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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. Towns are an important component of the historic environment which have 
developed over many hundreds of years and are under constant development 
pressures. The archaeological resource within our historic towns is an invaluable 
and irreplaceable source of data about past societies and the evolution of our 
culture. Despite these factors the archaeology of many towns, especially the 
smaller market towns, is poorly understood. 

1.2. In 1976 the D.O.E. sponsored a study of the archaeology of Wiltshire’s historic 
towns, aiming to assess the relative importance of the towns at different points in 
time as a basis for future archaeological research. This resulted in the 
publication of  “Wiltshire Towns: the archaeological potential” (Haslam 1976). 
Since then, the book has been one of the key references for archaeologists 
monitoring urban development and its impact in the county. 

1.3. An increase in the amount of archaeological and historical data available and 
changes in legislation such as the introduction of Planning Policy Guidance note 
No.16, have meant that a reappraisal of the situation is now due. The Extensive 
Urban Survey of Wiltshire has been commissioned by English Heritage, as part 
of a National programme, to address the need for a new assessment of urban 
archaeology in the county. The current structure of the historic county of 
Wiltshire is two-tier, with the County Council working in conjunction with the four 
District Councils (Kennet, North Wiltshire, Salisbury and West Wiltshire) and the 
new unitary authority of Swindon – historically part of the county. The survey 
aims to map the development of all of Wiltshire’s and Swindon’s historic towns 
(Fig. 1) and to assess the extent of the surviving archaeology and built heritage. 
It is also proposed that the threat of development on the historic environment 
within the county’s towns will be examined. 

1.4. As far as is known the first towns in Wiltshire appeared during the Romano-
British period but all the known examples are now greenfield sites, although 
some may have given rise to nearby settlements. Most modern towns in the 
county have their roots as Saxon villages or defended settlements such as 
Cricklade and Wilton. Many of the villages grew into small towns after the 
Norman invasion, often focussed around a castle or market and in the early 
thirteenth century ‘planted boroughs’, in which individual plots of land were sold 
by the major landowner.  

1.5. The definition of a town for inclusion in the survey follows the criteria laid out in 
Heighway (1972), by which the settlement must possess certain characteristics 
such as defences, a mint, a market, a street plan, or a judicial centre, and 
demonstrate such urban attributes as high population, a diversified economic 
base or a central or key location. For the purposes of the survey, however, the 
towns should meet these criteria historically, even if they no longer do so. This 
allows, for example, the inclusion of the five Roman towns in the county, and 
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settlements such as the village of Heytesbury, which was developed as a 
planned town in the 13th century, but which did not succeed as an urban centre. 
The full list of 34 towns included in the survey and the criteria for inclusion are 
included as Appendix 1. Amesbury satisfies four criteria: it has evidence for an 
internal street plan (criteria ii); it has a documented early market (criteria iii); 
there is evidence for burgage plots (criteria ix); it was the home of at least two 
complex religious organisations (criteria xi). 

1.6. The area of study in each town is defined by the size of the town as it stood in 
1945, encompassing both the historic core of the town and the older industrial 
and suburban development.  There is an emphasis on the earlier material, and 
the later Victorian and 20th century development are covered here only very 
briefly. Although more detailed than Haslam’s report, in most cases each study 
remains no more than a brief summary of the data, and a guide to the location of 
more detail for other researchers. The extent of the study area for Amesbury is 
depicted in Fig. 2. 

1.7. The research into each town will be encapsulated into two reports: a summary 
and assessment of the data gathered and an outline strategy for future 
management of specified sections of the urban area. This first report is intended 
to provide a clear and up-to-date synthesis of the available archaeological and 
historical data for Amesbury, with an assessment of the main areas of historic 
settlement in the town and of the potential and sensitivity of the archaeologically 
important areas. The assessment reports are compiled from four main data 
streams: geographical and geological sources for the location and topographical 
summary; secondary historical sources for the historical outline; recorded 
archaeological data for the sites and finds information; and the archive of the 
Wiltshire Buildings Record (WBR) for architectural data. The architectural 
summary is not subject to the same level of research as the other three data 
streams, and the information presented in the reports is based upon evidence 
compiled from the existing WBR archive, updated in places by field visits to note 
non-listed buildings of historic interest, combined with the Department of the 
Environment schedule of listed buildings. 

1.8. This Assessment was prepared originally in 2001, with amendments from 
consultations added in 2004. Table1 (archaeological investigations) has been 
updated, but the results of these more recent events have not been assimilated 

2. LOCATION AND TOPOGRAPHY 

2.1.  Amesbury is a small town within southern Wiltshire, situated some 12km north 
of Salisbury, between Cranborne Chase to the south and Salisbury Plain to the 
north. The town lies within the north-south aligned valley of the meandering 
River Avon, which along with a now dry eastern tributary, has deposited an 
extensive spread of Valley Gravels and alluvium along both banks. Amesbury 
lies along the eastern bank of the river, upon a low promontory of Valley Gravels 
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above Upper Chalk, at around 68mOD (Barron 1976). The parochial boundaries 
of Amesbury encompass the site of Stonehenge some 4km to the west. 

2.2. The historic core of Amesbury is concentrated between the two crossing points 
of the River Avon, at Queensberry Bridge to the west and Grey Bridge to the 
east. The extent of the core settlement is defined to the south, west and north by 
a broad meander of the River Avon, and by rising downland to the east. 
Amesbury has seen much expansion in the recent past, almost entirely on the 
eastern side of the town upon the downs and comprising mainly housing and 
light industrial development. Much of this expansion, particularly housing, is 
post-1945 and much of it lies within the study area, giving rise to a number of 
archaeological investigations in former open country, away from the historic core 
of the town. 

3. PAST WORK AND THE NATURE OF THE EVIDENCE 

3.1. Historic Sources 

3.1.1. This is a desk-based study, using material available within the County Council 
Heritage Services facilities in Trowbridge: the Sites and Monuments Record 
(SMR); the Wiltshire Reference Library; the Wiltshire & Swindon Record Office; 
and the Wiltshire Buildings Record. Historical data are generally drawn from 
secondary sources, normally the Victoria County History and histories of the 
individual towns, based on recommendations or specific requirements. Data on 
archaeological investigations and their results are drawn directly from the 
original reports or publications wherever these are available. 

3.1.2. The use of primary sources in the Record Office is restricted to maps and 
sometimes other pictorial material, which are consulted to accurately locate 
individual sites or buildings and to trace the growth of the settlement. 

3.2. Archaeological Work In The Town 

 
3.2.1. This section outlines the known archaeological investigations that have taken 

place in Amesbury. The list is compiled from information in the County Sites 
and Monuments Record, Excavations Register, and the fieldwork reports kept 
in the County Archaeology Section in Trowbridge. Others have been added as 
a result of incidental mention in one of the above sources, and where there is 
enough information to get at least a general idea of the location of the site. The 
numbers refer to the map included in this report (Fig. 3). 

