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Gloucester and District Archaeological Research
Group was established in 1967. Currently it has a
membership of some 150 independant amateur and
full time archaeologists and local historians.
Archaeological and historical evidence is investigated
through the study of aerial photographs and
documentary research and by undertaking activities,
such as field-walking, resistivity, landscape and
standing building surveys. For many years Group
members have supported local excavations,
particularly at Frocester. Sometimes GADARG is
asked to undertake archaeological evaluations and
watching briefs. Members are also encouraged to
conduct their own projects, for which help is often
needed. If local history is your interest, the Group can
offer support to get you started, as well as provide
contacts in Gloucester archives, where GADARG
volunteers often help with archive projects. Other
activities include setting up information displays at
relevant public events.
In the winter months there are meetings in both
Gloucester and Cheltenham on a wide range of
archaeological and local history topics. These provide
new and old members alike with the opportunity to
learn more about the past. Visitors are always
welcome at these meetings, especially since we are an
educational charity. In the summer there is a
programme of visits to sites of historical and
archaeological importance. GADARG also produces
a free quarterly newsletter to publicise its activities,
both practical and social, and to keep members up to
date with things that are happening in the local
heritage scene.
The group's journal Glevensis is published annually
in the Spring and is issued free to all members except
associates. Authors wishing to submit articles for the
next issue should contact the editor Diane
Charlesworth, tel: 01452 790628, or should send an
Email to diane.charlesworthl@btinternet.com. Her
postal address is: 2 Bovone Cottages, Barbers Bridge,
Rudford, Gloucester, GL2 8DX. The deadline for
submissions each year is October 31st.

email: post@gadarg.org.uk

Copies of past issues that are still available may be
obtained from the Group's Hon Treasurer (details
below) at prices ranging from £3.00 (plus postage) for
the current issue to £1.00 (plus postage) for less
recent ones. A full index for Glevensis issues 1-35
and the contents pages of the whole run are viewable
on the GADARG website.
The 'Frocester Report' four-monograph series details
the results of 47 years of the continuous and rigorous
excavation of the prehistoric, Roman and PostRoman site at Frocester. Here the longest running
excavation in Britain has, for the last 25 years, been
under the leadership of the Group's former president
Eddie Price, MBE, JP, FSA. The third volume of the
report is now nearing completion and the fourth, on
Frocester:- The Village, has recently been published.
This brought together nearly 50 years of Eddie's
fieldwork and documentary research into the
development and landscape of the present village. A
few copies of the two volume set of monographs 1
and 2 are still available at £40 (plus postage and
packing). Volume 4 is £25. For these please contact
the director Eddie Price, Frocester Court, Frocester,
Stonehouse, Glos. GL10 3TN. Alternatively an order
form can be downloaded from the GADARG website.
Membership of the group is open to all with an
interest in archaeology or local history: ordinary: £12,
associate (of an ordinary member): £3.00, student
(under 21): £3.00. Payable on March 1st each year,
except for those joining in the preceeding three
months. Cheques should be made payable to
GADARG and sent to the Hon. Treasurer, Angela
Newcombe, 2 Warren Close, Churchdown,
Gloucester, GL3 1JP. tel: 01452 859308.
For more information on the Gloucester and District
Archaeological Research Group please visit the
website.
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EDITORIAL

Welcome to the 41st volume of Glevensis. In this
issue we have a most interesting spread of articles,
from both non-members and members, on
archaeological and historical subjects. We warmly
congratulate our past president, Eddie Price, on his
MBE and welcome the contribution from Alec
Jeakins writing for Glevensis for the first time. I
would like to encourage more of you to write up your
work and offer it for publication in this journal. If this
seems a little daunting, and for many of us it can be
very difficult to start, please either give me a call (or
send me an email) and we can discuss how you might
go about it. I will also be pleased to receive any call
to discuss potential articles for Glevensis and you will
find the guidance for contributors has been updated
and is on pages 76 and the backcover. Copies of
Glevensis go into libraries and other institutions and
will be read by non-members, so some further
information about the society has been included on
the inside of the front cover.

a letter, or an email to me, describing what
archaeological or local historical activity,
investigation or research you have been, or are,
involved with. For an example, see news section on
page 26 where I briefly describe some opportunistic
field-walking my husband and I did recently. We
know that members do get involved in various
projects, but most of us don't get to hear of them. This
would be a good way of keeping everyone informed
of pieces of work you are undertaking.
I would also like to hear your views on Glevensis.
What sort of articles would you like to see in it? Is
there a reasonable balance between longer and shorter
papers,
practical
and
theoretical
issues,
archaeological and historical subjects, and from both
professional units and members? Should anything be
excluded or is anything missing? Please do get in
touch and let me know.
I hope you enjoy this volume.
Best wishes
Diane Charlesworth
diane.charlesworth1@btinternet.com
01452 790628

I wish to introduce a news section of members'
activities, but I need your help to do this. All that is
needed from you is a short paragraph, either as part of

HON. SECRETARY’S REPORT TO THE 2008 AGM
Martin Ecclestone

GADARG has come a long way since its inauguration
in March 1967, and we all owe a great debt to those
men and women who worked so enthusiastically to
build the reputation we inherit today. Archaeological
practice has also changed significantly in the last
forty years, mainly for the good, and there is a much
wider public interest, fostered by TV programmes and
specialist magazines. So as GADARG enters its
forties, its middle age, should we be asking, What do
we hope to achieve? In what ways do we need to
change?

approaching completion of the excavations at
Frocester. For many years our members have been
able to participate freely in this project, learning what
can only be learnt by practical experience and helpful
on the spot advice. In this we have been
extraordinarily fortunate, entirely due to Eddie Price,
our President, whose tenacity, hard work and good
will has made it possible.
Now it seems to me that every archaeological society,
particularly one with ‘Research’ in its title, and
publishing an annual journal, should be providing its
members with opportunities both to learn the basic
techniques of today’s archaeology, and to become
involved with suitable projects, or better still, to lead
new projects. When Frocester is no longer available,
there will be some training digs, notably

I ask these questions, not because of any imminent
crisis, but because it is better to consider them while
we are still a healthy organisation, rather than wait
until we are in trouble. There is also one specific
challenge that we cannot ignore, brought about by the
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Bournemouth University’s project at Wiggold near
Cirencester, but it has to be faced that taking part in
these can be expensive. If we were to engage in our
own excavations, we would have to find an
experienced director, a sufficiently interesting site, a
co-operative landowner, and a reliable group of
workers who would see it through from start to finish,
including publication. At present this is probably
unrealistic. It is better, I suggest, to carry out smaller
projects to identify interesting sites, based on
earthworks surveys, field-walking and geophysical
surveys, which can be as numerous as our members
are willing to propose and support. In the last eight
issues of Glevensis there have been reports on twelve
such projects, but every one was initiated and written
up by a Committee member; other members have
certainly helped with the fieldwork, but we would
really welcome new proposals from them.

informed about developments in Gloucester’s
complex Urban Regeneration Project. We are also
grateful for the County Archaeology Service’s
willingness to provide us with a meeting place in the
Shire Hall, and for the practical help that Tim Grubb
and Anna Morris give us.
The national scene has been much less encouraging,
though the White Paper published a year ago
proposed a sensible bringing together of the different
procedures for protecting archaeology and historic
buildings, with a statutory requirement to maintain
Historic Environment Records. A draft Heritage Bill
based on the White Paper is expected in April, though
there are doubts whether Local Authorities will have
sufficient resources to implement the new procedures.
Two other government-level decisions have been
strongly criticised by the archaeological community.
The first was the proposal to remove the Portable
Antiquities Scheme’s central unit, as an unnecessary
luxury, although the 37 Finds Liaison Officers in
England and Wales depend on it for specialist advice
and a database. It now appears that the British
Museum will act as the central unit, but with reduced
resources, and the Finds Liaison Officers - who were
highly praised in 2006 - could face an uncertain
future. The second blow was the decision to scrap the
project to improve the environment of Stonehenge,
which had been recommended by two public
enquiries and decades of planning. This would have
cost £510 million, which spread over its future
lifetime is a small price to pay for protecting what is
perhaps England’s most important ancient monument.
Our so-called Arts Minister, Margaret Hodge, glibly
said she would have killed it off years and years ago.
So much for British culture.

Your Committee is pleased to have two new members
- whom I trust you will elect - both of whom are well
below the existing average age! Diane Charlesworth
has only just retired from an academic post with the
Open University, and is currently working for a
Master’s degree in Archaeology at Leicester. We are
delighted that she is willing to take on the task of
editing Glevensis, and hope that members will reward
her with excellent contributions. Tony Roberts is a
retired RAF officer, who is working for a degree at
Bristol and is an enthusiastic digger at Frocester. It
may be invidious to pick out just one of our existing
Committee members, but I would particularly like to
thank Marta Cock for arranging the lecture
programme and the summer visits. This is by no
means an easy task, but I’m sure I’m speaking for
everyone when I say she has been very successful.
I also want to thank Jonathan Smith, manager of the
Gloucester City Council’s Historic Environment
Team, for keeping our Committee members well

Finally, I should record that the Group currently has
175 members, of whom 20 are Associates and 3 are
Junior. This is 11 fewer than a year ago, and continues
the decline from around 200 some years ago.
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EDDIE PRICE RECEIVES A WELL DESERVED HONOUR

Photograph courtesy of Stroud News & Journal.

In June 2008, during the final season of his
excavations in Great Stanborough at Frocester,
Eddie's contribution to local archaeology was
recognise by the award of an MBE in Her Majesty's
Birthday Honours List. The citation read : EDWARD
GODWIN PRICE JP FSA , Lately President,
Gloucester and District Archaeological Group, for
voluntary service to archaeology in Frocester.

presence of his friends and family. The event took
place at Frocester Cricket Club on Wednesday 26th
November. Under the headline 'Great-grandad get his
MBE' the Stroud News and Journal of 3rd December
noted that 37 friends and family attended.
We are grateful to the paper for the photograph above
that appeared with their well-written report. In
response to the Lord Lieutenant's address, Eddie
responded with a simple thank you and he generously
said "this in a way, is a recognition of the work the dig
team has put in over the years" After suitable
congratulations the assembled party was treated to a
splendid tea provided by Eddie's wife Ruth and her
friends.

Rather than receiving his medal in London
accompanied by only a couple of guests, he elected to
be presented with the honour, on behalf of the Queen,
by Henry Elwes, the Lord Lieutenant of
Gloucestershire, in Eddie's home village in the
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EXCAVATIONS AT BOURTON PRIMARY SCHOOL AND THE COTSWOLD SCHOOL,
BOURTON-ON-THE-WATER
Alex T.O. Lang (Cotswold Archaeology)

Fig.1 Location of the excavations and other significant sites at Bourton (scale 1:25,000)
Introduction

undertaken at these sites by Gloucestershire County
Council Archaeological Service (GCCAS), which
have been reported on elsewhere1,2,3,4,5,6 (Fig. 2).

Development at two adjacent schools in Bourton-onthe-Water over the last decade or so has led to a
number of important discoveries with regard to
prehistoric, Roman and Saxon settlement of the area.
This article outlines the results of excavations
undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology (CA; formerly
Cotswold Archaeological Trust) between 1998 and
2002 at Bourton Primary School (centred on NGR SP
1665 2099) and the Cotswold School (NGR SP 1670
2125; Fig. 1). It briefly discusses their significance in
relation to other, more significant investigations

Previous work in and around Bourton-on-the-Water
has revealed strong evidence of settlement or
occupation from the Neolithic onwards. The school
sites lie between two principal areas of past
investigations in the village (Fig. 1). Approximately
400m to the east lies Salmonsbury Camp, where
excavation in the 1930s7 and modern surveys8,9,10,11
have revealed evidence for multiple periods of
activity. In addition to the substantial Late Iron Age
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Fig. 2 Location of the excavation trenches at the schools (1:2500)
Excavation results

earthwork enclosure, evidence has been recorded for
a possible Neolithic enclosure, Iron Age settlement,
Roman occupation and Saxon burials. Some 600m to
the west is Bourton Bridge, where the Fosse Way
crosses the River Windrush. This was the site a
possible Roman mutatio or mansio (posting house)
excavated by Helen O’Neil12 which appears to have
been part of a Roman roadside settlement, that
developed from the 1st century AD onwards13,14.
More recent excavation has shown the settlement
extended eastwards into the Lansdown area of
Bourton, with particularly high levels of activity
dating from the 4th century AD15,16,17. There is also
further evidence of Saxon activity around Bourton,
with a number of burials and a sunken-featured
building excavated by the Fosse Way close to
Slaughter Bridge18,19.

