of Excavation Location Plan 
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Figure 4: Trench Plan 
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Figure 5: Wall [103] 2m representative elevation. Northwest facing.  
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Figure 6: Detailed plan southwest of trench 
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Figure 7: Detailed plan northeast of trench.  
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Figure 8: Wall [115] 2m representative elevation. Northwest facing. 

 

 
Figure 9: Wall [116] 2m representative elevation. Southwest facing.  
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Figure 10: Wall [119] Representative Elevation. Northwest facing.  

 

 
Figure 11: Plan of pit [121] 

 
 

 
Figure 12: Southwest facing section of pit [121] 
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Figure 13: Plan of wall foundation [126] 
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Figure 14: 1844-1846 Specification of alterations to Horsley Goal. Overlay showing postulated location of The Priory House and 
the proposed location of archaeology corresponding to the location of the new Female Wing and Airing Yar.   
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Appendix 2: Photographs  

 

 
Photo 1: Southwest facing view of [103] and cobbled path [128]. Scales 1 x 2m & 1 x 1m. 

 

 
Photo 2: Southeast facing view of wall [103]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  
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Photo 3: Southeast facing view step? [136]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  

 

 
Photo 4: Southeast facing view of [106] and [114]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  
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Photo 5: South facing view of wall [115]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  

 

 
Photo 6: Northwest facing view of wall [115]. Scales 1 x 2m & 1 x 1m.  
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Photo 7: Northeast facing view of intersection between [116] & [119]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  

 

 
Photo 8: Southwest facing view of wall [119] with [124] in the background. Scales 1 x 2m & 1 x 500mm.  
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Photo 9: Southwest facing view of wall [124]. Scales 1 x 1m & 1 x 500mm.  
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Appendix 3: Context Register 

 

Context Type Description  Fill 
of/by 

Depth Height Length Width Date 

100 Layer 
Tarmacadam 
Surface  <400mm  > 30m >10m Modern 

101 Layer 

Modern Backfill 
to the southeast 
of Pitched Stone 
[128]  <300mm  > 30m >10m Modern 

102 Layer Modern Backfill  <600mm  > 30m >10m Modern 

103 Structure 

Northeast - 
Southwest Wall   854mm 10.64m 670mm Post Med 

104 Natural Natural     > 28m >10m NA 

105 Fill 

Fill of 
construction cut 
for [103]  <200mm  >10.6m 670mm Post Med 

106 Structure 

Truncated wall 
northeast of 
[114].   780mm 1.20m 300mm Post Med 

107 Layer 

Make up layer 
Mid grey silty 
clay with 
limestone 
inclusions < 
120mm 
Subangular 
poorly sorted.   630mm  c. 28m >2m Modern 

108 Layer 

Make up layer 
light yellow 
brown sandy 
lime mortar 
limestone 
inclusions 
<140mm 
Subangular, 
poorly sorted      Modern 

109 Layer 

Make up Layer 
Mid grey silty 
clay with 
limestone 
inclusions poorly 
sorted.   140mm   850mm Modern 

110 Layer 

Make Up Layer. 
Dark grey silty 
clay with 
occasional 
limestone 
inclusions 
<30mm and 
occasional 
charcoal flecks      Modern 

111 Layer 
Make Up Layer. 
Mid grey brown  > 400mm  c. 28m > 1.57m Modern 
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silty clay with 
common - 
frequent 
subangular 
limestone 
inclusions , < 
180mm. Poorly 
sorted. 