Event Year Site 
Name/Location 

Event Type Excavator Reference 

001 1835 London Road, 
junction with 
Countess Road 

Chance find Unknown Chandler & 
Goodhugh 1989 

002 1840-
-1860 

Amesbury Abbey Chance finds Unknown Chandler & 
Goodhugh 1989 
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003 1928 Railway land, 
Ratfyn 

Excavation Colonel Hawley Hawley 1928 

004 1934 Millmead, Ratfyn Excavation J.F.S.Stone Stone 1934 
005 1951 Boscombe Road/ 

New Covert 
Watching Brief St. John Booth Salisbury Museum 

1951 
006 1967 The Old Vicarage, 

Church Street 
Chance Find Unknown Archaeological 

Review 1967 
007 1995 New Covert Evaluation Wessex Archaeology Wessex 

Archaeology 1995 
008 1996 Land off Salisbury 

Street 
Evaluation Wessex Archaeology Wessex 

Archaeology 1996 
009 1996 Butterfield Down Excavation Wessex Archaeology Rawlings & 

Fitzpatrick 1996 
010 1996   Amesbury Abbey Evaluation Wessex Archaeology Wessex 

Archaeology 1996 
011 1997 Former Pitts 

Garage 
Evaluation Wessex Archaeology Wessex 

Archaeology 1997 
012 1998 Queensbury Bridge  Watching brief AC archaeology AC archaeology 

1998 
013 1999 The Old Vicarage, 

Church Street 
Watching brief Archaeological Site 

Investigations 
ASI 1999 

014 1999 Antrobus Arms 
Hotel 

Evaluation AC archaeology AC archaeology 
1999 

*015 2001 20-22 High Street Evaluation Context One Context One 2001 
*016 2002 42 Beaulieu Road Watching  Wessex Archaeology Wessex 

Archaeology 2002 
*017 2002 Hamble House Watching Brief Foundations Foundations 2002 
*018 2003 20-22 High Street Excavation Border Archaeology Border Archaeology 

2003 
*019 2003 11 Salisbury Street Evaluation AC Archaeology AC Archaeology 

2003 
*020 2003 Pitt's Garage Evaluation AC Archaeology AC Archaeology 

2003 
*021 2003 Flower Lane Watching Brief Archaeological Site 

Investigations 
ASI 2003 

*022 2003 Countess Road Evaluation Archaeological Site 
Investigations 

ASI 2003 

 

 Table 1: Archaeological Investigations in Amesbury. Reports flagged thus * were 
received after the preparation of this Assessment, which was compiled in 2001. 
 

4. HISTORICAL OUTLINE 

4.1. This report is not intended to provide a major historical review of the history of 
Amesbury and the material included here relates mainly to events which might 
have had some impact on the archaeology of the town, or its survival. Of 
particular note in the study of Amesbury is the volume by John Chandler & Peter 
Goodhugh (1989), which precedes the Victoria County History study of the town 
(Crowley 1995) and addresses certain aspects of Amesbury’s history from a 
slightly different perspective, particularly with regard to the description of certain 
events or locations. The historical detail presented below, unless otherwise 
stated, is sourced from this volume. 

4.2.  The earliest forms of the place name ‘Amesbury’ are ‘Ambresbyrig’ and 
‘Amberesburg’. These names, from 11th  century references imply earlier, Saxon 
origins, possibly of the 6th or 7th centuries. In the late Middle Ages, an inscription 
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in a book described the priory at Amesbury as the monastery ‘Ambrosii burgi’, 
giving rise to the belief that there was a link between Ambrosius Aurelianus, the 
sub-Roman British leader, and Amesbury. If such a link existed, then it is 
possible that the site of Ambrosius’ stronghold lies within the nearby hillfort 
known as Vespasian’s Camp. It has been suggested that, setting a precedent for 
Salisbury, both the settlement and the name transferred themselves from the 
hilltop to the present lowland site of the town (Crowley 1995).  

4.3.  By the 10th century, Amesbury had become a notable settlement, hosting 
meetings of the witan, or king’s council, in 932 and 995. An abbey was 
refounded by Aelthryth at around 979 with a church dedicated to St. Mary and 
St. Melore, implying the existence of an earlier foundation. Aelthryth’s abbey, 
which was later ranked as one of the poorest nunneries in the country, did not 
contribute significantly to the development of the town, which at the time of the 
Domesday survey in 1086 ranked somewhere between a village and a town, 
having a sizeable population, but not having gained the right to mint coins, build 
fortifications or undertake certain trading functions traditionally enjoyed by most 
other royal estates. 

4.4. The abbey was appropriated by Henry II in 1177 and refounded the same year 
as a priory belonging to the order of Fontrevault. Between 1177 and its opening 
in 1186 a very extensive programme of building took place, including a new 
house and church on the site now occupied by a post-Medieval mansion. The 
new buildings were of high status, and considered sufficiently grand for 
members of the royal house of Angevin to lodge and worship in. Amesbury 
Priory initially prospered, with various extensions and improvements to the fabric 
being made in the 13th century and continuing royal patronage, including in 1285 
the entrance of Edward I’s mother and daughter to the community. The king is 
reported to have paid repeated visits to Amesbury during this time. Amesbury 
Priory was Dissolved in 1541-2 and most of the buildings demolished or slighted. 
Between 1595 and 1601 a new mansion house was built on the site of the 
former priory, and took the name of ‘Amesbury Abbey’. 

4.5. Amesbury, by the 13th century, had become a small town with a market and 
burgage tenements. The town was a centre for pilgrimage because of the cult of 
St. Melore, based at the abbey church, and the influx of visitors that the relics 
generated may have stimulated local trade. The tax assessment of 1334 
suggests that Amesbury had become a prosperous town by this time.  

4.6. An historic route from London to the south-west passed through the town and 
crossed the River Avon to the west. The exact river crossing point is unknown 
and there is uncertainty as the course of this route before the 18th century. A 
road is known to have delineated the south-eastern extent of the priory’s 
precinct and this was known as High Street in 1364, Marlborough Street in the 
15th and 16th centuries, and High Street once more thereafter. In addition to High 
Street/Marlborough Street, a number of the Medieval street names of Amesbury 
are known: Carpenter Street (1321 – 1450), Pauncet Street (1332 – 1338), 
possibly named after the Pauncefoot family which owned the manor at West 
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Amesbury, and Frog Lane (1463), now part of Flower Lane. Salisbury Street is 
first mentioned in 1551. 

4.7. Market grants are recorded in 1219 and 1252, and again in 1317 and 1614. A 
market place was established opposite Abbey Lane, opening off High Street, by 
the earlier 13th century, with the addition of a market house in the 1540s. This 
building survived until the early 19th century when it was demolished following a 
fire. Amesbury’s market is not thought to have been important, and indeed, by 
the late 17th century was described as ‘inconsiderable’. 

4.8. During the 17th century, a clay pipe industry was established by the Gauntlet 
family, using clay dug from Salisbury Plain. Amesbury pipes were nationally 
renowned, although the industry apparently ceased in the early 18th century, and 
the site of the manufactory is not known.       

4.9. By the late 18th and early 19th centuries Amesbury was evidently in decline, with 
a diminishing population and a reduced number of farmsteads. The introduction 
of railways to the region in the mid 19th century reduced the amount of road 
traffic passing through the town. 

4.10. The railway came to Amesbury itself in 1902, as a branch of the London and 
South Western Railway from Grateley, Hants, serving both the town and the 
adjacent, recently founded military camps. The stimulus provided by this activity, 
and a steadily increasing amount of road traffic, caused the town to prosper 
once more from the earlier part of this century onwards, with a resultant increase 
in population and expansion of the town eastwards, which continues to this day. 

5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL SUMMARY 

5.1. Introduction 

5.1.1. The following is a resume of the archaeological record of the town, drawn from  
the county SMR and the various excavation reports. Chandler & Goodhugh’s 
1989 work has again proved valuable in the identification of archaeologically 
significant events. Data on surviving buildings come from the Wiltshire 
Buildings Record unless otherwise stated. The bold print numbers in this 
section  refer to entries in the Urban Survey database, and appear on the sites 
and findspot location maps in Figs. 4 - 8, which were created from the database 
and the SMR. 

5.2. Prehistory (Fig. 4) 

5.2.1. Amesbury lies partially within the Stonehenge World Heritage Site, whose 
eastern boundary partly follows the course of the River Avon. Stonehenge 
itself lies some 3km to the west of the town, and the linear monument known 
as The Avenue meets the Avon just to the west of Vespasian’s Camp. The 
World Heritage Site contains a wealth of prehistoric monuments and 
archaeological sites, but there is only limited evidence for prehistoric activity 
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within the historic core area of the town. A palaeolithic hand-axe (AM052) was 
found south-east of High Street in 1938, and an evaluation of land off 
Salisbury Street (Wessex Archaeology 1998) identified a large, shallow scoop 
and soil horizons, both yielding probable Iron Age pottery, worked flint and 
burnt flint (AM016). The archaeology was sealed beneath 0.7 – 0.8m of 
overburden, and the exposed fills of cut features lay at the level of the natural 
Valley Gravels. Although some truncation was apparent on the site, the 
survival of these deposits at such a depth raises the likelihood that other sites 
may lie undiscovered in the vicinity. The presence of such potential remains 
would not be surprising given the topography upon which the town is sited, its 
proximity to the River Avon, and the concentration of prehistoric remains 
elsewhere in the area. 