Excavation was carried out by CA within three
distinct areas (Fig. 2). At the Primary School (Area
A), the excavation of a single trench (20m by 11m)
was directed by Alistair Barber in 1998 ahead of the
construction of new classrooms21,22. To the south of
the Cotswold School (Area B), the excavation of two
trenches (Trench 1, 20m by 12m; Trench 2, 12.5m by
7.5m) was directed by Laurent Coleman in 1998,
again prior to the construction of new classrooms23,24.
To the north of the Cotswold School (Area C), the
excavation of a large area (approximately 0.2ha) was
directed by Alistair Barber in two phases during
2001–2 prior to the construction of a new swimming
pool, tennis courts and car park25,26.
Area A: Bourton Primary School (Fig. 3)
The CA excavation trench in Area A (Fig. 2) was
immediately north of excavations undertaken by
GCCAS in 199527; subsequent investigations were
carried out by GCCAS to the east in 200028 and
further to the south in 200329. Excavation exposed a

The school sites lie at c. 135m AOD, and to the north
of the village centre and the Windrush as it flows
eastwards towards the confluence with the River
Dickler. The geology of t area is mapped as alluvial
and terrace deposits overlying Lower Lias Clay20.
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Fig. 3 Area A: plan of features excavated in 1998 (1:150)
number of features dating to the Iron Age and Roman
periods.

In addition to the Iron Age pottery, a polished canine
tooth with a drilled hole through its centre was
retrieved (from posthole 1025). These are not
unknown in the Iron Age and are thought to have been
used as pendants, necklace pieces or toggles. Another
was recovered from the GCCAS 2003 excavations31.
Several pits yielded charred plant remains, including
grains of spelt and emmer wheat, as well as barley.
This is similar to assemblages recovered from
numerous Iron Age sites across the Thames Valley32,
although the quality of preservation was considerably
poorer. Grassland species were also recovered,
suggesting a relatively open landscape of cultivated
fields.

A total of 64 features of probable Iron Age date were
identified, 46 of which were recorded as postholes or
post-pits, the remainder as pits. Some of these were
truncated (and others possibly obliterated) by a
modern soakaway, drains and a gas pipe. A total of 36
features produced potsherds dating to the Iron Age.
The majority of the ceramics recovered are of local
fossil shell and/or limestone-tempered fabric, with a
few fine sandy wares. These fabrics are used
throughout the Early to Middle Iron Age, although a
carinated bowl from pit 1122 probably dates from the
7th to 5th centuries BC. The majority of the undated
features were also assigned to this period by virtue of
their similar fill or form, and/or their spatial
association. Two possible alignments of postholes
were apparent, both broadly aligned northwest/south-east. Evidence for a possible four-post
structure was identified between these post
alignments (Fig. 3); at its southern corner, feature
1134 may have been a later pit that had removed an
earlier posthole entirely. Four-post structures are well
known throughout Britain from the Iron Age and have
been interpreted as raised granaries, with a
considerable number recorded at Crickley Hill30.

Several Late Roman features were also identified,
including ditch 1006, aligned east/west along the
south-western edge of the trench, which produced
4th-century AD pottery from its lower fills. This had
been partly re-cut as ditch 1137, running eastwards
then southwards into the area excavated by GCCAS
in 1995, where it was recorded as ditch 31133. Ditch
1137 also had 4th-century AD potsherds in its lower
fills, and organic-tempered Saxon pottery was
recovered from its upper fills. In the northern corner
of the site Roman ditch 1062 was identified, and two
4th-century AD coins were recovered from adjacent
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Fig. 4 Area B, Trench 1: plan of features excavated in 1998 (1:150)

pit 1064. Another Roman coin was recovered from
gully 1073 in the middle of the trench.
A number of pieces of worked flint were recovered
residually within later features, providing evidence
for much earlier activity. In all, 27 pieces were
recovered, of a range of raw materials and differing
quality. Some possibly relate to the Mesolithic period,
but most are suggestive of a Late Neolithic or Early
Bronze Age date.

A total of 62 postholes were identified in Trench 1
(Fig. 4), with 20 producing dateable material, all of
which was in poor condition. Pottery recovered from
nine of these features comprised grog-tempered wares
with firing patterns characteristic of Neolithic or
Early Bronze Age material. Also recovered from one
of these was a flint flake consistent with this date.
There was no apparent pattern to the distribution of
the features from which these finds were recovered
(Fig. 4).

Area B: The Cotswold School south (Fig. 4)
The two CA excavation trenches undertaken in 1998
were the first at the Cotswold School (Fig. 2). These
were followed by GCCAS excavations to the northwest in 200034, between the two CA trenches in
200135, and to the east in 200236. Excavation in CA
Trench 1 revealed a number of features dating to the
Late Neolithic\Early Bronze Age and Iron Age.
Trench 2 was very heavily disturbed by modern
services. The only features were recorded were a
post-medieval field boundary and seven undated
postholes (not illustrated), and a single piece of
undiagnostic flint was recovered.

Iron Age pottery was recovered from 11 postholes and
from ditch 471. The assemblage includes limestonetempered and fossil shell-tempered wares, but no
material diagnostic of form was recovered. Pieces of
worked flint were also recovered from three of the
postholes dated to this period. Six of the Iron Age
postholes in the eastern part of the site appeared to be
part of a curvilinear arrangement (possibly
representing an Iron Age structure) and/or a possible
north-east/south-west post alignment, on a similar
alignment to ditch 471. Another possible four-post
structure was identified between ditch 471 and the
possible post alignment, although none of its
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Fig. 5 Area C: plan of features excavated in 2001–2 (1:250)
These were located in three clusters within c. 30m of
each other in the western part of the trench (Fig. 5).
To the west were six pits, one of which produced a
fragment of coarse shell-tempered pottery of probably
Mid-Late Iron Age date. To the north was a broad
spread of 15 postholes and pits, none of which yielded
any pottery. To the south were 11 postholes and pits,
more closely spaced but without any clear pattern.
Two of these features (the pair to the south-east)
contained single pieces of pottery: one an abraded
bodysherd of Romano-British date, the other of
medieval date. Based on the similarity of fills most of
the Area C features were tentatively assigned to the
Iron Age, although the close proximity of clearly later
postholes leaves a margin of doubt, particularly for
the southern group.

postholes yielded Iron Age dating evidence and one
(posthole 416) contained earlier pottery. Apart from
those forming parts of possible structures, undated
postholes could not be assigned to a particular period
except those truncating (and therefore post-dating)
ditch 471, which were probably Iron Age in date. No
Roman or Saxon material was recorded from this site
at all.
Area C: The Cotswold School north (Fig. 5)
The CA excavation trench in Area C was the largest
undertaken at the school sites to date, but one of the
least informative. Truncation by post-medieval
plough furrows and modern landscaping (associated
with previous school development) was extensive and
only a small number of earlier features survived.
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Two ditches of medieval date were also identified in
the eastern part of the trench (not illustrated). The
medieval pottery recovered comprises local
‘Cotswold oolitic’ type coarseware dating to the 12th
or 13th centuries, and Minety Ware dateable to
between the 13th and 16th centuries.

and B in 2001 revealed further possible roundhouses,
enclosures and field systems, some of which were
investigated and also found to date to the Early Iron
Age47, and it seems that the focus of the Early Iron
Age settlement was in this area, with peripheral areas
of occupation to the north and south.

Interpretation and Discussion

Items recovered from the excavations offer some
insight into possible Iron Age trade routes, visible
through the recovery of Droitwich briquetage48 and
querns sourced at May Hill and the Forest of Dean,
west of the River Severn (Fiona Roe pers. comm.)
from the GCCAS 2000 and 2003 sites. In addition,
the recovery of briquetage fabric and shale pieces
from the south coast, not previously recorded in this
area, significantly widens the potential scope of
contact and interaction during the Early and Middle
Iron Age49,50.

The results summarised above are limited to trenches
excavated by CA, but the published summary results
of the GCCAS excavations allow for a wider
interpretation. Collectively the evidence indicates
limited activity during to the Late Neolithic/Early
Bronze Age, Roman and Saxon periods, but more
intensive settlement activity during the Early to
Middle Iron Age.
Neolithic and Bronze Age
A small number of features from Trench 1 in Area B
contained Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age pottery.
These features, and the ceramic and lithic material
recovered from them, may be indicative of domestic
use and nearby settlement, although no structures
were identified. The recent identification of a possible
causewayed enclosure at Salmonsbury Camp37,38
suggests that this area, close to the confluence of the
Windrush and the Dickler, was important during the
Neolithic as well as later periods, and the
identification of only a few probably contemporary
features from Trench 1 is therefore significant.

The settlement evidence conforms to the regional
pattern, which saw intensification of agricultural
practices during the Iron Age, and increasing numbers
of settlements become visible in the archaeological
record, especially in low-lying river valleys51,52. The
lack of Late Iron Age material may also be significant
as it suggests there was a shift in settlement, and is
possibly indicative of nucleation at Salmonsbury,
when the large earthwork banks were constructed.
Roman and later
The large Roman boundary ditches excavated in Area
A suggest a change of use from the Iron Age, with a
more formal level of land division being established
in the Late Roman period. Excavation within the
Cotswold School Playing Fields53 suggests that the
focus of Late Roman settlement was to the east of
Bourton Bridge, and it has been suggested that the
area in which the schools are located was used for
farming during the Late Roman period54. The
recovery of a small number of Saxon potsherds from
the upper fills of the field ditches suggests that field
systems or boundaries established in the Late Roman
period were respected or reused, perhaps indicative of
continuity of settlement. The low level of medieval
features and the appearance of post-medieval plough
furrows indicate that this area continued as
agricultural land for most of the historical period, as
the village developed to the south.

Iron Age
Evidence of Iron Age activity was recovered from all
three Areas, mainly in the form of pits and postholes,
with possible post alignments and structures being
identified in Areas A and B. These discoveries sit
alongside more abundant evidence for an Early to
Middle Iron Age settlement recorded from GCCAS
excavations, particularly at the Primary School,
where hundreds of postholes and pits were recorded,
many dating to the Early Iron Age.
As with the CA excavations, few structures could be
discerned but the remains of two possible
roundhouses were identified at the GCCAS 1995
site39. The presence of at least five Iron Age burials in
the GCCAS 2000 and 2003 sites40,41 is probably the
most significant discovery at the schools to date. All
of these were recovered from pits, similar to Iron Age
burial practices found elsewhere in southern
Britain42,43, but apart from those excavated at
Yarnton, Oxon44, very few Iron Age burials are
known regionally. At the Cotswold School, GCCAS
excavations uncovered more postholes and pits, many
dateable to the Iron Age, with a possible four-post
structure and other possible post-built structures
identified45,46. A geophysical survey between Areas A
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WHERE WAS GLOUCESTER’S AMPHITHEATRE ?
Nigel Spry
The recent publication of Tony Wilmott’s interesting
and authoritative book The Roman Amphitheatre in
Britain1 has reawakened an interest in the question:
where was Gloucester’s amphitheatre? He noted that
Gloucester did not have one. However, by reporting
that at York the likely location of its lost amphitheatre
is suggested by the medieval names of two streets and
by their forms, he provides further impetus for
identification work at Gloucester. In the case of York,
a 1993 paper by Patrick Ottaway 2 proposed that the
street names Hungate and Aldwark alluded to
amphitheatre structures. These streets curve in a way
that suggests they may have originally bounded the
large characteristic oval shape of a Roman
amphitheatre - the current Hungate regeneration
excavations at York may yet reveal physical evidence.
In a similar way, the site of the northern half of the
legionary masonry amphitheatre at Chester is
respected by Pepper Street and Little St.John Street.3

the line of the present Brunswick Road and that the
gate, which appears on the Hall and Pinnell map in
front of the later site of Bastion House, was its
termination.25 The destination of this route running
south from the south-east corner of the city defences
may have been the feature under discussion. As
shown in fig. 2, the continuation of Brunswick Road,
laid out linking Gloucester’s spa development of the
early 1820s with the city centre, runs directly over the
site of the Hall and Pinnell enclosure. According to
Smith’s Place-Names of Gloucestershire 26 the name
Rykenel is probably a transference from Icknield or
Rykenild Street, the Roman road in south-east
England. But why is uncertain. Stile is an Old English
word with the same meaning then as now. The areaname Gaudy Green is itself intriguing because of the
fair/festival connotation of the word Gaudy.
The postulated Gloucester amphitheatre would have
had its major axis alignment, between entrances,
about NE to SW. Most British urban civil
amphitheatres have their alignments between NNE to
SSW and ENE to WSW. The exceptions are
Chichester NNW to SSE and London E to W. The
known legionary examples, both with stone built
outer walls, those of the 20th legion at Chester and the
2nd legion at Caerleon, have NNW to SSE alignments
(fig. 3). There is no consistency about the location and
distances of the British amphitheatres from their
town’s defended areas. In the case of urban civil ones
they are usually positioned on the east of the town
between 90m and some 500m away. At Chester the
legionary amphitheatre is on the south-east at a
distance of 50m and at Caerleon it is south-west at a
distance of only 18m from the wall.