112 Layer 

Make up layer. 
Mid grey silty 
clay with 
frequent 
limestone 
inclusions < 
280mm.   > 580mm   > 520mm Modern 

113 Structure 

Southwest 
truncated wall   850mm <2m 530mm Post Med 

114 Structure 

Wall northeast 
terminal of [103]   760mm 910mm 530mm Post Med 

115 Structure 

Wall northeast -
southwest   788mm 3.88m 900mm Post Med 

116 Structure 

Wall northwest-
southeast   1m 5.50m 770mm Post Med 

117 Structure 

Truncated Stone 
Lined Drain 
northwest-
southeast 
adjacent to wall 
[116] 131 400mm  <1m 500mm Post Med 

118 Cut 
Drain Cut for 
[117] 117 400mm  <1m 500mm Post Med 

119 Structure 

Northeast-
Southwest Wall 
abutting wall 
[116]   <700mm 4.8m 690mm Post Med 

120 Layer Area of Burning  <1.5m  1.5m 500mm Post Med? 

121 Cut 

Cut of pit to the 
northwest of 
wall [103]. Very 
uneven side and 
deliberate single 
context backfill.  122 570mm   1.08m 

Post Med / 
Modern  

122 Fill 

Backfill of Cut 
[121]. Loose dark 
grey silty loam 
with frequent 
stone inclusions.  121 570mm   1.08m 

Post Med / 
Modern  

123 Structure 

northwest-
southeast wall 
abutting [103]. 
Two courses 
remaining.  147  350mm 3.05m 500mm Modern 
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124 Structure 

Northwest-
Southeast Wall 
abutting [119]   800mm 3.8m 800mm Post Med 

125 Structre 

northeast- 
southwest wall 
abutting [124]   800mm 2m  Post Med 

126 Structure 

NNE-SSW wall 
only partially 
exposed at the 
base of the 
trench.  127  

Not 
Known 1.56m >670mm Medieval? 

127 Cut 
Construction Cut 
for wall [126]    >1.56m >570mm Medieval? 

128 Structure 

Cobble Stone 
Path northeast-
southwest  200mm  8.5m 1.52m Post Med 

129 Structure 

Brick footing for 
cobble path 
[128]  150mm  1.11m  Post Med 

void         

131 Fill 

Loose dark grey 
silty fill of stone 
lined drain [117] 117 200mm  <1m 200mm Post Med 

132 Cut Drain Cut 133 300mm  

Not 
Recorded 370mm Modern 

133 Structural Drain 132   

Not 
Recorded 230mm Modern 

134 Fill 

Loose dark grey 
silty fill of stone 
lined drain [133] 132 210mm  

Not 
Recorded 370mm Modern 

135 Layer 

Bedding layer for 
cobble path 
[145]    400mm 760mm Post Med 

136 Structure Stone Step?  500mm  220mm 360mm Post Med 

137 Cut 

Modern 
Truncation of 
wall [103]      Modern 

138 Structure 

Truncated Stone 
Lined Drain. 
Northeast-
southwest 
feeding into 
drain [117]  400mm  <500mm 500mm Post Med 

139 Fill Fill of drain [138] 138 200mm  <500mm 200mm Post Med 

140 Cut 
Cut for drain 
[138] 138 400mm  <500mm 500mm Post Med 

141 Structure 

Wall northwest-
southeast   400mm 1.2m 300mm Post Med 

142 Layer 
Layer beneath 
wall 141  150mm  1.2m 300mm 

Med-Post 
Med 

143 Layer 

Bedding layer for 
cobble path 
[128]  400mm  >10.64 >2.10mm Post Med 
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144 Structure 

Wall northwest-
southeast   200mm >900mm 620mm Post Med 

145 Structure 

Cobble Stone 
Path northwest - 
southeast    400mm 760mm Post Med 

146 Layer  

Mid greyish 
brown silty clay 
layer with 
abundant large 
angular 
limestone 
inclusions 
(150mm 
diameter) cut by 
[147].   >200mm    

Med/Post 
Med 

147 Cut 
Construction Cut 
for wall [123] 123 200mm  >5.5m >490mm Post Med 

148 Fill Rubble backfill  149     Modern  

149 Cut 

Modern 
Truncation south 
of trench  148     Modern  

150 Cut 
Stone Built 
Cistern  151 1.2m  2.5m 2m 

Post 
Med/Modern 

151 Structure 

Stone Built 
Cistern  150 1.2m  2.5m 2m 

Post 
Med/Modern 

 
 