5.2.2. Extensive prehistoric remains are recorded east of the historic core of 
Amesbury, within the areas of relatively recent, and ongoing, expansion. The 
sole evidence for Mesolithic activity is a flint tranchet axe or adze found to the 
west of Holders Road (AM051), while excavations at Millmead, Ratfyn (AM049 
and AM050) recorded two inhumations associated with late Neolithic grooved 
ware pottery and a flint axe-hammer (Stone 1935). Also recorded were four 
pits, one of which yielded grooved ware pottery, and a ditch. Large quantities of 
worked flint, including cores and tools such as knives, saws and arrowheads 
were recovered, and possible in situ flint-working debris was recorded within 
the ditch fills. 

5.2.3. Excavations at Butterfield Down (Wessex Archaeology 1990), within the south-
eastern corner of the study area, identified an extensive multi-period site, the 
earliest component of which was a possible late Neolithic pit-ring henge, 
overlain by the ring ditch of a Bronze Age round barrow (AM012). A group of 
pits in the vicinity yielded a probable Early Bronze Age crouched burial; a 
decorated chalk plaque, possibly of later Neolithic date; fragments of Beaker 
pottery; and a large assemblage of worked flint, also predominantly late 
Neolithic/Early Bronze Age in origin. 

5.2.4. A destroyed round barrow of probable Bronze Age date lay within the study 
area at Boscombe Road (AM010). An extant example survives at Ratfyn 
(AM030). A cremation burial was found during a watching brief at the former 
(Devizes Museum 1928), while the barrow at Ratfyn may have been disturbed 
in the 19th century. Three mounds within a nearby garden may also be barrows, 
but have not been investigated (AM029). A further round barrow at a site east 
of The Lynchets was excavated during the 1970s (AM028, Saunders 1977), 
when Bronze Age pottery and flint implements were recovered. An 
unexcavated ring ditch lies c. 100m to the north-west of this, within gardens 
(AM027). Bronze Age findspots include an early socketed spearhead from the 
water meadows on the northern edge of the study area (AM014) and a barbed 
and tanged arrowhead from Crooksfield (AM048). 

5.2.5. Iron Age finds are few. Sherds of pottery are noted from excavations at land 
off Salisbury Street (AM016) and at Millmead, Ratfyn (AM046). A circular 



 9 

earthwork of probable Early Iron Age date was poorly recorded during railway 
construction near Ratfyn, in c.1908 (AM047, Stone 1935). Pottery of the period, 
and probable Romano-British burials were recovered from a curvilinear ditch, 
and a burial of Bronze Age date was recovered from an ‘interment cist’ cut into 
a hut circle ditch, although apparently this was not properly recorded. 

5.3. Romano-British (Fig. 5) 

5.3.1. There is no evidence to date for Romano-British activity within the historic core 
area of the town. Almost all recorded finds and sites of this period lie on the 
high ground to the south-east, apart from ‘ 3 or 4’ poorly recorded burials, 
apparently with hobnails, from the Iron Age enclosure ditch at Ratfyn (AM043, 
Stone 1935), and a coin findspot at 11 Holders Road (AM042). 

5.3.2   An extensive later Romano-British mixed farming settlement is known at 
Butterfield Down (AM011, Wessex Archaeology 1990), including single room 
houses, storage pits and corn drying ovens. This site extends beyond the study 
area to the east, and continues to the south, where a watching brief (AM009) 
noted two middens containing New Forest pottery with associated ditches and a 
roadway (Booth 1951). Further south, in New Covert (AM003), (AM004), later 
Romano-British linear ditches and burials indicate the extent of the settlement in 
this direction (Wessex Archaeology 1995). Three coin hoards are known from 
this area, two of which, at Butterfield Down (AM007) and New Covert (AM044) 
are of early 5th century date, with (AM007) being one of the latest Romano-
British coin hoards found in Britain. A third hoard (AM045) from Lynchets Road 
is of 2nd to 4th century date, while chance finds of single coins or pieces of 
brooch are also known - (AM013), (AM015) and (AM025). 

5.4. Saxon (Fig. 6) 

5.4.1. Although Amesbury is known to have developed into a sizeable settlement by 
the 10th century, there is little direct archaeological evidence. Isolated finds, 
such as a fragment of 5th or 6th century disc brooch from Lords Walk (AM037) 
and a 9th century (possibly Viking) copper alloy fitting from the Little Chef site 
on the north edge of the study area (AM008), are rare. An evaluation on land to 
the rear of the Antrobus Arms, Church Street (AM093, Hulka & Valentin 1999), 
found a very large north-south aligned ditch, the full depth of which was not 
defined, but whose upper fills yielded Medieval and Saxon pottery. It is 
possible, based upon its size and position, that it forms part of the boundary to 
either the early settlement or the abbey. Part of a probable early Saxon 
cemetery was discovered in c. 1835 during demolition work at the junction of 
London Road and Countess Road (AM041, Chandler & Goodhugh 1989). 
Several burials were noted, some with knives or seaxes, and it is possible that 
the remainder of the cemetery, which probably lay outside the eastern 
boundary of the settlement, may await discovery.  

5.4.2. There is slightly more evidence for early monastic activity in Amesbury. The 
first recorded abbey is known to have been founded in c.979, possibly on the 
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site of an earlier minster church, although the exact site of the early monastic 
buildings is unknown. It is likely that the abbey was built on the site of, or within 
the vicinity of, the present parish church, whose dimensions conform in most 
respects to those recorded for the abbey church at the time of the Dissolution. 
The modification of several Norman features within the present church is a 
strong indication that a building existed on the site prior to the closure of the 
first abbey in 1177. Fragments of a possibly 10th century wheel cross head 
were found under the chancel in 1907 (AM039, Ball 1979), and coins of the 
reign of Edward the Elder (899 – 924) are reported to have been found in the 
area of the church during grave-digging (Robinson 1984). 

5.4.3. An alternative site for the Saxon abbey is suggested by the remains of 
monastic buildings recorded on and around the site of the present post-
Medieval mansion house (AM040), although it is more likely that these remains 
are elements of the Medieval priory of Fontrevault (see below).  

5.5. Medieval (Fig. 7) 

5.5.1. Although Amesbury was one of the most prosperous Wiltshire towns of the 
period little survives above ground today, the only extant building being the 
parish church (AM095). The Medieval town’s prosperity was largely dependent 
upon the trade and visitors generated by the priory, which was refounded from 
the first abbey in 1177. Although the exact position of the first abbey is not 
clearly understood, the priory precinct is relatively well-defined. The priory 
grounds are bounded to the north and west by the River Avon, and to the south 
and east by a precinct wall. Two entrances are known; the main entrance, sited 
halfway along the current High Street, was approached along a narrow road 
now called Abbey Lane, while a second entrance is believed to have lain 
immediately west of the parish church.  

5.5.2. Between 1177 and the official opening of the priory in 1186, an extensive 
scheme of rebuilding and refurbishment took place, evidence for which was 
discovered in 1840 and again in 1860 (AM035) when building works at the 
mansion house exposed Medieval tiled paving (including encaustic tiles in 
ecclesiastical designs), wall and pillar footings, and artefacts of 13th and 14th 
century date, including a holy water stoup. It is thought that the Prioress’ house 
(AM068) and the Receiver’s house (AM069), which together with their 
attendant service buildings survived the Dissolution of 1541-2, were 
demolished c.1590 in order to construct the present mansion house. An 
observer writing in 1870 noted that parch marks created in the lawns by 
underlying walls extended for ’70 or 80 yards’ east of the mansion house 
(Chandler & Goodhugh 1989).  