In both places, not surprisingly, the locations are
outside the Roman military defences but, particularly
in the case of the potential site at York, are within the
area of the medieval city. At Gloucester the subjective
evidence for an amphitheatre, just outside the urban
area, is provided by field boundaries recorded on a
map of 1780 accurately surveyed by Hall and Pinnell4
(fig 1). This present note, intentionally, does not
consider any alternative locations.
In Gaudy Green 225m south of the south-east corner
of the Roman defended area (at SO 834 181) a
suggestive nearly enclosing curvilinear boundary was
shown. If this irregular enclosure did derive from the
earthworks of an amphitheatre, then its length of
108m and approximate width of 60m is consistent
with the overall dimensions of the ones at Caerleon
(80m x 66m)5,6,7, Carmarthan (91m x67m)8,9, Chester
(c.100m x c.85m)10,11,12, Cirencester (c.70m x
58m)13,14, Dorchester (c.100m x c.100m)15,16,17,
London (c.100m x c.85m)18, Silchester (c.78m x
c.78m)19,20,21 and the poorly understood one at
Chichester (c.70m x c.58m).22,23 In the latter case the
dimensions are from crest to crest of the slight
earthwork. The Gloucester boundaries of 1780 could
also have run along the crest of banks rather than their
degraded outer limits.

The position of the Hall and Pinnell enclosure does
not invalidate the amphitheatre suggestion, but no
archaeological evidence has been found to support it.
Unfortunately nothing was observed during
construction of the Ecclesiastical Insurance Office
(fig. 2), a building that would be over the arena and
eastern bank of any amphitheatre on the site. A
resistivity survey of the southern corner of the
Brunswick Square garden might be worthwhile; in
1823 Christ Church was built on a rise opposite here
and so a similar survey of its front burial area, to the
west, could also be considered (fig. 2).

Llanthony Priory’s Terrier of Gloucester, when read
in conjunction with the Gloucester Rental of 1455,24
makes it clear that a way called Rykenel Style was on

Documentary evidence for the area is not helpful in
resolving problems of interpretation. John Rhodes has
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Fig. 1: Rigney Stile Grounds on the Hall and Pinnell map of 1780. (Part only)

© Crown copyright. All rights reserved.Gloucester City Council 100019169 2008

0m
Fig. 2: The Hall and Pinnell map overlaid onto the current Ordnance Survey map
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100m

Fig. 3: Legionary & Urban Civil Amphitheatres in Roman Britain, with alignments.

Fig. 4: The Warburton Survey of 1731
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edited the Llanthony Priory Terrier of 144327 and
determined the history of Gaudy Green and the
adjoining area from the 13th century.28 The name
Rykelde Style occurs in the time of Edward I (12721307), it was Rykenel Stile in 1443, Rigners Style in
1629 and Rignor Stile in 1648.29 In 1780 it was shown
as Regnum Stile.30 Gaudy Green (as Jordan’s Croft), a
four-acre former Llanthony Priory property was
purchased by Thomas Bell in 1539. He settled it upon
the borough in 1542. The area was used as a battery
by Royalist troops during the Civil War siege in 1643.
In 1648 it was let by the borough as a seven-acre
pasture. Sold by the borough in 1800, it was
developed as Brunswick Square from 1822.31 John
considers it significant that the area increased from
four to seven acres after the borough took it over. He
suggests that the additional three acres represent the
feature that may have been an ancient property of the
borough, probably claimed as wasteland; the shape of
the property boundary antedates the siege.32 The
incomplete circuit shown on the Hall and Pinnell map
is likely to have resulted from the annexation.
Warburton survey of 1731 also shows these city
properties 33 (fig. 4).

humiliating for Gloucester not to have had one by at
least this date.
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FROCESTER COURT EXCAVATIONS 2007
Eddie Price
This article is the preliminary record of the 47th,
intended to be the last season of excavation of the
prehistoric and Romano-British settlement at
Frocester Court ( SO 788029). It completes the third
year of investigation of an area on the eastern edge of
the site, originally intended to confirm and interpret
features shown on the geophysical survey of 1995-96.
The results far exceeded expectations, and produced
evidence of occupation of the Neolithic to 19th
century AD.

up (V-VII). By C4 it was abandoned and in part was
levelled with stone and tile rubble (IV). Layers I & II
are ploughsoils.
Structures 29 and 30 came to light during the closing
days of the dig. The first consisted of the rectangular
end of a shallow ash-filled sill-beam feature that
overlay the prehistoric trackway, and had been burnt
down. Its fill produced a piece of hypocaust tile and a
rim sherd of an Oxford made mortarium, but no
evidence of its purpose.

The 2007 season ran between 28th of April and 30th
of September, and we almost completed the area left
open from 2006. It will be remembered as one of the
most frustrating years ever, with soil conditions
ranging from rock hard at the beginning to becoming
a brim full lake after one day’s torrential downpour. I
am most gmteful to all who were not dissuaded by the
many occasions when we were rained off.

A one metre wide extension on the north edge of the
excavation was necessary to clarify the evidence of
part of Structure 30. This was based on a gravel
spread that overlay the edge of the C4 fill of Ditch
36/38 and a mediaeval plough furrow, but was cut by
a narrow dry-stone filled foundation. Two fragments
of a clay pipe-stem and an iron nail indicate that the
whole is part of a reIatively modern structure, but
nothing is known of its function.

The fully excavated 10m length of the prehistoric
trackway (fig 1) was just over 2m wide, its level
surface eroded into the underlying natural gravel. It
ran parallel to the adjoining ’Narrow Way’ from
which it was separated by Yy24 F2, a series of short
interconnected hollows, parts of which were
investigated last year. A similar boundary, Xx23 F2,
on the other side of the track, was replaced by a
continuous ditch or gully, Xx23 F1, dug on a slightly
different alignment. The whole appears to continue
northwards, so crosses the full width of the later
settlement.

The nearly complete light grey pottery vessel,
illustrated below, is the only other small find worthy
of record. It came from a C4 ditch fill, as did a
fragment of a second one in 2006. Their real purpose

Some of the stratified worked flint found in
associatian with the track appears to be Neolithic in
origin, suggesting that this landscape feature may be
much older than was envisaged. Its age tends to be
confirmed by what was considered to be an
anomalous 4240-3726 BC carbon date of some
animal bone1, found some years ago in Trench A30
F4, a feature dug into the surface of the trackway.

is not known. I suspect they could have been pot lids,
or even exotic candle snuffers.
With no knowledge of the secret preparations for an
impromptu drinks celebration, I was surprised to see
so many familiar faces assembling at the dig by
teatime on Sunday 19th September. It was a very
much appreciated gesture, my thanks to you all!

Only one section was excavated across Ditch 36/38,
and this clearly illustrated a major C2 redig (layer
XI), through an undated primary silt deposit (XII).
Gravel upcast had formed a bank on the S side that
overlay the prehistoric land surface (IX), and was in
turn covered by the RB occupation soil (III) that
produced a mid C4 coin. Alternate lenses of sand and
mud (VIII) suggested occasional ftooding along the
length of the ditch, which thereafter gradually filled
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Fig 1: Frocester Court Excavations
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FROCESTER COURT EXCAVATIONS 2008
Eddie Price
My ill-health through the latter part of last year led to
the decision that 2007 would be the final season of
excavation on Site 1 at Frocester (SO 788029). The
results recorded in the last newsletter (see above)
included some unexpected and tantalizing evidence of
two features, Structures 29 and 30. Both of these
appeared to continue beyond the limits of the trench.
I benefited from some hospital treatment over the
winter, so it was decided in 2008 to run a short 48th
dig season and to extend the excavation northeastwards as far as the boundary of the present field.
It was hoped that this would determine the extent and
possible purpose of the two structures. The N-S
alignment of the present 20m x c. 5m trench opened
was in part educated guesswork because base pegs
had been removed when last year's work was
backfilled. The line was slightly out but the limits of
last year's work alongside it were confimed by
excavation. This began on the 31st May and was
completed on 15th September, I am most grateful to
all who continued to take part in what was at times a
most sticky wet operation. The results exceeded
expectations, in that this area close to the north-east
boundary of the Romano-British settlement produced
evidence of occupation of almost al1 periods from the
prehistoric to the present day.

This deposit lay under the present plough and was
particularly thick in the north corner. Here it covered
a partly pitched stony surface, its edge defined by a
line of stake holes, the whole probably associated
with the row of stones and gravel surface labelled
Structure 30 in 2007. The two unworn sherds of C17early C18 decorated Newent Glasshouse ware lying
directly on this apparent road led us to the early
conclusion that here was a previously unknown
entrance into the field over a ford across the present
ditch at the end of a C13-C16 plough headland.
The conclusion was proved to be erroneous when the
whole feature was sectioned, and removal of the
underlying soil revealed a worn rubble layer that
produced the base of a white glazed cylindrical jamjar
with other C19-early C20 china fragments and an iron
bucket handle. The feature was probably a hard
standing for livestock using a drinking place in the
ditch.
The disturbed subsoil gravel below the rubble formed
a slight slope on either side of a soil-filled gully AA21
Fl. This was sectioned further to the SW where it ran
along the SE side of a series of headland plough
scores cut into the natural gravel. The gully was
probably the drain for the adjoining furlong of which
the end part of one ridge covered by the remains of an
80mm (3ins) thick gravel surface was recorded in the
excavation trench. This surface was c.8.5m (28ft)
long and up to 2.75m (9ft) wide, but had been sharply
truncated on the SW side and its N edge was eroded
on the other by the development of the reverse 'S' at
the end of the mediaeval plough furrow.

The group of hollows shown in Fig. 1 are interpreted
as erosion features caused by my cows using a track
in the winter alongside the hedge around 1960. The
two N-S plough scores are also modern. The hollows
were eroded into a layer of black soil containing a
Victorian bun penny, a 1924 sixpence, domestic china
fragments and the brass alloy keylike object
illustrated below. (most of it probably rubbish from
the C19 allotment on the other side of the fence).

The purpose of the gravel spread is unknown, but it
overlay and preserved the surviving evidence of the
NE end and SE side of Structure 29, the latter part of
which was possibly associated with the adjoining arc
of small ash-filled stake-holes shown on Fig. 2. There
was no further evidence of any construction work on
its NW side, but the extent of the structure's floor was
defined as a grey stain in the soil covering the
underlying gravel. The feature, combined with the
evidence found in 2007, is interpreted as a roughly
rectangular sill-beam structure measuring c.6m x 3m
(20ft x 10ft), with its base set in a shallow vertically
sided c.O.5m (20ins) wide slot. The timber had been
burnt in situ and had left heat stains on the natural
gravel. A layer of flat stones was then laid over the
ash in the slot and eventually covered by a secondary
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Fig 1: The overlying features and deposits
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Fig 2: The features in the underlying natural subsoill
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deposit containing broken fragments of brick and clay
tile. It suggests a built up foundation at floor level for
a rebuilt structure. Its purpose remains unknown and
there was no dating evidence other than the reused
tile, a very few small abraded RB pottery sherds and
two paper thin illegible C4 coins found alongside the
beam trench in the overlying disturbed brown soil.

recognizable flint artifacts found since 1995 in the
outer part of the settlement have now been identified
as late Neolithic types. This, combined with the
c 4000 BC date of bone from a pit in the track 1
suggests its origin may be much older than the Phase
2 (Iron Age) date postulated 2.
The dig on Site 1 has come an end, Vol. 4 (the modern
village) has been published and the first draft of Vol.3
(the final excavation report) is well in hand. The site
hut has been moved into the disused late C19 lambing
yard at the rear of my house, where it is proposed to
look at the underlying evidence of mediaeval and
Roman occupation on Site 7 in 2009. I can be
contacted on 01453821203.

A short drain near the N corner of Structure 29
discharged into a depression in the upper part of the
infill of Ditch 36/38. A further section across the ditch
confirmed the earlier suggestion that it had originated
as a wide-bottomed early undated feature that was
probably deepened in C2 and abandoned by C4.
Fig.2 illustrates the continuation of the .prehistoric
track with its associated boundary gullies, Xx23 F1F2 and Yy24 F, and some contemporary stake-holes
and hollows, one of which underlay the SE sill-beam
trench of Structure 29. Although these early features
along with many others have produced little or no
other dating evidence, it may be significant that all the
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Eddie Price. FROCESTER, A Romano-British Settlement, its Antecedents and Successors
Vol.4, The Village; published by the Gloucester & District Archaeological Group 2008.
PB 271pp. 242 plates, maps & figures.
ISBN 978 0 953 79184 2. £25
This volume gives the story of Frocester excluding
the two barrow sites, the locally found flints and the
excavation of the Roman villa. These are described in
the earlier works which appeared in 2000. Vol.3 is in
an advanced stage of preparation, and will complete
that story. This volume does however describe in brief
the other Roman villa site found at St Peter's church,
and continues the history therefrom. To achieve this
Eddie Price has had to master a lot of new disciplines
and make new contacts. But his knowledge of the
village was unequalled in that he had farmed the land
since 1935, and gathered local knowledge that would
not be available to the average academic.

cart was worth 3d a day, and a hen was worth Id.
Many of the tenants are listed by name, and many of
these derive from parishes and hamlets around Dobbe de Alcunton (Alkerton) William de Brocthrop
(Brookthorpe), Walter de Bykenovere (English
Bicknor), Walter do Couele (Coaley) or Adam
Doninton (Downton). He lists Court Proceedings of
the 15th.cent, regarding damaged roofs and the
building of a new barn. Times were dull during the
Commonwealth, but by 1668 young people were
having fun tumbling on Coaley Peak. But by 1710
such frivolity was again frowned upon.
After a short chapter of statistics on the people of
Frocester the author goes on to examine the families
themselves. This gives us a feel for village life,
industrious, tragic and sometimes hilarious. It helps
us to realise the difference between people and
community. Some were poor, but to compensate
others gave generously and set up charities.