5.5.3. Other finds associated with the priory include sherds of Medieval pottery and 
tile found within an evaluation trench in the grounds (AM022, Wessex 
Archaeology 1996) and a 13th century green glazed lamp (AM036) found 
between the mansion house and the church. It has been suggested that there 
was a tile factory at the priory in the 13th century (Stevens 1935), although no 
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archaeological evidence for a kiln site exists at present. The possible site of the 
priory’s graveyard is suggested by the discovery of probable Medieval 
inhumations within the grounds of the Old Vicarage (AM031, Archaeological 
Review 1967) and (AM094, Archaeological Site Investigations 1999), beyond 
the current extent of the parish church graveyard. 

5.5.4. Amesbury, by the 13th century, was established as a small town with a market 
and burgages. The market place (AM078) stood opposite Abbey Lane, opening 
from High Street, probably from the early 13th century. It was much wider than 
the present thoroughfare of Salisbury Street and shaped in an elongated 
triangle, with the ‘apex’ fronting onto High Street and the base to the south-
east. From at least the 1540s a market house (demolished following a fire in 
1809) stood at the apex, and the town pound occupied the centre of the base. 
The line of the south side of the market place continued to the south-east to 
become the west side of Southmill Lane (AM073) (this was encroached upon 
by development later in the period, such as Frog Lane (AM071), c.1463), while 
the line of the north side still runs along the northern side of Salisbury Street. A 
new road – Baker’s Lane (AM080), now Earls Court Road – continued as an 
extension of the north side of the market place, and probably displaced the 
road now called Back Lane (AM076) as the principal road into the town from 
the south-east. 

5.5.5. The High Street (AM070), which may date from Saxon times, was originally a 
wide road following the south-eastern precinct boundary of the abbey. Soon 
after the establishment of the priory in 1177 the road became narrowed as 
houses built up on the north-western side, along the precinct wall. It is probable 
that the urbanisation of High Street was unplanned, a reaction to the trading 
opportunities presented by being situated along the approaches to the new 
religious house. The obstruction caused by this development was still apparent 
on 18th century maps, which show the High Street offset from its approach 
roads at the east and west ends. It is probable that the greatest concentration 
of dwellings within the town at this time was along the High Street, or along the 
immediately adjoining streets. The priory is recorded as owning c.50 cottages in 
Amesbury at the time of the Dissolution. These, and the four inns also known to 
exist at that time, were probably located on, or near, High Street. 

5.5.6. Medieval pits and pottery are recorded to the rear of the Antrobus Arms hotel 
in Church Street (AM093, Hulka & Valentin 1999), and items of metalwork and 
a silver penny of Edward I (1272 – 1307) from a garden in Flower Lane 
(AM024). Pottery was also found away from the town at New Covert (AM006, 
Wessex Archaeology 1995). Other finds of coins or metalwork are recorded at 
Bramley Way (AM023), Allotment Gardens (AM033), Boscombe Road 
(AM034), 21 Adams Road (AM057), Camelot House, London Road (AM059) 
and at 71 London Road (AM066). 

5.5.7. A possible example of later 12th or earlier 13th century town planning are the 
farmsteads recorded along the roads forming extensions of the market place 
sides (to the north, Bakers Lane, now called Earls Court Road, and to the 
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south, Southmill Lane). The demesne farm buildings of Amesbury Manor 
(AM096), which in 1364 included a longhouse with hall, gatehouse and barn, 
are possibly on the site of the present Earls Farm in Earls Court Road. 
Evidence of Medieval cultivation lies within the study area at the base of 
Southmill Hill (AM001), where well-preserved strip lynchets exist, although 
most of Amesbury’s field systems and lynchets lie beyond the scope of this 
report. 

5.5.8. Two mills are known within the study area. South Mill (AM074) is known to 
have existed, under various names, from at least 1311, and possibly earlier, 
while West Mill (AM085) was known as Town Mill in 1593. West Mill, formerly 
part of the priory, was converted into a tannery between 1698 and 1714. 

5.5.9. Two bridges are known, in addition to the main north and west crossing points 
of the River Avon. Grey Bridge (AM086) was located at the north-east corner of 
the priory precinct, and was known as such in 1540. Broad Bridge (AM087) lay 
at the south end of Frog Lane (now Flower Lane), and was so named in c.1566. 

5.6. Post Medieval (Fig. 8) 

5.6.1. Post-Medieval horizons have been recorded during most of the archaeological 
investigations undertaken in the historic core area of the town, with pottery of 
the period also recovered from New Covert (AM006) and within the grounds of 
Amesbury Abbey (AM021). The mansion house known as Amesbury Abbey 
(AM067) was constructed between 1595 and 1601, and rebuilt in 1834 – 1840. 
The precincts of the house were apparently the same as those of the priory, 
except that the south-eastern boundary was set back further from the High 
Street. Watermeadows are recorded north and east of the abbey grounds 
(AM018), and also to the south of the town (AM019, RCHME 1995). 

5.6.2. Some of the infrastructure of the town dates to this period, with West Bridge 
(AM084) (actually two bridges) of late 16th or early 17th century date, and 
Queensberry Bridge (which replaced West Bridge) (AM032) dating to 1775. 
The road known as Coldharbour (AM075) is first referred to in 1660, although 
the name, and the road’s proximity to the town centre, may imply an earlier 
origin. The large fire of 1751, which destroyed thirty-three houses in High 
Street, will have meant extensive redevelopment, although the exact area of 
the fire is unknown.  

5.6.3. Amesbury, during the 17th century, was the home of a high quality clay pipe 
industry, whose wares were highly regarded throughout the country. The 
industry appears to have been fairly closely confined to the 17th century, and 
the exact location of the manufactory is unknown, although a site has been 
postulated in the vicinity of Comilla House, on the north-west side of the east 
end of High Street (AM088, Chandler & Goodhugh 1989). 
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5.7. Undated (Fig. 8) 

5.7.1. None of the investigated archaeological sites within the town are undated; the 
only event to generate undated finds is the evaluation within the grounds of 
Amesbury Abbey (AM020, Wessex Archaeology 1996), which produced 
unstratified finds of most periods, but no conclusive dating for the probable 
post-Medieval features recorded. 

5.8. Built Heritage 

5.8.1. This section of the report is intended to provide an introduction to the surviving 
built heritage of Amesbury, and as such is not designed to be a comprehensive 
account of the town’s notable structures, but is a selection of the salient 
architectural features and buildings within the Study Area, including, if present, 
significant unlisted structures. This data has been compiled by Wiltshire 
Buildings Record.  

5.8.2. Detailed lists of historic buildings and architectural detail are included as 
Appendices 3, 4 & 5. Although individual Grade II listed buildings may be 
(where relevant) discussed in this section, they are not included as a 
comprehensive list in the Appendices, due to the very large quantities of 
additional data this would involve. Researchers seeking information on Grade II 
structures are directed to the appropriate Governmental lists of protected 
buildings. 

5.8.3. Early building in Amesbury is in limestone and flint. This is found in the 12th 
century parish church of St Mary and St Melor. The George Hotel, High Street 
is the sole example of a 16th century timber framed house, altered in the 17th 
and 18th centuries. The only other 16th century building is 59 Salisbury Street. 
Pear Tree Cottage, Church Street dates from the 17th century and is in rubble 
limestone, with a later brick facing. Kent House and Diana’s House, Countess 
Road (grade II*) are eclectic 17th century lodges to Amesbury Abbey built in flint 
with stone dressings, with a stone slate ogee roof, which complement the grade 
II* gate piers to Lord’s Walk. Only three examples of 17th century timber framing 
are noted, these are: Countess Farmhouse where the framing has largely been 
replaced, Limetree Cottage and 16 Salisbury Road. All these have clasped 
purlins, typically found at that time. A total of eight 17th century buildings are 
noted. 