The author questions whether the area of the parish
was smaller in the llth.cent when the population was
under 100 persons, and St Peter's church was of
minster status. We read exactly what a tenant was
expected to do in 1266-7, and how much his labour
was worth. Hauling corn for the lord using his own
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The stories of St. Peter's Church and St.Andrew's
Chapel are given at length, together with notes on the
vicars and chaplains, the church lands and tithes. We
read of the churchwardens and congregation, the
dissenters and even a list of the tombstones in the
churchyard.

more than 50 cows and by 1832 Drinkwater Hayward
was milking around 100, plus 300 sheep and around
60 pigs. Overall there would have been around 215
cows on 19 farms. About a century ago one worker
proudly counted 100 sheep in one flock alone. Stock
owners dreaded outbreaks of swine fever, rinderpest
and foot and mouth disease, an outbreak of the latter
occurring in 1935. Agriculture has been
revolutionised by the gradual change from horse
operation to tractors, the latter bringing with it an
advanced technology which has itself changed the
farm buildings.

There has to be law and order. There were bailiffs and
reeves in medieval times, even a cadaverator to count
the number of cattle that died between one court and
the next. A police force was established 1839 and
minor offences continued. People were sent to
Horsley Prison with hard labour and up to a month in
solitary confinement. In 1864 Thomas Fryer served 2
years for the theft of 3 cucumbers. Saddest was the
murder of Amelia Phipps in 1872 for which Charles
Butt, a local beau, was hanged in the following year.
War and threat of war from 1522 till the mid
20th.century all affected Frocester. Some of the more
recent tales are both important and humorous ranging
from the bombing of Eastington Docks (!) to the
ultimate fate of stocks of tinned apricots.

Changes in land use and marketing perforce bring
changes in communication. Headlands become roads
and new footpaths develop. Turnpikes and railways
slash the countryside with no regard for past
routeways. Dereliction follows when their use
declines.
There appears to have been a school in the
17th.century, and two by 1818. By 1825 there were 47
pupils. It was to have closed in 1890, but with no
alternative it was rebuilt with accommodation for 81
pupils. This closed in 1922 leaving only a private one
for 9 infants, attending for half a day with a midmorning break for milk and raw cabbage. For the
older residents leisure activities ranged from harvest
suppers through cricket, football, hockey and boxing
to field sports, boy scouts and the W.I.

No village study would be complete without a record
of the existing houses. The author's own house is
large and complex in its dating. Internally there is
interesting timberwork and curious survivals like a
spit wheel in the loft and Tudor ships scratched into
the window mullions. Many of the lesser farmhouses
and cottages are illustrated, a number being timber
framed. There were alehouses, blacksmiths, a post
office and various shops.

The presentation is good with well chosen
illustrations with much of the story rooted in
medieval documentation. The index is very
comprehensive, if confusing to the eye. This may be
due to the superfluity of subdivisions, e.g. Frocester/
Church/ Bells/ Ringers/ Association of, or some
problem of spacing and layout. Some archaeol ogists
may bemoan that this is more about historical
geography or local history. Be that as it may, most of
us would wish that more parish studies of this calibre
were being undertaken throughout Britain.

Chapter 10 is devoted to the land, including the
demesne or home farm. The old field names are listed,
and there is a map of all the ridge and furrow evidence
as visible in 1970. Domesday Book indicated that
most of the parish was arable, with 11 ploughs and
just sufficient grass on the waste and the commons to
maintain the oxen. Today's grasslands represent part
of a repeated shift from arable to grass and back
again. We know that in 1703 Richard Bigland had
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LLANTHONY SECUNDA PRIORY - INTERIM REPORT
Alan Hardy (Oxford Archaeology)

Fig 1: Location Plan

The transformation in the last five years of Gloucester
Quays into the new campus of Gloucester College has
provided an opportunity to investigate the site of one
of the city’s most important medieval religious houses
- Llanthony Secunda Priory.

were modified by successive tenants, and suffered
considerably from artillery damage in the Civil War.
The construction of the Gloucester and Sharpness
(then the Gloucester and Berkeley) Canal, and soon
after the Gloucester and Dean Railway, both heavily
disturbed the northern and eastern parts of the
precinct and further confused antiquarians’
understanding of the location of the principal priory
buildings.

Founded in 1137 as a safe alternative to the original
Llanthony Priory, which was located in the then
dangerous area of mid Wales, the new ‘second’ house
rapidly prospered, and despite a serious fire in 1301,
it eventually absorbed its own impoverished parent
house - Llanthony Prima. By the late 15th century it
was the richest Augustinian house in England.

The first methodical attempt to reconstruct the plan of
the priory, by Clarke in 1854 concluded that the
church stood some way to the south east of the
surviving tithe barn, and the area included in the
Scheduled Ancient Monument - first established in
1949 - was determined on the basis of his plan. Only
when new studies of the historical and documentary

At the Dissolution the priory site was sold, although
for a time the nave was retained for use as a parish
church. The surviving claustral and precinct buildings
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Fig 2 : Site Plan

that, although some of the buildings and structures
uncovered are what one might expect in a monastic
house - like a kitchen, elaborate drains, a well, and a
possible guest hall, there are other structures that may
be evidence of the re-use of the site after the priory
was sold off. One example is a massively built, but
quite small building (possibly a gatehouse?) that sits
alongside a roadway, and is linked to range of
possible workshops.

sources were undertaken in 20031, was it realised that
the church and at least part of the cloister must have
been situated to the north of the Scheduled Area.
The proposed college development provided a
modern opportunity to investigate the priory remains,
and a programme of targeted trenches, followed by an
area excavation, was carried out by Oxford
Archaeology in 2005 (Fig. 1). The canal basin was
revealed in the northern part of the area, and a large
post-medieval pond or basin was also uncovered at
the western end of the site. Despite this, and although
the depth of permitted excavation was limited,
enough remains were uncovered to reconstruct the
footprints of several buildings of more than one
phase, along with part of a cemetery.

To further complicate the story, part of a cemetery
was found to the east of these buildings. It is in the
right position for the monks’ cemetery - south-east of
the priory church - but there are some odd aspects to
the burials. Three of the burials were prone - face
down - very rare in a monastic graveyard. A number
of the skeletons share similar but rare pathologies,
suggesting they might be related. Chronic anaemia is
also evident in a number of skeletons, suggesting a
poor and inadequate diet; yet Llanthony Secunda
priory was a wealthy house. While monks may not
have had an especially exciting diet, their diet would
surely have been at least adequate. Finally, one of the
skeletons has a deformed foot caused by a large
bunion - a condition commonly caused by the
wearing of tight constricting ‘fashion’ shoes, which
were not typical of medieval monastic footwear!

Figure 2 shows the outlines of the excavated
buildings set against Watts’ and Hughes’ conjectured
position of the south side of the priory cloister. While
their building orientation and that of the excavated
buildings appears to be similar, there is little to
suggest the uncovered buildings represent parts of a
cloister; rather they may represent service buildings
and structures that may have lain to the south of the
priory’s cloister. The full analysis of the results will
start when the final stages of fieldwork are finished
later this year, but provisional interpretation suggests
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All these curiosities may mean that some, if not all the
skeletons may date to after the priory’s dissolution in
the 16th century; we know that part of the priory
church was re-used as a parish church for a time, and
presumably parishioners died and were buried there.
Some of the graves are cut by later burials, so we have
some sort of stratigraphic sequence, but not, as yet, a
chronological one - the only datable finds from the
graves are a few pieces of medieval pottery, and they
could easily be residual. The best way to try to resolve
this dating problem is with radiocarbon dating, so at
least two skeletons will be tested, the earliest in the
sequence and the latest.

Curiously there is very little late medieval pottery does this mean that the priory was in decline in its
later years? The documentary history certainly does
not indicate as much, so it could be seen as evidence
that the precinct was rearranged in the 15th century,
with the service buildings moved away from this area.
Monastic cloisters and service areas were always kept
relatively clean and tidy - much more so than urban
backyards! However, there is still a varied
assemblage of bone to study, including cattle,
sheep/goat, pig, horse, deer, dog, fowl, goose, pigeon,
and crow.
It is a pity that nothing survives of the site of the
church of Llanthony Secunda Priory, but what we
have got on this site is in potentially more valuable to
our understanding of how monastic houses worked,
and how they were transformed and adapted after the
Dissolution.

As far as the other finds from the site are concerned,
they too may have surprises in store. The building
stone and roofing material from the priory would
have been salvaged and re-used elsewhere, although a
fair collection of fragments was recovered which
should help to identify some of the architectural and
roofing styles used. It’s possible that the standing
ruins of Llanthony Prima Priory may offer a
comparison with the recovered fragments of stone
moulding.

Reference
1

Watts M & Hughes P, 2004 ‘Gloucester Quays:
Llanthony Priory Redefined ?’, Glevensis 37,
19-28.

NEWS SECTION - OPPORTUNISTIC FIELDWALKING IN RUDFORD

of the sherds came from the southern half of the area
walked, which coincides with the locations of Roman
period metal detected finds previously located in this
field. This suggests that a more extensive fieldwalking exercise is needed in order to map the
distribution of artefacts across the field.

A field-walking exercise for members had been
planned (with the farmer's permission) for Rudford,
but sadly had to be cancelled due to the inclement
weather and subsequent delay in ploughing. At the
first opportunity, in early November Diane and Roy
Charlesworth systematically walked a small area in
the north-west corner of the field (approximately 100
x 70 metres) picking up all non- natural material seen.
Almost half the assemblage was Severn valley ware
(Roman period), including some rims and bases. The
rest included several lumps of heavy iron slag,
including one from a furnace bottom, probably also
from the Roman period and a number of sherds of
Post - Medieval pottery, glass and tile. A worked flint
blade, an 'awl' dating to the late Mesolithic/early
Neolithic and flint nodule were also retrieved. Most

I am grateful to Kurt Adams, the Finds Liaison
Officer (Portable Antiquities Scheme) for confirming
the artefacts and giving date ranges. This information
has been passed to Tim Grubb (County Archaeology
Service) for entry on to the sites and monuments
register.
Diane Charlesworth 19.12.08
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THE PARLIAMENT OF GLOUCESTER 1278

Russell Howes
Introduction

(fraunchises) by charters of the king's
predecessors, kings of England, or in
another way, shall be before the king or
before the justices in eyre at a certain day
and place to show what sort of liberties they
claim to have and by what warrant (e par
quell garaunt).3

The parliament which met at Gloucester in August
1278 is the first parliament to be recorded in the
printed Rolls of Parliament (Rotuli Parliamentorum:
the Rolls of Parliament) published in 1783. However
the record is not complete; only the petitions
presented to the king in parliament, and the replies to
them, have been preserved. The description, which
became usual later, giving the speech of the
chancellor or other minister setting out the cause of
summons, and an account of the king's business and
his request for taxation, are missing. It was the second
parliament of the year; there had been a parliament at
Westminster at Eastertide which left very little trace1.
The commons may have been present at Gloucester,
which is suggested by the preamble of the Statute of
Gloucester; but no names of members are known.
Names of the knights of the shire for Gloucestershire
are recorded from 1283, and of burgesses for
Gloucester from 1295. Chroniclers give little
information on the Parliament of Gloucester. William
of Rishanger said merely that at this parliament the
Statute of Gloucester was published. The compiler of
the Annals of Waverley seems confused; he wrote that
in mid-October 1278 the king held a great parliament
at Westminster.2

The statute was prompted by the findings of the
inquisition which King Edward I had ordered in 1274.
He had just returned from his three years' absence on
crusade in Palestine. He was greeted by a chorus of
complaints against misconduct by sheriffs and others
responsible for local government. He ordered
commissioners to visit the counties, to go round them
hundred by hundred, and inquire concerning 'certain
rights, liberties and other matters affecting us and our
estate and the estate of the community of the
counties'. They were also to inquire about the deeds
and behaviour of all sheriffs and bailiffs.4 The
answers were given by juries of local people. The
results of the inquiry were recorded in the Hundred
Rolls, which were published by the Record
Commissioners as Rotuli Hundredorum in 1812-18.
The jurors in each hundred were required to attach
their seals to the rolls, which gave them a ragged
appearance, and the Hundred Rolls were also called
'Ragman Rolls'. The Annals of Dunstable wrote that
the king changed almost all the sheriffs of England,
and sent inquisitors everywhere to inquire how
sheriffs and other bailiffs had conducted themselves;
but 'no good came of it'.5

The Statute of Gloucester and its antecedents in
the Hundred Rolls
The important business of the Parliament of
Gloucester was the promulgation of the Statute of
Gloucester. This began as follows:

Each county was governed by a sheriff appointed by
the king. He held the county court every four weeks.
The sheriff went in person to each hundred at Easter
and Michaelmas to hold his 'tourn', where
presentment of offences could be made. The second
reissue of Magna Carta in 1217 had said that tourns
should not be held more than twice a year (clause 42).
The counties were divided into hundreds, each one
administered by a bailiff. These were local people,
but responsible to the king. They held the hundred
court every three weeks. Many hundreds were in
private hands; in Gloucestershire 17 hundreds had
private lords; the remaining 13 were in the hands of
the king.