5.8.4. Many of the high quality buildings dating from the 18th century are in limestone 
ashlar, some of it Chilmark. These are mostly in the Abbey grounds, where 
there are also five 18th century grade II* listed garden structures, in limestone, 
with flint used to decorative effect (Chinese Temple, Gays Cave and Diamond, 
the Baluster Bridge and gates, and the gates to Lords Walk).  

5.8.5. A good ashlar limestone work in the town is Queensberry Bridge (1775) 
amongst others. Camelot House, Countess Road is of Flemish bond brick and 
dates from the late 18th century; its earlier 18th century rear wing is in Chilmark 
limestone and flint chequers. The estate boundary wall is in flint and stone. The 
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Old Grammar School, High Street (late 18th century) hides chalkstone and brick 
under roughcast and paint. Late 18th or early 19th century banded chalkstone 
and brick can be seen at The Greyhound Tavern, Smithfield Street. The timber 
framed and weatherboarded barn and granaries at Countess Farm are 18th 
century. 

5.8.6. The mansion house known as Amesbury Abbey was based on an earlier 
house on the site built in c.1600. The Abbey was started 1834-1840 by Thomas 
Hopper for Sir Edmund Antrobus in an ‘eclectic’ style. It is of Chilmark 
limestone ashlar. Buildings in the town of 18th and 19th century date tend to be 
in painted (The Kings Arms, Church Street), or rendered brick (Antrobus Arms, 
Fairholme, 21 Church Street) with Welsh slate roofs. There is an example of 
picturesque architecture at Yew Cottage, Earls Court Road (c1840) with 
rendered flint and thatch. Flint and stone chequerwork exists at Flintstones, 
Davaar and Vine Cottage, Flower Lane, dating to the early 19th century. These 
also retain original iron casements. 

5.8.7. Of interest are the experimental smallholders dwellings in Holders Road, 
dating from 1919-20, for the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. These were 
carried out in a variety of local materials including cob, flint, chalk ‘concrete’ and 
brick using new methods. 

6. PLAN FORM ANALYSIS 

6.1. Introduction 

6.1.1. The town has been divided into components, each representing blocks of 
activity, and sub-divided by period. Amesbury, in common with all existing 
Wiltshire towns, has no foundation in the prehistoric or Romano-British periods, 
although extensive archaeological remains belonging to these periods are 
present within the periphery of the study area. Historical sources indicate the 
existence of a mid-Saxon settlement, based upon a royal estate and possibly 
with a minster church, by the time of the founding of the abbey in c. 979. There 
is some archaeological evidence to support the existence of a later Saxon 
settlement, but insufficient to clearly define its extent, therefore an area of 
possible extent has been highlighted in the appropriate figure. Otherwise, the 
town has been divided into different plan components (settlement areas, 
church, market place, etc.) for each relevant period, and these are illustrated in 
the stated figures. 

6.1.2 Table 2: Plan form components 

COMPONENT PERIOD COMPONENT TYPE FIGURE No. 

1 Early to Mid Saxon Cemetery 9 

2 Mid to late Saxon Possible Minster Church 9 

3 Late Saxon Abbey 9 

4 Late Saxon Royal Enclosure 9 

5 Late  Saxon Settlement Area 9 

6 Late Saxon Road 9 
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7 Medieval Priory 10 

8 Medieval Parish Church 10 

9 Medieval Planned settlement area 10 

10 Medieval Unplanned settlement 10 

11 Medieval Market area 10 

12 Medieval Planned Farmsteads 10 

13 Medieval Infrastructure 10 

 

6.2. Plan Form – Saxon (Fig. 9).  

6.2.1. COM1 – Early to Mid Saxon Cemetery. Evidence for early to mid Saxon 
activity is present in the burials observed during groundworks in c.1835 (Par. 
5.4.1). These are remote from the known later Saxon ecclesiastical site of the 
abbey and possible minster church. It is likely that the cemetery was focussed 
on an earlier funerary monument such as a (now lost) barrow, as is known from 
other sites in England (Meaney 1964, O’Brien 1999). A local parallel is the 
extensively investigated site at Winterbourne Gunner, where burials dating from 
the 5th to 7th centuries are focussed on a Bronze Age barrow cemetery (AC 
Archaeology, in preparation). The extent of the cemetery remains unknown - an 
area of potential has been highlighted on Fig. 9.  

6.2.2. COM2 – Possible Minster Church. There is evidence, in the form of Saxon 
cross fragments (Par. 5.4.2), to suggest that a church existed in Amesbury prior 
to the foundation of the abbey in the 10th century. Given the settlement’s role as 
the local central place and estate administrative centre it is likely that this would 
have been a minster serving the dispersed small communities within the 
hinterland. Minsters provided an economic stimulus via the organic growth of 
trade and commerce, were the focus of activity such as church councils and 
judicial meetings, and as the sites of shrines attracted numerous pilgrims 
(Campbell 1979). They were often sited on prominent places or in proximity to 
watercourses (Blair 1992, Hase 1994) – as is the present St. Mary & St. 
Melore’s. It is therefore possible that the first church at Amesbury arose in 
conjunction with the royal estate centre and may date to the period of 
establishment of Christianity within the West Saxon kingdom in the late 7th/early 
8th centuries (Hall 2000). Although the exact site of this component is unknown, 
the recovery of the 10th century cross shaft fragments from the parish 
churchyard indicate the continued use of this site from an early time. 

6.2.3. COM3 – Abbey. Documentary sources record the founding of an abbey in 
c.979 (Par. 4.2), and note that it was not a rich establishment. Although the 
archaeological evidence is slight, a possible location for this component can be 
postulated. It is probable that the relatively modest Saxon abbey would have 
had a less extensive precinct than the later, prestigious Norman establishment 
and it is therefore shown occupying a sub-rectangular precinct partially based 
upon existing property boundaries, and super-imposed upon the earlier 
possible minster church site, now occupied by the parish church. It is possible 
that the ornate Saxon cross fragments found in the churchyard – of c.10th 
century date – relate to the foundation of the abbey.  It is thought (Chandler & 
Goodhugh 1989) that the Norman abbey/priory occupied a new site in the 
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vicinity of the present Amesbury Abbey house (see below). Further research is 
required to determine the validity of these ideas. 

6.2.4.  COM4 - Possible Royal Enclosure. The conjectured area of the royal 
enclosure shown in Fig. 9 is partially based upon the alignment and position of 
the large, possibly Saxon ditch recorded to the rear of the Antrobus Arms (Par. 
5.4.1). It may describe a sub-circular or D-shaped plan which has been noted 
with other royal or manorial enclosures of this period (Hinton 1990, Reynolds 
1999). Reynolds has demonstrated that within a royal vill such as Amesbury the 
royal seat and minster church may both have occupied their own enclosures, 
that of the royal seat possibly comprising a substantial bank and ditch. There 
are several parallels for such a settlement layout, of which relatively local 
examples examined by Reynolds include Trowbridge, Wiltshire (Graham & 
Davies 1993) and Faccombe Netherton, Hampshire (Fairbrother 1990). The 
area depicted is conjectural, and targetted research is required to determine the 
nature of the remains. 

6.2.5. COM5 – Later Saxon Settlement. Haslam (1984) has shown that in Saxon 
royal estate centres such as Wilton, Chippenham and Calne, the ecclesiastical 
and administrative components lay adjacent to one another, acting as the focus 
for the area of domestic settlement. It is thought that the same may apply at 
Amesbury. Although no Saxon settlement remains have yet been encountered, 
the topography of the area makes it most probable that the domestic settlement 
lay to the north-east of the abbey precinct (COM3) and postulated royal 
enclosure (COM4). The River Avon and its floodplain would make settlement 
impractical to the west of these two components. The extent of the main area of 
settlement is speculative, but may be assumed to lie either side of the probable 
early road (COM6).  

6.2.6. COM6 – Road. It is possible that the present High Street and Church Street 
mark the course of an ancient, generally east-west aligned route through the 
area, which was respected by the later Norman abbey precinct. However, this 
could only be proven by the discovery of Saxon street frontage sites within the 
settlement area, which is unlikely given the built-up nature of most of this part of 
the town. A second possibility is that it was the Norman abbey precinct which 
defined the position of the road and not vice versa. 

6.3. Plan Form – Medieval (Fig. 10).  

6.3.1. COM7 – Abbey/Priory. The Saxon abbey (COM3) continued in existence 
after the Conquest, and appears to have remained relatively poorly-endowed. 
However, in 1177 the abbey was suppressed by Henry II and refounded as a 
priory of Fontrevault. Documentary evidence (Par. 4.4) relates that this action 
was accompanied by a massive rebuilding programme and the establishment 
of a much larger abbey precinct in keeping with the status of the new priory. 
The archaeological evidence (Par. 5.5.2) suggests that this new foundation was 
constructed on the site now occupied by Amesbury Abbey house. 
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6.3.2. The refounding of the abbey in 1177 included a much more extensive precinct 
marked by a stone wall along the south-east and east sides, with the main 
entrance in the centre of the south-eastern wall in what is now High Street 
(Crowley 1995). Much of the Medieval precinct boundary is fossilised within the 
present property boundary of the former mansion house (now a nursing home). 
No above-ground remains survive of either the earlier abbey or the priory.  

6.3.3. COM8 – Parish Church. The earliest discernible architectural elements of the 
church of Ss. Mary & Melore are of 12th century date. The nave is basically 
Norman, although somewhat altered, and blocked doorways and other features 
attest to a large, substantial building at this time. The church was successively 
added to and reworked over the centuries, with 13th century transepts and 
tower and a 14th century chancel. The whole is constructed in flint (Pevsner 
1975). There is some suggestion, explored by Chandler & Goodhugh (1989) 
that the parish church may once have been a church of the abbey. 

6.3.4. COM9 – Earlier Medieval Organic Settlement. It is known that soon after the 
foundation of the priory (COM7) High Street became a built-up area (Crowley 
1995), and it is likely that this indicated an organic expansion of the old Saxon 
settlement area (COM5). This growth was probably a reaction to the new 
trading opportunities presented by the presence of a much wealthier religious 
house. Archaeologists have yet to determine the validity of this theory, although 
it seems that the later Market Place (COM10) and possible burgages (COM11) 
abut a pre-existing built-up area. The present topography of the High Street is a 
mixture of post-Medieval styles typical of a small country market town. All 
premises – from the 16th/17th century George Inn to the numerous 19th century 
shop units were built primarily with commerce in mind, although many have 
residential accommodation above the ground floor shop units (Wiltshire 
Buildings Record, archive material). 

6.3.5. COM10 – Market Place. Documentary evidence shows that a market has 
existed in Amesbury since at least the 13th century (Par. 4.7), and the 
topography of the area around the present Salisbury Street has suggested to 
archaeologists the extent of the formal market place laid out in the early 13th 
century (Par. 5.5.4). Encroachment has radically reduced the former market 
area to little more than a wide commercial street, and it is apparent that this 
process started fairly early with the development in the late Medieval period of 
Frog Lane (now Flower Lane) into the market area (Crowley 1995) and 
successive developments thereafter culminating in the construction of Butcher 
Row in the mid 19th century. This process can be seen to parallel the slow 
decline of Amesbury as a market centre.  

6.3.6. COM11 - Possible Planned Settlement Area. It is likely that the setting-out of 
the market place was accompanied by the speculative development of 
burgages. These are evident from the earlier 13th century, and cartographic 
evidence – such as the Flitcroft Estate Map of 1726 - shows some of their likely 
locations. The characteristic long, narrow plots are most evident on the north-
east side of Salisbury Street, where a discrete block could be discerned. 
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Unfortunately, modern developments have completely disrupted the historic 
topography in this area. To the south-west of Salisbury Street the 1726 map 
shows that any regular property boundaries have already gone – but it should 
be remembered that Amesbury’s market had declined by the 1720s, with a 
consequent reduction in burgesses. Examination of other Wiltshire towns with 
Medieval planned settlement show no example where burgages only occupied 
one side of the market, indeed the market was intended as the focus for 
settlement and trade. It is probable that the south-eastern base of the triangular 
market place was also a focus for burgage activity. As with many aspects of the 
town’s development, further research is required to establish the true extent of 
this activity. 

6.3.7. Planned market town developments and extensions were common in England 
and Wales in the 12th and 13th centuries, part of a widespread urge to generate 
increased trade, and to create revenues through market and burgage tolls 
(Butler 1976). Given the presence of a prestigious religious house in the town it 
is probable that this venture was sponsored by the priory. 

6.3.8. COM12 – Possible Planned Farmsteads. There is some documentary 
evidence (Chandler & Goodhugh 1989, Crowley 1995) for the presence of 
planned farmsteads along Baker’s Lane and Southmill Lane, the two streets 
forming extensions of the market place sides. Although the precise location of 
these farmsteads is unknown, it is unlikely that they extended much further than 
the areas highlighted on Fig. 10. It is possible that the present Earls Farm lies 
upon the site of the Medieval demesne farm complex. The two streets 
extending away from the market place – alongside which the farmsteads may 
have been constructed -could have been laid out in such a way as to funnel 
through traffic into the new urban centre, from Salisbury in the south (Southmill 
Lane) and from the Winterbourne valley to the south-east (Baker’s Lane). As 
such they may be argued, along with the farmsteads, to be a continuation of the 
planned urban element of the town. 

6.3.9.  COM13 – Roads. The extent of the main Medieval roads within the core of 
the town are outlined in Fig. 10, although historical records mention other 
streets whose locations are now unknown. It is probable that Baker’s Lane 
superseded Back Lane at this time, as the latter would have drawn traffic away 
from the new planned market place. Back Lane itself was made redundant by 
the construction of the spine road called The Centre in the later 20th century. 

7. ASSESSMENT 

7.1. Summary of Research 

7.1.1. Within the historic core area of Amesbury, recent research has for the first 
time identified the presence of in situ prehistoric archaeological remains, albeit 
within a small sample area. This raises the possibility that further prehistoric 
remains may survive elsewhere beneath the town. Historical sources have 
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indicated the possible presence of a sub-Roman defended settlement, and the 
known presence of a mid to later Saxon settlement. Fragmentary 
archaeological evidence exists for these, with records of probable Saxon 
burials at the east end of High Street and a possible burh or royal enclosure 
ditch at the west end. These features may, in the broadest sense, mark the 
potential extent of early and middle Saxon activity. By the Medieval period, 
historical sources show that a small town had developed, centred on High 
Street and the market place, possibly with evidence for an element of urban 
planning. Both the later Saxon and Medieval settlements had prospered 
because of the presence of a religious house just outside the town. The 
documentary evidence indicates that the refounding of this apparently 
‘mediocre’ establishment as a priory in 1177 greatly increased Amesbury’s 
prosperity, although it should be stressed that overall there is little 
archaeological evidence for these developments, largely because of the lack of 
significant, controlled area excavations within the core town.  

7.1.2. Away from the historic core of Amesbury, archaeology has revealed much 
about the prehistoric and Romano-British phases of activity. Prehistoric 
remains, mostly funerary, are concentrated on the high ground to the east of 
the core town, with recent and ongoing expansion in this area continuing to 
reveal more sites. Romano-British activity is similarly concentrated away from 
the core town, with extensive settlement evidence recorded within the south-
eastern corner of the study area. 

7.1.3. Amesbury entered a period of stasis and then slow decline as the post-
Medieval period progressed, losing its priory in the Dissolution and, 
documentary records reveal, gradually losing farmsteads, industrial enterprises, 
businesses and the opportunities provided by travellers and through traffic. The 
town expanded and prospered once more with the arrival of the railway and the 
adoption, in the early part of this century, of the main east-west route through 
the town for the A303 trunk road. Although the railway is now closed, the 
expansion continues with the 20th century’s continuing demand for housing, and 
the extensive development of housing and light industrial units. 