The year of grace 1278 and the 6th of the
reign of King Edward, son of King Henry, at
Gloucester, in the month of August, the king
himself providing for the betterment of his
kingdom and for more fully doing justice, as
the well-being of the kingly office requires,
there having being called in the more
discreet people of the kingdom as well of the
greater as of the lesser sort (appeler les plus
descrez de son reame ausi bien des greindres
cum de meindres): it is established and by
agreement ordained that . . . sheriffs shall
have it publicly proclaimed throughout
their bailiwicks, that is in cities, boroughs,
market towns and elsewhere, that all those
who claim to have any liberties

The names of the commissioners have been preserved
for most counties, but not for Gloucestershire. The
men were mainly government clerks and not local
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gentlemen. The rolls comprise partly original returns
and partly briefer extracts. For Gloucestershire both
have been preserved, and some entries are in both
forms. Not all hundreds have been covered in the
surviving rolls.

private hands was a sort of court, in which offenders
might be punished by fines, and so it was a source of
income. The township of Nether Swell, which was in
the royal hundred of Kiftsgate, used to give one mark
each year at the view of frankpledge, but Richard earl
of Cornwall withdrew the payment, and the abbot of
Hailes who now held the manor did not pay it.10

The commissioners were furnished with 33 articles
setting out matters to be investigated.6, 7 The first 14
articles inquired into liberties claimed. Liberties
covered a wide variety of claims, all involving the
exercise of functions normally performed by the
king's officials, that is, the sheriffs and bailiffs. The
claimants ranged from great noblemen to plain lords
of manors. The great majority of articles inquired into
the misbehaviour of officials, both those of the king
and those of other lords. Examples of the
commissioners' findings follow.

Tenants were expected to attend the county court and
the hundred court. This duty was called suit of court
(article 7). Several lords failed to attend or send
representatives. John Clifford withdrew suit to county
and hundred for his tenement in Frampton-on-Severn,
and the prior of Llantony suit to the sheriff's tourn for
his tenement in Quedgeley. When Lawrence de
Chandos held a knight's fee in Brockworth as tenant
of the king he used to make suit at the hundred of
Dudstone, but after he sold his fee to the prior of
Llantony, the abbot of Gloucester and others, the suit
was withdrawn. The bishop of Worcester used to send
four men and the reeve to the sheriff's tourn at
Bishop's Cleeve, but ceased to do so after the
Provisions of Oxford in 1258.11

The commissioners had to inquire into manors of the
king which had been granted away (article 3). They
reported that King Henry III had given the manor of
Hailes to his brother Richard earl of Cornwall, who
founded the abbey of Hailes in it, and the abbot and
monks held the manor by gift of the earl. The abbot of
Winchcombe held his abbey of the king by the service
of 2 ½ knights. Rodley and Minsterworth were given
by Henry III to Simon de Montfort, but after Simon's
death Edward I gave them to Edmund his son,
afterwards earl of Lancaster. The hundred of
Deerhurst had two lords, the prior of Deerhurst and
the abbot of Westminster. It was said that the abbot
and his bailiffs sometimes caused those taken for
felony in his part of the hundred to be brought to
Westminster to receive judgement there.8

Return of writs (article 8) made the holder of this
liberty, usually the lord of the manor, responsible for
carrying out the king's commands signified by his
writs. The lord who had return of writs did all those
things that the sheriff normally did. He appointed
bailiffs and summoned the necessary people to attend
his court, usually four men and the reeve of each
village. His tenants had to attend the lord's court
instead of the hundred court and perhaps the county
court. This was considered the most valuable liberty.
But the lords were carrying out the king's
government, or were intended to, and not acting
according to their own will.12

Sometimes hundreds were farmed out, and this could
lead to irregularities (articles 5, 18). The sheriff Peter
de Chavent let the hundred of Grumbald's Ash at farm
to Philip Bacun for ten marks, but he took 15 marks
from the next bailiff, a charge continued by Peter's
successor Reginald de Acle. The hundred of Holford
and Greston (later called Lower Kiftsgate) was
farmed to its bailiff for 5 marks a year, but the sheriff
might demand more. Walter de Bockinges, undersheriff to Peter de Chavent required a higher farm
than usual for this hundred; jurors could not say how
much more but they believed that the whole
community was damaged by the charge. The
neighbouring hundred of Kiftsgate complained of a
multitude of bailiffs; the chief bailiff had an underbailiff and the under-bailiff had others under him.9

It is not surprising that this privilege was claimed in
Gloucestershire only by important people. The earl of
Gloucester had this liberty in Fairford, and the bishop
of Worcester in Bibury; both bishop and earl did not
permit bailiffs of the king to enter their manors. The
bishop of Worcester also had the right in his manor of
Cleeve. In all three instances the jurors 'knew not by
what warrant'. Return of writs was exercised by
Maurice de Berkeley in the borough and in the
hundred of Berkeley. The abbot of Westminster
claimed this privilege in the hundred of Deerhurst,
and also the right to receive the chattels of felons in
his lands, and the amercements of his own men
brought before any justices. Jurors said that the earl of
Gloucester claimed return of writs in Rendcombe,
though William de la Mare who first had that manor
never had return of writs.

One of the liberties frequently claimed was view of
frankpledge. This was a review of tithings, or groups
of men answerable for each other's good behaviour, to
which every man had to belong. Normally this was
done by the sheriff when he visited each hundred for
his tourn or court at Michaelmas. The view when in

William le Warenne of Painswick abused this right. It
was alleged that he and his bailiffs, Thomas de Cleye
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and others, took John Dod and put him in prison on
some unspecified charge; they were said to have
beaten him and burned the soles of his feet, and
afterwards to have brought him into Gloucester castle.
This they did by their own authority and without the
knowledge of the bailiff of Bisley hundred; they gave
Walter de Bockinges, the under sheriff, ½ mark
because he received the prisoner without the bailiff's
knowledge.13

himself for 60s. and John gave him 30s; but
subsequently they were acquitted by the justice of
gaol delivery.17
The commissioners inquired into extortion by bailiffs
(article 18). Where the hundred was in private hands
or had been farmed out bailiffs often acted
oppressively in the conduct of their courts. Some
bailiffs levied arbitrary amercements or fines.
Magna Carta (clause 20) laid down that amercements
were to be according to the gravity of the offence and
imposed only on the sworn evidence of a man's
neighbours. The hundred of Brentry, which belonged
to the bishop of Worcester, complained that bailiffs,
and especially Philip Bacun, who was bailiff of
Henbury, ignored Magna Carta and levied amercements at
their own will. Other bailiffs made excessive demands for
attendance at court. The commissioners inquired
about sheriffs who held their tourn more than twice a
year, the limit set by Magna Carta. In the hundred of
Bradley Walter de Bockinges made his tourn four
times a year.18

The liberty of wreck (article 8) meant the liberty to
take goods from genuinely wrecked ships.
Gloucestershire had manors adjoining the navigable
River Severn. William de Valence, Edward I's uncle,
who had been granted and gave his name to Moreton
Valence, claimed 'wreck of the sea' (wrekkum mar'),
but the jurors said 'it is not known by what warrant'.
He was said to have had cloth worth 50s. from an
Irish ship. Another entry said that he had had two tuns
of wine and cloth from Ireland, and had claimed
wreck for 24 years.14
Gallows (article 8), when granted as a liberty, gave
the lord of the manor the right to hang convicted
thieves. Sometimes it included the right to seize a
felon's goods. The lord did not have a free hand
because one of the coroners of the county had to be
present at a hanging, and the court which authorised
the sentence had to be 'afforced', that is have a full
attendance. The claim to gallows was often
accompanied by a claim to have tumbril and pillory.
Tumbril seems to have meant a cart used for exposing
an offender in the same way as the pillory.15

There was inquiry into abuse of office (article 21).
Rumours reached Philip Bacun that the body of a
woman was floating in the River Severn at Aust Pill;
he sent for William Peny tithingman of Aust, Roger
de Horsinton and others and put them in the stocks.
He brought Roger before the court of Henbury and
threatened to put him in prison unless he
acknowledged causing the woman's death; and he
made William Peny and his tithing give him 40s.
before William and his associates could be released
from the stocks.

Several lords in Gloucestershire claimed this
privilege. Edmund earl of Cornwall, the king's cousin,
raised gallows at Lechlade, and Geoffrey de
Swynescumbe his bailiff caused William de Kenele to
be hanged. Maurice de Berkeley claimed gallows in
both the borough and the hundred of Berkeley. The
abbot of Hailes had raised new gallows in the
township of Slaughter. Jurors said that John
Maltravers had gallows at Woodchester, but 'they
knew not by what warrant'. William de Munchensy
claimed gallows, tumbril and pillory and a wide range
of rights in the manor of Painswick. Gallows were
claimed by the bishop of Worcester in Cleeve and by
the prior of Llantony in Alvington.16

It is noteworthy that the jurors of hundreds seemed
not to hesitate to accuse great noblemen of misdeeds.
The hundred of Brentry made a complaint against
Gilbert de Clare earl of Gloucester, who held the
borough and hundred of Thornbury which adjoined
Brentry. The event had taken place in 1266, following
the battle of Evesham. The jurors of Brentry said that
the earl's bailiff of Thornbury, Thomas de Hameldene
entered the field of Weston St. Lawrence and drove
away to Thornbury 15 oxen of William de Veym, who
was made to redeem them for six marks. Then the
bailiff sent by night to the sheepfold of William at
Weston the beadle of Thornbury with a multitude of
people, who by force of arms seized 180 sheep and
drove them to Thornbury. William raised hue and cry,
and with the help of the country people he recovered
his sheep. However the earl of Gloucester through his
bailiff took by force and extortion 18 marks from
William, ten marks from the country people and eight
marks from priests and clerks of Westbury and
Henbury who joined in the hue and cry.19

Bribes were received by sheriffs, bailiffs and others
(article 15). When Geoffrey reeve of Sevenhampton
in the hundred of Bradley, which belonged to the
abbot of Cirencester, was indicted at Prestbury, Walter
de Bockinges let him go free for 40s. Walter de
Bockinges was said to have caused Richard and John
de Bosco in the same hundred to be imprisoned in
Gloucester castle for three weeks without any cause,
and to have kept them there until Richard redeemed
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Circumstances of the Parliament and lesser
business transacted there

The enclosure of common land became a source of
social unrest later in the Middle Ages. The earl of
Gloucester gave an early example of this practice, and
the men of Brentry complained. The earl enclosed
with ditches and hedges a wood called Eastwood in
his manor of Thornbury although many men had
common there. The men of Thornbury also
complained against this action. They said that the earl
appropriated to himself a new chase called Eastwood
and 'they knew not by what warrant'.