7.2. The Growth of the Town (Fig. 11). 

7.2.1. Saxon 
7.2.1.1. The principal focus of the first Saxon settlement must have been strategic. 

The natural barrier afforded by the broad meander of the River Avon, which 
flanks the historic core area of the town on three sides; the proximity to 
supplies of fresh water and fish; and the ability to control the river crossings of 
the major east-west route through the area, must all have been factors in the 
siting of the early settlement. 

7.2.1.2. The settlement developed as a royal estate, and as such the focus of activity 
would have been around the building or complex from which administrative 
matters, tax collection and legal issues would have been dealt with. It is likely 
that such a royal estate centre would have been joined by a minster church, 
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which may have been the site adopted by the abbey, founded c. 979. The 
abbey does not appear to have dominated the settlement, and indeed, was 
ranked as one of the poorest nunneries in the country. 

7.2.2. Medieval 
7.2.2.1. The religious house in Amesbury grew in importance and prosperity 

following its refounding as a Fontrevault priory in 1177, with subsequent royal 
patronage. At this time, the area adjacent to the priory became a substantial 
focus of settlement, with High Street developing as a built up area along the 
south-east precinct boundary, which itself may have respected the north-west 
side of the well-established east-west trading route. Amesbury in the period 
after the Conquest may have been of ambiguous status -‘something between 
a village and a town’ (Chandler & Goodhugh 1989), but by the early 13th 
century it had formed into a small market town, with additional income 
generated by the lodging in the town of pilgrims to the cult of St. Melore, 
based at the priory (formerly the abbey) church. 

7.2.2.2. The market was laid out in the form of a long, narrow triangle, with possible 
evidence for Medieval planning in the two streets laid out as extensions of the 
north and south sides of the market place, where farmsteads may have been 
established. The growth of the town centre within the Medieval period is 
indicated by the first appearance within the historical record of new roads 
such as Carpenter Street, Pauncet Street and Frog Lane in the 14th and 15th 
centuries. By this stage, the town had effectively reached its limits of 
expansion in three directions; defined to the north and north-west by the 
priory precinct; to the west by the River Avon; and to the south by the flood 
plain of the Avon. 

7.2.3. Post Medieval 
7.2.3.1. Amesbury’s prosperity may have suffered a blow in the 16th century with the 

dissolution of the priory in 1541-2, although the town remained busy, with no 
decrease in population and with ‘many cottages’ recorded in 1635. Between 
1595 and 1601, a mansion house was constructed upon the site of the priory 
and lodges constructed around the perimeter. A nationally renowned clay pipe 
industry is known by 1600, although this appears closely confined to the 17th 
century. The town was fortunate not to suffer in the Civil War, and by the early 
part of the 18th century housing had encroached upon the wide expanse of 
the market place. 

7.2.3.2. After the mid 18th century, there is some evidence for stagnation and gradual 
decline. The great fire of 1751 destroyed some 22 houses in High Street, and 
at around the same time the number of farmsteads is known to have 
decreased, although during the 18th and early 19th centuries infill development 
reduced the remaining area of former open market place to its present size.  

7.2.4. Recent 
7.2.4.1. By the end of the 19th century, Amesbury had lost its malthouses and lime 

kiln, and most of its through traffic. The situation turned in the early 20th 
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century, with the arrival of the large military camps, and the development of a 
railway station and sidings south of London Road. These developments 
together with an increase in road traffic stimulated growth. Infill development 
continued in the eastern part of the town and the area along London Road to 
the railway station became built up. In the 1920s and 1930s, houses were 
built at Ratfyn, Parsonage Lane, and notably at Holders Road, where new 
methods of construction were tested. These remained the limits of expansion 
prior to the post-1945 housing boom.   

7.3. The Archaeological Potential  

7.3.1. One of the principal aims of this phase of the Extensive Urban Survey is to 
examine the archaeological potential of the town to assist with the development 
of a management strategy in the later phase of the project. Whilst all of the core 
town may be considered important archaeologically, it is necessary to try to 
highlight those areas of greater interest, either because of the importance of the 
remains or because better than average preservation is expected there. 

7.3.2. Amesbury lies partially within the Stonehenge World Heritage Site, an area 
extremely rich in prehistoric archaeological remains. Several sites and 
monuments of the period are recorded within the outer part of the study area, 
away from the historic core of the town, and it is likely that continuing 
development along the eastern edge of Amesbury will reveal more sites. The 
recent discovery of in situ prehistoric archaeology beneath the town centre 
raises the potential for further discoveries within the core area, especially where 
substantial soil deposits are likely to have accumulated, or in undisturbed areas 
to the rear of properties, within gardens. 

7.3.3. All the evidence for Romano-British activity lies away from the historic core 
area of the town, along the eastern edge of the study area. This trend suggests 
that new developments in this vicinity will reveal further evidence for the period, 
but that little potential for such remains exists beneath the historic core town. 

7.3.4. The presence of Saxon burials at the junction of London Road and Countess 
Road indicates the possible existence of a more extensive cemetery in this 
area. If, as recorded in c.1835, these are pagan Saxon graves (c.5th to 7th 
centuries), then they may well have been centred on an earlier funerary site 
such as a now destroyed barrow. Such cemeteries can be fairly extensive, as 
seen locally at Winterbourne Gunner (AC Archaeology, in preparation) and 
Petersfinger (Leeds & de Shortt 1953), and it is likely that the greater part of the 
burial ground at Amesbury remains undiscovered. Any future developments or 
intrusive groundworks in the area of the London Road/Countess Road junction 
may provide further evidence for this locally important cemetery.  

7.3.5. Early Saxon cemeteries are usually located close to their contemporary 
settlements, such as at Collingbourne Ducis (Pine 1999), where the site also 
lay, like Amesbury, within a valley bottom. Although there is no direct evidence 
for an early Saxon settlement at Amesbury, the cemetery attests its presence. It 
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is difficult to define an area of potential for such a nebulous site, although 
somewhere within a radius of up to 200m from the location of the known burials 
may be appropriate. 

7.3.6. There is a potential for future developments within the town centre to disturb 
remains relating to the later Saxon settlement. The area of potential can be 
defined by a study of the spatial relationships between church, royal palace and 
settlement areas within other Saxon Wiltshire towns such as Calne, 
Chippenham and Wilton (Haslam 1984). This would suggest that the royal 
administrative building (or buildings) - probably within its own bank-and-ditch 
enclosure - and the possible minster church may have lain in proximity, within a 
defined open area, with the settlement sited around the edge of the open area 
and alongside the approach roads leading to it. With regard to Amesbury, this 
suggests a zone of high potential within the areas to the east and north-east of 
the parish church (thought to be the probable site of the abbey church, and 
possibly based upon an earlier minster church). In particular, any future 
interventions within the general vicinity of the possible Saxon ditch recorded to 
the rear of the Antrobus Arms may prove rewarding.  

7.3.7. The area surrounding the parish church may hold evidence relating to a 
possible Saxon minster church, and the site of the early abbey buildings. 
Although the possibilities for development (and therefore archaeological 
intervention) in this area are limited, no opportunity for examination should be 
overlooked. The present mansion house of Amesbury Abbey, now used as a 
nursing home, lies on the site of the Medieval priory. Geophysical survey of the 
immediately adjoining lawns may help to define the extent and character of the 
priory buildings, while limited trenching to modern archaeological standards 
may help to accurately date the site. 

7.3.8. The street plan of Medieval Amesbury is fairly well known, although the 
locations of two Medieval street names are now lost to us. Little, however, is 
known of the nature of the Medieval town, the density of occupation, or the 
plans of individual houses. The general size and location of the market place is 
known, but archaeological work could help to establish a closer date for its 
founding, and confirm the extent of its southern boundary. This at its north-west 
end is known to run along the rear property boundaries of the buildings fronting 
onto Salisbury Street, and at its south-east end to extend along Southmill Lane, 
but the central area is poorly-defined and the chronology of encroachment – 
especially the development in the Medieval period of Frog Lane - is largely 
unclear. It is probable that the market place was the central element of the 
Medieval planned expansion of the town, and as such it is likely to have been 
lined by new houses or building plots. Fieldwork within the town centre could 
help to clarify the extent of the planned development, and distinguish it from the 
presumed unplanned 12th century colonisation of High Street. Work in Southmill 
Lane and Earls Court Road could provide useful information about the location 
and character of the Medieval planned farmsteads recorded there, and 
specifically information on the demesne farm complex thought to be on the site 
of the present Earls Farm.  
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7.3.9. In general, the proposals of Haslam in 1976 for archaeological excavation in 
the areas around High Street and Salisbury Street remain both valid and largely 
unfulfilled. The few small archaeological interventions within the town centre 
since 1976 have not provided positive evidence for either the known or 
conjectured events in the development of Saxon and Medieval Amesbury.   
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10.  APPENDIX  

Appendix 1: Towns included in the Extensive Urban Survey of Wiltshire, with  
reference to urban criteria defined by Heighway (1972). 

 
   Town  Criteria 

1 
2 
3 
4 
 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
 

Amesbury 
Bradford-on-Avon 
Calne 
Chippenham 
 
Cricklade 
CUNETIO 
Devizes 
Downton 
DUROCORNOVIUM 
EASTON GREY 
Great Bedwyn 
Heytesbury 
Highworth 
Hindon 
Lacock 
Ludgershall 
Malmesbury 
Market Lavington 
Marlborough 
Melksham 
Mere 
Ramsbury 
Salisbury 
 
Sherston 
SORVIODUNUM 
Swindon 
Tilshead 
Tisbury 
Trowbridge 
Warminster 
Westbury 
Wilton 
Wootton Bassett 
VERLUCIO 

ii, iii, xi, xi 
iii,vi  viii, xi 
ii, iii, ix 
i, iii, iv, viii, ix, x, xii 
i, ii, v, xii 
i, ii, vi 
i, ii, iii,. v 
ii, iii, v, ix, xi 
i,, ii vi 
i, vi 
iii, iv, v, ix 
ii, iii, ix 
ii, iv 
ii, vi, ix 
ii, iii, xi 
v 
i, iii, iv, xi 
iii, ix 
ii, iii, iv, xi 
ii, iii, viii 
ii, iii, xii 
iii, viii, xi 
i, ii, iii, v, vi, vii, viii, 
ix, x, xi,  
ii, iii, ix 
i, vi 
iii, viii 
iii, v 
i, vi, xi 
ii, iii, viii 
ii, iii, iv, vii  
iii, viii 
i, iv, v, vi, vii,  
ii, iii, v, ix, xi 
ii, vi 
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Appendix 2: Urban Criteria set out in Heighway (1972)  
 
i) Urban Defences: A town, at some time in its history, might have a wall, or 

bank and ditch with wooden defences. 
ii) Internal Street plan: A town may be planned at any moment in its history; part 

of its street pattern may display evidence of deliberate planning, such as a 
grid lay-out. A street plan with provision for a market place will also distinguish 
a town. 

iii) Market: Perhaps the only indispensable criterion, although a market alone 
does not distinguish a town. The date of a market charter is usually taken in 
this study as indicating the date by which the place had become a town. 

iv) Mint: The existence of a mint often denotes a town. 
v) Legal existence: This aspect of the town was one of the first to be studied and 

formed the basis of most of the early studies of towns. It has long been 
evident that legal history, once a favoured method of study, does not provide 
the only clue to urban origins, in which economic causes play an important 
part. However, the date of a borough charter or the dates of taxation at 
borough rates or of the town’s parliamentary franchise may provide a date 
from which the place may be called a town. 

vi) Position: A town may have a central position in a network of communications 
and this can be a clue to its importance. This can be a difficult criterion to 
assess as it involves knowledge of the age of the road system in relation to 
the town itself, the past navigability of rivers, and other related problems. 

vii) Population: A town will often have or have had a high density and size of 
population compared with surrounding places. 

viii) Diversified economic base: Archaeological or documentary evidence might 
suggest a diversified economic base, particularly a concentration of various 
crafts in one area, and evidence of long distance trade. For earlier periods, 
only archaeological evidence can determine this; it is a reflection on the state 
of urban archaeology that so little is known of this aspect. 

ix) House plot and house type: The town-plan may show long, narrow ‘burgage-
type’ plots; surviving houses will be urban rather than rural in form. 

x) Social differentiation: A town should contain a wide range of social classes 
and especially possess a middle class. House types, demonstrated in the 
earlier periods by archaeology, again form part of the evidence. 

xi) The presence of a complex religious organisation may also denote a town; i.e. 
the possession of more than one parish church or the existence of other 
institutions, especially monastic. 

xii) Judicial centre: A town may be a centre for courts of national or local status. 
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Appendix 3: Listed Buildings by Schedule Category 
 
Grade I 
Amesbury Abbey (1834-1840) 
Church of St Mary and St Melor (from C12) 
 
Grade II* 
Chinese Temple, Amesbury Abbey (1772) 
Gay’s Cave and Diamond, Amesbury Abbey (late C18) 
Baluster Bridge and gate piers, Amesbury Abbey (1775) 
Gate piers and gates to Amesbury Abbey (mid) 
Kent House, 3 Countess Road (1607 & 1733) 
Gate piers to Lord’s Walk, Amesbury Abbey (mid C17) 
Diana’s House, Countess Road (1600) 
 
Appendix 4: Buildings Survival By Century 
 
12th Century 
Church of St Mary and St Melor  
 
16th Century 
George Hotel, High Street (c1560) 
59 Salisbury Street (C16 or early C17) 
 
17th Century 
3, 5 & 7 High Street 
Diana’s House, Countess Road (1600) 
Kent House, Countess Road (1607 & 1733) 
16 Salisbury Road (early) 
Countess Farmhouse, Countess Road (early-mid) 
Limetree Cottage, Flower Lane (early–mid) 
The New Inn, High Street 
Pear Tree Cottage, Church Street (early C19 and C17) 
 
18th Century 
Ornamental Vase, Amesbury Abbey  
Weir Bridge, Amesbury Abbey 
Estate Boundary wall 
Grey Bridge, Countess Road 
South Mill Cottage, South Mill Road  
The Red House, Salisbury Road (c1700) 
Brambles, Smithfield Street (early) 
Comilla House, Countess Road (early-mid, late) 
The Kings Arms, Church Street (mid) 
Salisbury Street (1750-1800) 
Gate piers and gates to Amesbury Abbey (mid) 
Toll Cottage 43, Countess Road (1762) 
South Mill, South Mill Road (c1770) 
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Chinese Temple, Amesbury Abbey (1772) 
Stables and barn, large granary, Countess Farm, Countess Road (1772) 
Little Thatch, Stonehenge Road (after 1773) 
Baluster Bridge and gate piers, Amesbury Abbey (1775) 
Queensberry Bridge, Church Street (1775) AM 28942 
Gay’s Cave and Diamond, Amesbury Abbey (late) 
Large barn, Small granary at Countess Farm, Countess Road (late) 
Old Grammar School 32 High Street (late) 
Antrobus Arms, Church Street (and early C19) 
The Greyhound Tavern, Smithfield Street (C18 or earlier C19) 
 
19th Century 
Flintstones, Davaar, Vine Cottage, Flower Lane (early) 
South Mill House, South Mill Road (early) 
Amesbury Abbey (1834-1840) 
Yew Cottage, Earls Court Road (c1840) 
Fairlawn Hotel 42 High Street (1840-50) 
Fairholme 21 Church Street (1868) 
9 –13 (odds), High Street 
 
20th Century 
The Bell Inn, Salisbury Street (1908) 
21, 24, 26, 29 & 31, 39 & 41, 42, 60, 124, Holders Road (1919-20) 
39 Antrobus House, Front walls and piers, Salisbury Road (1924-25) 
 
 
A significant group of buildings in Countess Road, including Diana’s House, a grade 
II* house of 1600 are not included on the map. Also a number of experimental 
smallholders’ dwellings in Holders Road, dating from the early C20. 
 
 
 