The only surviving records of the Parliament of
Gloucester in 1278 are the petitions, with the
responses by or on behalf of the king. There were 65
of them, mainly from individuals; none related to
Gloucestershire. A few illustrated complications left
by Edward I's Welsh war of 1277. Griffin son of
Mareend had agreed to the terms of the king, and
'come to the peace of the king', but he had been
deprived of half his land. The king replied that he had
made a gift of money to him. Jorwerd Veel of
Anglesey had likewise accepted the king's terms,
hoping for restoration of the damages he had suffered;
he also expected some compensation for the horses
and arms he had given in the service of the king. He
was advised to come before the justices appointed for
Wales. Owen son of Madoc had accepted the king's
terms, but men of another Welshman had carried off
his horses. He was recommended to bring a writ of
chancery before the justices for the March of Wales.23

The hundred of Deerhurst said that the earl of
Gloucester's bailiff and his foresters in Corse had
carried men into Worcestershire and had them
imprisoned and convicted without judgement or
inquisition; the two foresters were alleged to have
had a man who had stolen five sheep put to death
without judgement. They complained also that the
earl of Gloucester intervened in the manor of
Harescombe where he had no land, and took from
there by force of arms Richard de Abetot and three
others, and carried them into Wales where he detained
them prisoners until they paid him a fine of £11.20

Several other petitioners were advised to use the
system of courts and justices whose purpose was to
remedy grievances, a system which Edward I was
endeavouring to make more efficient.24 The Statute of
Gloucester, which demanded that warrant be shown
for franchises, was best satisfied by a written charter.
Edward I showed the same desire for written
documents and records in his replies to petitions.
Complainants were told to come before the king's
justices with charters and muniments.25

The hundred of Brentry complained about Maurice de
Berkeley. They said that he levied a distress upon
Thomas de Noreys, who held land from Anselm de
Gurney in a fee of the king, and unjustly held the
distress at Berkeley. Thomas could not redeem it until
he paid Maurice 40s. Men of the same hundred
complained that Maurice had made an arbitrary arrest.
He was with five of his esquires in the king's highway
near Berkeley when he met John son of Edith de
Bosco riding a bay mare. Maurice evidently suspected
that the mare was stolen; Maurice asked John where
he was from and John replied from Yate. Thereupon
Maurice took John to Berkeley castle and detained
him and the mare; John was kept there half a day; but
Maurice detained the mare as if for robbery.21

Gilbert de Clare earl of Gloucester delivered a
petition in the Parliament of Gloucester in early
response to the Statute which was enacted there. He
prayed that, whereas the king had commanded that all
those having charters of liberties should cause them to
be shown to him, the king would suffer him to have
possession of his franchises in peace. The reply was,
concerning his liberties, let them be assigned to the
earl, and this assignment was to be in the form of
writs of liberty. This seems to imply that due legal
process should be followed. The earl would later
have to defend in court his right to the liberties which
he claimed.26

The first Statute of Westminster in 1275 endeavoured
to reform some of the abuses in local government.
While concerning itself especially with the misdeeds
of sheriffs, justices and their officers, the statute also
affected the behaviour of the holders of liberties. No
great man by force of arms or menaces was to disturb
free election. As peace had been ill observed because
of franchises, it was the duty of all, at the command
of the sheriff, to arrest felons. Favour had been shown
and bail given to many suspected of homicide. Those
accused of serious offences, such as breaking prison,
house burning, coining false money or treason were
not to have bail. Bribery must be eliminated. Lawyers
were not to plead in the king's court for profit. No
sheriff or bailiff should take a reward for doing his
office.22

It is not clear why Edward I chose Gloucester as the
place where parliament met in 1278. Like all
medieval kings Edward I was constantly on the move.
During the previous year he had fought his major
campaign in North Wales. In 1278 he travelled in the
spring though Gloucestershire, and stayed a few days
at the houses of the Knights Hospitaller at
Quenington and Down Ampney, places he often
visited. He went on to Glastonbury Abbey and was
present at the reburial of the reputed remains of King
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Arthur and Queen Guenevere on 15 April. Then he
returned to London. He was at Gloucester for the
parliament from 6 to 16 August.27,28 After Gloucester
he went to Wales, and stayed a week or two at the
castle of Rhuddlan, then being built. On his return he
attended the marriage in Worcester cathedral in
October between Llewellyn prince of Wales and
Eleanor the daughter of Simon de Montfort. The king
was recorded briefly in Gloucestershire later that
month. At Tewkesbury the homage of Alexander III
king of Scotland was offered him, and it was arranged
for the Scottish king to come to England for a formal
ceremony in 1279.29 Edward I was at Windsor at the
end of December 1278.

of the Common Bench from 1290 until his death in
1301. Roger Loveday was not such a prominent
figure. As was usual in the thirteenth century these
judges were all churchmen in minor orders. The
proceedings of these judges were published by the
Record Commissioners as Placita de Quo Warranto
in 1818. The judges evidently carried the relevant
Hundred Rolls with them, and noted on them some of
their findings; for example, Walter de Bockinges the
much criticised under sheriff had died, and the sheriff
Peter de Chavent was either with the king overseas or
had died. These comments were printed as footnotes
by the Record Commissioners.34
Claims allowed were adjourned 'sine die'. For claims
to be examined further 'a day was given' for the
claimant to appear before the Treasurer and the
Barons of the Exchequer at Westminster. It is difficult
to follow individual cases further. Liberties granted
by charter were allowed; but liberties claimed to have
been exercised since time immemorial were
challenged. William Inge was pleader or advocate on
behalf of the king at proceedings in Gloucestershire;
he became a chief justice in the reign of Edward II.
Many of the claims considered by the judges in 1287
had been reported by the commissioners of the
inquest of 1274-75, but not all. What follows are
some typical claims by lords of manors and in some
cases counter-arguments on behalf of the king by his
advocate.

Later parliaments at Gloucester in 1378 and 1407 met
in the great hall of St. Peter's Abbey, now the
cathedral. It is not recorded exactly where the
parliament of 1278 met. It is likely that the king and
his entourage stayed in the abbey. An odd piece
of information is that Hugh de Buildwas lost part
of his left ear by a bite of the abbot's dog.30 This
information was given by Walter de Helyun, a man
prominent in the affairs of Gloucestershire; he was
one of the two members for Gloucestershire in the
'Model Parliament' of 1295. Perhaps the dog was one
of the eight hunting dogs which the abbot was
permitted to keep by Archbishop Robert Winchelsey
at his visitation in 1301; though the archbishop said
that no dog should enter the abbot's hall.31
The king was called upon to make judicial decisions
at Gloucester concerning two suicides. After a suicide
the king had the power to confiscate the dead person's
property. In the case of Robert de Dekeston who
drowned himself, the king said that, if the sheriff
found that he was of unsound mind, he was to restore
the property to his heirs. Similarly, if there was no
sinister suspicion regarding Walter de Gravele, who
hanged himself while suffering from madness, there
should be no distraint upon his property. In each case
Edward I made a lenient interpretation of the law.32

The bailiffs of Gloucester had to show how the
borough had obtained its privileged status. This was
not difficult because they could produce several
charters (most of them still carefully preserved). They
presented a charter of confirmation by King Henry III
in 1256, which declared the borough to be held of the
king by the burgesses for an annual farm of £55 and
an increment of £10. The liberty of return of writs was
specifically granted by another charter of the same
year. The borough claimed the right to appoint its own
coroner by virtue of King John's charter of 1200,
which authorised the burgesses to elect four lawful
and discreet men to keep the pleas of the crown. The
burgesses had pillory and tumbril, but they made
execution of robbers at the king's gallows, which were
near the town of Gloucester; repairs to the gallows
were carried out by the burgesses and by the sheriff
alternately.35

The sequel in Quo Warranto proceedings
It had been intended from the outset that the inquest
and the statutes should be followed by judicial
hearings to determine by what warrant claims to
liberties were made. It was several years before the
judges completed their circuits; they did not come to
Gloucestershire until 1287, and this was their final
circuit. In that year William de Sahum, Roger
Loveday and John de Metingham were sent as
justices in eyre or itinerant to hold 'placita de Quo
Warranto or Ragemann'.33 William de Sahum became
a justice of the King's Bench in 1273, but was
dismissed in 1290. John de Metingham was first
appointed a justice in 1274, and became chief justice

Adam le Despenser had a market and fair in King's
Stanley and exercised free warren in Stanley and
Leckhampton; he showed a charter of Henry III
making these grants. The abbot of Gloucester presented a
charter dated 1227 granting to the abbot and monks of
Gloucester a market at Northleach. The abbot of
Hailes produced a charter of 1262 which testified that
he and all his free men should be quit of all scot and
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geld and all king's and sheriff's aids; the privilege was
granted in return for prayers for Sanchia, late wife of
Richard earl of Cornwall.36, 37, 38

tourns. As in other cases William Inge argued that
liberties of the sort claimed by the earl belonged to the
crown. The earl could not produce any special
warrant of the king or his progenitors; he had nothing
to show except occupation or possession of these
liberties by his ancestors. A day was given to the earl
before the Treasurer and Barons of the Exchequer.42

John de Sudeley claimed several liberties in Sudeley.
Free warren was warranted by a charter of Henry III
in 1267. John said that he and his ancestors had
exercised view of frankpledge since time immemorial, 'a
time from which there is no memory'; he had gallows
and tumbril. He claimed to be quit of common
amercements and sheriff's aids, and said that he and
his ancestors had never made any such contribution
since the Conquest. In like fashion he maintained that
they had never made suit of county and hundred.
When he was asked if four men and the reeve from his
manor came to the sheriff's tourn, he said, no, they
made all presentations in his court. William Inge
argued that no one could claim such liberties without
special warrant of the king. A day was given to John
de Sudeley to be heard at Westminster; but he did not
come, and his liberties were taken into the king's
hand.39

Maurice de Berkeley died in 1281 and it was his son
Thomas whose claims were examined by the judges
in 1287. His claims to have markets in Wotton under
Edge and Berkeley were allowed. The market and
fair at Wotton were authorised by a charter of Henry
III in 1252; the market at Berkeley by the original
charter of Henry Fitz Empress (later Henry II) to
Robert Fitz Harding. Two fairs at Berkeley, on Lady
Day and at Pentecost, Thomas claimed to have had
'from of old', but William Inge argued that long
possession was of no value without warrant.43
All the other liberties claimed by Thomas were
challenged by William Inge. Thomas claimed the
hundred of Berkeley by a charter of Henry II, which
he produced, and which testified that the king granted
to Robert Fitz Harding and his heirs Berkeley and all
Berkeleyharness for the service of five knights.
Thomas claimed view of frankpledge in the hundred
of Berkeley as 'hundredarius' and said that the
hundred was an appurtenance of the manor of
Berkeley, and 'so it was before and always'; he
produced further charters of Henry II, Richard I and
John. William Inge said that Berkeley was not
accustomed to be called a hundred, that the office of
hundredarius pertained to the king and that the earlier
kings did not grant anything relating to a hundred in
the words of their charters.44

John Maltravers claimed to have assize of bread and
ale, and gallows, tumbril and pillory in his manor of
Woodchester. His attorney said that John and his
ancestors enjoyed these liberties since time
immemorial. He was judged to be 'in mercy',
implying that his claim was not accepted, but was
pardoned at the instance of the king's daughter by the
justice John de Metingham. Jurors said that for the
last ten years the tumbril had been lying on the
ground, presumably in pieces, and was newly raised
for the present eyre. John was given a day before the
Treasurer and Barons of the Exchequer.40
The prior of Llantony was called upon to show by
what warrant he held the manor of Great Barrington.
His attorney produced a charter of the Empress
Matilda (mother of Henry II) granting the canons land
in Barrington, some to be held freely, and some by fee
farm of £4 a year, which the prior rendered to the
king's bailiff at Woodstock. The grant was confirmed
in charters of Henry II and Richard I. The prior was
declared to have shown sufficient warrant. But the
king seems to have demanded a further mark in the
farm, and this question was to be pleaded at the
Exchequer.41

Thomas claimed free warren in Berkeleyharness by a
charter of Edward I to his father Maurice, and he gave
a list of the villages of his demesne lands which
constituted the hundred of Berkeley; William Inge
said that these were in the hundred of Whitston.
Thomas, like other lords, claimed to be quit of
common amercements, fines and suits of county and
hundred by the original charter of Henry II; but
William Inge said that he ought to make suit by his
steward, and his lands ought to be geldable. For all
these claims, and for those relating to his property in
Redcliffe Street, Bristol, a day was given to Thomas
before the Treasurer and Barons of the Exchequer.45

The great noblemen of Gloucestershire were required
to defend their claims. Gilbert de Clare, earl of
Gloucester, claimed view of frankpledge, return of
writs and gallows in Thornbury and Tewkesbury, and
many other liberties in those two towns and in
Fairford and other places. The earl came in person
before the judges and asserted possession of these
liberties since time immemorial. In his views, he said,
he inquired about the same articles as the sheriff in his

In 1290 the Statute of Quo Warranto provided a
means of giving legal authority to those who could
not prove a right to their liberties by charter. The
statute stated that the king had granted that all who
could verify by good inquisition of the country (a jury
of neighbours) before the king's justices, that they and
their ancestors had used any liberties since before the
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FIELDWALKING NEAR NEWENT
Ann Maxwell

Some sixteen GADARG members took part in a
fieldwalking activity south west of Newent (field
centred on SO 716 252) in April 2006. Worked flints
had been found in one particular area by casual
walkers, and the main aim of this exercise was to look
for more and plot any concentration(s) of finds.

finds included 17th and 18th century slip, red and
mottled wares.
There were also 223 clay pipe fragments, which
included 16 bowls or part-bowls, 3 of them marked,
and 7 marked stem pieces. Four fragments are from
pipes made in Broseley, three of them late 17th to mid
18th century and the other late 19th century. The
other marked pieces and remaining bowls are
Hereford types made between 1620 and 1720. There
is a marked difference between the quality of the
Broseley (and to a lesser extent the Hereford) product
and the remaining fragments. Many of the remaining
rough/worn bowl and stem fragments were probably
made locally - possibly in the Newent or surrounding
areas, as the cottage industry was prevalent at that
time.

A grid of thirty-five 20-metre squares was laid out in
the north east corner of the field, where it slopes
gently eastwards down to a stream, and the walkers
were instructed to pick up anything not natural.
A total of 79 pieces of flint were found. Of these, 55
were waste flakes. Apart from one burnt flint, the
other pieces could be dated to the Late Mesolithic (8,
including 4 blades), Neolithic (8), and Bronze Age
(7). The Neolithic included one leaf-shaped
arrowhead. The flint finds were mostly in the north
eastern sector of the grid.
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EDWARD II - ROYAL OAKS AT HARESFIELD AND STANDISH
Alec Jeakins
Introduction
The adjacent parishes of Haresfield and Standish,
which are located south of the city of Gloucester, both
have traditions that certain large, old oak trees were
planted on the route that the body of Edward II
travelled between Berkeley Castle and Gloucester
Abbey in 1327. This article looks at the available
evidence to support these traditions and how these
trees are located in the South Gloucestershire
landscape.

would seem logical to resume the journey on the road
running past the church, the present-day B4008. Half
a mile north, at Little Haresfield, there was a choice.
The suggested Route A turns left onto the section of
the road thought to have been made in the mid C13th6
and at the junction of Black Cross Lane (an earlier
name for the present day Mount Lane), the cortege
would have turned right, passing the church and the
Lord of the Manor's dwelling to the south. Then the
route turns left onto Haresfield Lane and rejoins the
A38 at Four Mile Elm. The alternative would have
been to go right and through Haresfield, joining
Haresfield Lane, which runs between Brookthorpe
and Hardwicke. At the Cross7 the cortege would have
turned left towards the church, there meeting Black
Cross Lane, and at the end of the lane, it would have
rejoined the B4008, and then be in sight of the A38.
Following this suggested route, Route B, would have
shown the cortege to most of the village populace.

Background
Edward II arrived at Berkeley Castle on April 5 1327.
By now he was an ex-king, having been persuaded to
renounce the throne. On September 21 he was
murdered, probably on the orders of Roger Mortimer
of Wigmore (Queen Isabella's lover) and on
December 20 at Gloucester Abbey was given what
amounted to a royal funeral, the chief mourners were
his widow the Queen, his son the future Edward III
and Roger Mortimer. Most authors give October 21
as the day when Edward's embalmed corpse left
Berkeley. It was carried in Abbot Toky (or Thoky)'s
personal carriage accompanied by the Abbot, monks
and also Lord Berkeley, John Maltravers, and their
men at arms1

Dating of the trees
There are well-established methods of age estimation
for vulnerable specimen trees that avoid causing
damage.8 It is therefore possible to see if the age of
these particular trees lends any support to these
traditions. The dating process requires a girth
measurement plotted with known growth rates for
each species. The girth measurement should be taken
at breast height (1.3m or 4'3" above ground level), but
it is important that deformities, branch swellings and
other irregularities be avoided. So finding the
narrowest part of the trunk will give the most accurate
results. John White from Westonbirt Arboretum
visited the three trees located on Mount Lane in 1993,
estimating the latest planting date to be 1370, but
suggests that the trees could have been planted as
early as 1293.9 The Fairy Oak lies between Haresfield
Court and the church and has recently been measured
and given a planting date of about 1350.10 The
Standish trees appear not to have been measured and
dated, but would probably fall within the planting
dates listed above.

The Route (see fig 1)
The route of the funeral cortege is not known2 But it
is likely that on leaving Berkeley Castle, the cortege
would have used the present-day B4066 to meet the
A38, the Roman road between Gloucester and Sea
Mills, which gives a direct route to Gloucester. One of
the important functions of this journey was to show
the populace at large that Edward II was dead and
thereby strengthen Edward III's legitimacy as future
monarch. The image of royalty had been badly
tarnished by Edward's enforced abdication, and a
sense of royal normality needed to be restored3 There
is a tradition that Edward's body rested overnight in
Standish Church, but documentary support for this
cannot be found earlier than 18894. But it does not
seem unreasonable that a slow-moving cortege would
find itself at Putloe, near Standish, as the day came to
a close. Standish Lane, leading to the church,
remained a rough track for most of its existence. The
Arle Brook crosses the lane about a quarter of a mile
west of the church, with 500 yards of shared road and
stream bed5. Standish was owned by the Abbey, and
the church and Abbot's lodgings would offer a safe
and secure place for the night. The next morning, it

The Mount Lane Oaks (SO 805 109)
There are now only three old trees at the eastern end
of the lane. The eastern-most tree is dead, the middle
tree has a magnificent trunk which is rather obscured
on the road side by elderflower scrub and ivy and the
western-most shows signs of rot starting where large
branches have been removed. Melland Hall records
'On the North side of this lane (referring to Black
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Fig 1: Location of oak trees: 1 = Mount Lane, 2 = Fairy Oak, 3 = Standish.
Route A and Route B: possible routes for Edward II's cortege through Haresfield. Road pattern as shown is prior
to the building of Moreton Valence airfield. Other modern features, i.e. railway and M5 motorway not shown.
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The Standish Oaks (SO 794 088)
When the Revd Alexander Nash took up the living at
Standish in 1889, he found floating in the memory of
one or two old parishioners the story that 'in some
fields just north of the lane leading from Standish to
Moreton Valence there are still standing five very
ancient oak trees, venerable hollow trunks… these
trees are the remnants of an avenue planted to
commemorate and mark the road by which the body
of Edward II… the trees still standing do form part of
an avenue is an undoubted fact, four on one side and
one on the other; and a person standing in this avenue
will discover the spire of the church almost exactly in
the centre.'15 Lilley considers the idea a doubtful
embellishment 'that the procession, starting
Northward again next morning, struck out a new
course for itself across the fields to regain the Bristol
Road, a course that was afterwards marked, according
to the tradition, by a double line of oaks.'16 The first
edition of the 25" OS (surveyed 1879 and 1882)
shows four trees in a line with another one to the
south of the western-most tree. These would match
Nash's description.

Cross Lane) stands a row of oaks of great age,
probably the remains of an old land boundary.'11 The
first edition of the 25" OS (surveyed 1882) shows
Mount Lane to be tree-lined, with 20 trees on the
north, and 17 on the south at the eastern end; there are
few trees shown on the rest of the lane. What is
popularly known as the WI History of Haresfield,
states, after a reference to the Domesday Book, 'There
is a general belief, in the village, that the old oak
trees, which border the North of Black Cross Lane
were mentioned too, but we cannot confirm this.'12
Both sources make the point of referring only to the
trees on the north side and also acknowledging their
great age. The trees gained official status in 2001
when they were entered on the Gloucestershire
County Council's Sites & Monuments Record
(SMR21091) as '3 ancient oaks trees at Haresfield'.
With no documentary evidence connecting the trees
and Edward II, the only other area to investigate is the
oral tradition. I spoke to four people with long
connections with Haresfield, asking "What can you
tell me about the oak trees in Mount Lane?" Only one
told me about the Edward II link.13 The other three
had no information about the trees.14

In 1953, G M Davies researched the fields on the
north side of the Standish-Moreton Valence Lane and
found 'three old oak trees with dead tops, in a field
directly behind the (Arle) brook, between Standish
Moreton Farm and another farm…. called Devonia.
Two of these trees are in an open field, the third is in
an orchard.'17
In November 2007, I walked the footpath from
Standish Church to Standish Moreton Farm and found
the trees mentioned above. The eastern one is a large
hollow oak and at about 80 paces to the west is
another oak with a very large trunk. The footpath runs
through what is now a derelict orchard where the third
oak is. The church spire is just visible over the
untrimmed hedges. I could find no trace of a
trackway/sunken lane. The tree found in the orchard
does not belong to Nash's group of four but is on the
same alignment.
The Fairy Oak, Haresfield (SO 809 102)
This is a very large, hollow tree, much reduced by age
and pruning, with only about 10% of the cambian
bark alive. This is the tree apparently referred to by
Oliver Rackham: 'Trees, still extant…The Fairy Oak
(Haresfield) supposed to commemorate the foul
murder of Edward II nearby in 1327.'18 Rackham
stayed at Haresfield Court with the Heywood family,
sometime prior to 1986, and presumably heard about
the Mount Lane oaks. He was also told that the
Heywood children called the old oak tree between the
Court and the church 'the fairy tree'19. It appears that
Rackham was either told the above in some jumbled
form or during an editorial process combined the

Fig 2: Haresfield Mount Lane eastern-most oak tree.
(photo by author)
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information. The children of another village family
who passed this tree walking to and from church,
called it 'the magic tree'.20 These are family
appellations - the tree does not have a village name.
The appeal for children of a tree that you can actually
go inside must surely evoke memories of bedtime
fairy stories.
Conclusion
The trees at Haresfield are located on a possible route
and have planting dates to support a connection but
there is no documentary or oral evidence to prove
this. The location of the trees at Standish is highly
problematic, but with the Standish Lane prone to
flooding, could the cortege have been forced onto
what is now the footpath between Putloe and
Standish, an old track now ploughed out? Although
the evidence here is of an earlier date, it still fails to
prove the connection with Edward II.
The evidence presented here is really too weak to
prove the link between the oak trees and Edward II,
particularly as there seems no record of other trees
south of Standish having a connection with the
possible cortege route. The South Gloucestershire
landscape has many magnificent oaks. Why certain
ones should be associated with particular historical
events is a mystery and will probably remain so. But
perhaps there is a clue from the "Fairy Oak"
reference. Could these alleged connections be all
down to a casual remark repeated and misrepeated
often enough to take on the semblance of fact? In
other words these so-called traditions should, at best,
be relegated to the status of factoids21.
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WOODLAND IN LATER MEDIEVAL GLOUCESTERSHIRE

Martin Ecclestone
Introduction

England, as examined in depth by Oliver Rackham in
particular6,7,8,9. The author’s intention here is to focus on
Gloucestershire east of the Severn (including what is now
South Gloucestershire), and attempt to answer three
questions relating to the later medieval period (1066 to 1536).
First, how much woodland was there at that time; second,
how was this woodland used; and third, what was its
economic value. The answers to such questions can only be
partial, depending as they do on the fragmentary evidence
that has survived. Nor can a necessarily brief article deal with
more than a few selected sources, which may be quite
untypical. Nevertheless, it may add something to the rather
limited published work on our local woodland. There are two
Glevensis articles on wood boundaries by the late Tom
Heyes10,11, and the first part of Peter Franklin’s
excellent work on Thornbury parks and woods has been
published12. Further afield, the Forest of Dean has been well
served by Hart’s ‘New History’13, and so has Warwickshire
by Wager’s comprehensive study of the extent of its medieval
woodland14. It seems likely that more attention will be given
to woodland history in future, as lidar becomes an
increasingly valued archaeological technique.

Woodland is often regarded today as a desirable part
of the natural environment, that absorbs carbon
dioxide, provides shelter for particular kinds of flora
and fauna, and adds pleasing variety to a generally
uninspiring agricultural or suburban landscape. In the
past, woodland was far more important economically:
it provided fuel for both domestic and industrial users,
timber for building work, pasture for farm animals in
thinly wooded ground known as wood-pasture, and in
the oak and beech woods, food to fatten pigs. After
the medieval period, in the 16th and 17th centuries,
coal became generally cheaper than wood as a fuel
and more widely available1, houses were more
frequently built of brick or stone, and agriculture was
greatly improved, all of which tended to devalue
woodland and encourage the privatisation of common
lands.
So it was that the agriculturalist William Marshall
described the Cotswolds in the 1780s as seriously
lacking in fuel2, saying that “in winter, the poor, in
those shelterless hills, must be in a wretched state, as
to fuel. Here, straw may be said to be the only fuel the
country at present produces. Fortunately for the
farmers, stone walls will not readily burn.” He went
on to say that in the Severn Vale, coppices were the
only natural woodland and the timber oak was
“almost entirely banished”, while plantations
consisted totally of fruit trees. In many areas
woodlands probably reached their lowest point at the
end of the 18th century, when the Napoleonic wars
led to the Navy demanding more home-grown timber
for its men-of-war. Similarly after the first World War
a renewed interest in home-grown timber created the
Forestry Commission3, which planted new forests,
particularly in northern England and Scotland, that
during the 20th century increased the wooded acreage
in Britain by 170 per cent. By 2006 8.6 per cent of
England was forest and woodland, and twice this
percentage in Scotland and Wales4. Almost half of all
Britain’s ‘ancient woods’ (i.e. those known since
1600) have been lost in the last 80 years however.
Those that survive now measure 308,000 ha, and up
to 9 per cent of this area is under threat from
developments such as a new runway at Stansted, that
alone would destroy five ancient woods5.

The Extent of Woodland
What we know about the history of woodland in
England depends on very different tools for different
epochs: pollen analysis initially, the interpretation of
place names and charter boundaries for the AngloSaxon period, and increasing documentary evidence
thereafter, beginning with Domesday Book.
Rackham’s chapter on “Pollen Analysis and
Wildwood” is an essential introduction to the earliest
period15, and papers by Hooke and Slater are useful
discussions of woodland on the Anglo-Saxon
Cotswolds16,17. They agree that the earliest use of the
word ‘wold’ is indicative of woodland (OE wald),
rather than the high, open pasture it has come to
mean. There was probably thick woodland all along
the scarp face of the Cotswolds, and to a lesser extent
down the valleys that drained the eastern dip slope.
Nevertheless, it seems likely that even on the highest
parts of the Cotswolds most of the ancient woodland
had been replaced before the Conquest by arable
cultivation, and in the later middle ages by sheep
pasture. The relative unimportance of woodland there
is made clear by Aldred and Dyer’s in-depth study of
two adjacent Cotswold settlements, Roel and
Hawling17a More generally, Roberts and Wrathmell
have argued that the geographical distribution of
woodland and open land in England has largely

This introduction does no more than put what follows
in the context of the long history of woodland in
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persisted for two millennia and has significantly
influenced human activities in certain areas18.

and small, were enclosing their forests and woods to
make hunting parks or chases 26.

Despite its difficulties, no other medieval survey is as
comprehensive as Domesday Book, whose
geographical information has been thoroughly
analysed by Darby19. Its compilers in different parts
of England unfortunately used different ways of
measuring woodland, which do not readily equate to
statute acres20. In Gloucestershire, each manor’s
woodland was generally described by its length and
breadth in leagues, but we do not know whether the
area of a single wood was the stated length multiplied
by its breadth, or around 70 per cent of this product
(as Rackham21 suggests, since ancient woods were
seldom rectangular), nor do we know what procedure
they used for combining the areas of several distinct
woods. In eastern England, woods were often
described in terms of the number of swine they could
in theory support, and this cannot be reliably
converted into acreages. Rackham has nevertheless
attempted to estimate areas, and he suggests that the
extent of woodland and wood-pasture in
Gloucestershire (including Dean) was close to the
average for England, around 14 per cent22 . In
contrast, Darby believes that “it would be rash to
make any assumption about the superficial extent of
woodland” 23. It should also be remembered that
Domesday Book ignored the royal hunting ‘forests’,
as well as woodland that had no monetary value for
the named lords, e.g. that held as part of a subsidiary,
farmed-out manor. For Gloucestershire, Darby agrees
in general with the distribution of wooded areas east
of the Severn proposed by Grundy 24, that there was a
broad belt along the western edge of the Cotswolds
from near Winchcombe to Minchinhampton, that was
resumed between Wotton and Chipping Sodbury.
There were also woods near Tewkesbury and around
Thornbury and Pucklechurch, with scattered, smaller
woods on the Cotswolds dip slope. Grundy’s
numerical estimate of 40 to 50 thousand acres of
woodland on the east side of the Domesday county
represents rather less than 10 per cent of its area, and
Darby’s regional maps of Domesday woodland
certainly suggest that eastern Gloucestershire was
similar to other ‘open field’ Midland counties, where
woodland was already relatively sparse. Brian Short,
dealing with lowland England, suggests that by 1350
the proportion of woodland there had fallen to
“perhaps 10 per cent”, and that “medieval England
was one of the least well-wooded countries in north
west Europe, and in the open fields of the Midlands
one might not encounter more than five per cent” 25.
Much of the loss of woodland was caused by the rapid
increase in population in the 12th and 13th centuries,
that persuaded lords to allow peasants to create more
arable land through piecemeal assarts, often by
clearing woodland. At the same time the lords, great

After Domesday Book, there is only limited
documentary evidence for almost two centuries.
Later, there were several kinds of medieval records
that can provide information about woodland and its
economic significance. In brief, these were accounts,
court rolls and occasional surveys relating to
individual manors, assize court proceedings, legal
documents such as charters and Feet of Fines (that
recorded property transfers), and Inquisitiones postmortem (IPMs), that recorded the property held by
lords when they died. Rather than deal superficially
with all these sources, attention will be focused here
on what manorial accounts can tell us.
Manorial Accounts
The annual manorial accounts produced by the
appointed reeve recorded the manor’s income and
expenditure, and its agricultural produce and
livestock if the lord himself farmed his demesne
lands. If there was woodland or wood-pasture, most
would be held in demesne by the lord and managed by
a woodward 27, who would provide the reeve with
financial information, though the amount of relevant
descriptive detail recorded in the accounts varies
greatly. Frequently there was also common woodland,
from which the manor’s tenants were entitled to take
wood for fuel, fencing and house repairs, rights
known as firebote, hedgebote or haybote, and
housebote. The woodward guarded the manor’s
demesne and common woods and ensured that tenants
of his own or neighbouring manors paid for three
demesne wood transactions: the sale of timber and
underwood, often produced by coppicing or
pollarding; licensing seasonal pasture in the woodpastures; and allowing tenants’ pigs to feed on beech
mast or acorns in the woods (‘pannage’) whenever the
autumnal crop was sufficient. When Domesday Book
was compiled, pannage was important enough for the
woodland in south-eastern England to be measured in
terms of the number of swine it could feed, for swine
“were the single most productive source of meat
available to medieval farmers”, though by 1300 the
loss of woodland often meant that “pannage alone
offered little more than a seasonal bonus to other
sources of feed”28. Despite there being references to
the timber used for building and repairs to the lord’s
property, the quantity and value of the timber felled
for this purpose is conspicuously absent from the
reeve’s accounts, simply because it did not represent
a monetary loss or gain for which he was responsible.
Manorial court rolls frequently include orders on
tenants to maintain decayed property, sometimes with
grants of timber from the lord for this purpose; fines
were imposed on tenants who felled trees, even those
on their own rented land.
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There are relatively few Gloucestershire manors for
which sufficient annual accounts have survived to
provide trustworthy evidence of the economic
significance of their woodland. The accounts
considered here are for the Minchinhampton estate,
with 46 accounts between 1305 and 1515 in the
National Archives, and for Alkington manor, with 30
between 1328 and 1388, held among the Berkeley
Castle muniments.

acre to18acres (7ha.).The manor’s customary tenants and
cottagers were entitled to ‘custom wood’ for their
own use as fuel, provided they occupied a house with a
hearth, worked for one day at harvest time, and gave
the lord a hen and five eggs each year 32 . The five
accounts between 1305 and 1329 record between 246
and 280 such ‘woodhens’ received annually (Table 1);
why these numbers are so high compared with the
number of known tenants remains unexplained. The
number allocated to each wood presumably indicates
how many holdings entitled to ‘custom wood’ lay
nearby, and the dominance of West Wood suggests that
it was close to the village. The 1316-7 famine may
account for the 18 per cent fall in numbers between
1315 and 1320. The Black Death in 1348-9 must have
had a much greater effect, though the Poll Tax records
for the whole estate suggest that in 1381 there were at
least 150 families. The number of ‘woodhens’
received by the woodward gradually decreased
thereafter: 105 in 1378-80, 96 in 1411-17 and 52 in
1447 to 1484, indicating the declining number of
customary tenants. Those who were not entitled to
‘custom wood’ presumably purchased underwood for
fuel, but until the 15th century the recorded sales were
negligible, despite a man being paid 1d for crying “Fuel from
Hampton woods” at Tetbury fair in 1305-6 33. References in
the manorial court rolls to offences relating to the
woodland are discussed by Watson 34.

The Minchinhampton Estate
The manor of Minchinhampton and the adjacent
manor of Avening were granted in 1082 to the Abbey
of Caen, along with Pinbury, a small manor that later
became part of Duntisbourne Rous. Excluding
Pinbury, they were said in Domesday Book to have
two square leagues of woodland, perhaps 800 ha. in a
total area of 4303 ha. (the pre-1892 area of
Minchinhampton, its sub-manor of Rodborough, and
Avening29). Around 1300 there were at least 195
tenants, based on the surveys of Avening (c.1200) and
Minchinhampton (c.1306), with perhaps twenty more
at Pinbury 30. During Stephen’s reign the existing
woods were seriously diminished by Simon de
Felsted, the Abbey’s senior representative in England.
His depredations were described as sales and gifts of
wood without profit to the Abbey, and destruction by
charcoal burners and potash makers. The
estimated cost of the damage was around £67, which
Simon had to pay the Abbey in 1176, and it was claimed that
the number of pigs able to feed there in good years
fell from 2000 to less than 1000 31. This was not
altogether caused by Simon’s mismanagement,
however, as the c.1306 survey of Minchinhampton
(excluding Avening) shows that its 133 tenants then
held over a hundred assarts, ranging in size from half an

Rackham defines underwood (subboscus) as “the
arisings from coppicing and pollarding” 35, which are
ancient techniques for efficient conservation of
woodland, using the natural regenerative capacity of most
deciduous trees. Underwood was not timber (meremium),
but could be used for pales and wattling, as well as fuel.
The accounts from 1411 to1515 never mention meremium,
usually referring to sales of either boscus or

Woodwards for:
Westwood

Year
1305-6
1310-1
1315-6
1320-1
1329-30
Mean

n.a.
120
112
91
112
109

Rodborough

n.a.
64
68
54
65
63

Windsoredge

Cowcombe

Gatcombe
& Hazelwood

n.a.
16
18
16
21
18

n.a.
22
19
19
20
20

n.a.
54
54
66
62
59

Total

262
276
271
246
280
267

Table 1. Number of Minchinhampton tenants giving a hen annually
for ‘custom wood’ rights, to specified woodwards

Notes: Gatcombe and Hazelwood were in Minch. and Avening respectively, but had a single woodward.
‘Westwood’ was probably located near Box, either a wood east of Pinfarthings, or the wood later called
Holcombe (Ref.30, 130, no.156).
Source: National Archives SC6/856/15, 17-20 under the heading ‘Hens’.
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subboscus. This often makes it hard to distinguish
underwood and timber sales, though the considerable
increase in income in these years suggests that far
more timber than underwood was being sold. Table 2
shows the mean income from annual sales in five
groups of years, and the percentage this was of the
manor’s total annual income. The exceptionally high
sales in 1459-62, peaking at £54 19s in 1461-2, were
unexplained, but it may be significant that the then
woodward, Thomas Badham, was dismissed in 1466
for concealing sales 36. From the 1460s a controller
(contrarotulator) was appointed, who was paid 13s
4d a year and carried an axe to mark trees that would
be felled 37.
Years*

1411-17

No.of years
7
Mean sales
£6 19s
Mean total income
£155
Percent of income
4.5

‘logs’ of unspecified diameter and of various lengths,
from 8 to 40 units long, sold for 1½d per unit length.
Their median length was 30 units, costing 3s 9d, at
least three times the cost of ‘spyrs’ and ‘trees’ from
the other woods. The unit length may have been a
foot, if timber prices were similar to those described
by Rackham (see below). The Pinbury income also
included 40s. for two acres of woodland, twice the
price for underwood there in 1464-5.
The 1515-6 list of sales omits Pinbury and the Park,
but includes four smaller woods at Cowcombe,
Holcombe, Amberley and Brimscombefrith. The
sales were divided almost equally between 196

1447-58

1459-62

1463-69

12
£16 19s
£130
13.0

4
£42 8s
£164
25.9

7
£17 5s
£131
13.2

1472-84
13
£17 12s
£177
10.0

1515
1
£16 16s
£149
11.3

Table 2. Annual wood sales at Minchinhampton as percentage of total income

Notes: * refers to the year when each account begins (at Michaelmas)
The total manorial (cash) income includes that from Avening manor.
Source: National Archives SC6/856/25 to 858/13 and SC6/HenVIII/1142.
‘spyrs’ and 216 ‘shrobbs’ (bushes like hazel or
dogwood, mostly in the smaller woods), at mean
prices of 11d and 8d respectively. The median
payment by the 80 purchasers, who included the
parson of Rodmarton, was 3s 8d, equivalent to 2 spyrs
and 3 shrobbs; the median payment in 1484-5 was 2s
8d, for 2 or 3 ‘spyrs’. Another attachment to the
1515-6 accounts details expenditure on repairs
to the manorial buildings, that includes 6s. paid
for carting timber from Pinbury and 12s. for carting
timber from Kingswood, ten miles south-west of
Minchinhampton. There is no record of any payment
for this timber however, despite the fact that
Kingswood and Minchinhampton had different
lords. The cost of felling timber trees appears
only once, in 1329-30, when the reeve was paid
2s. for 12 day’s work at Pinbury42. Three bills also
attached to the 1515-6 accounts reveal considerable
sales at Pinbury, that are not included in the manorial
accounts for that year (which appears to be an
incomplete draft): in 1514-5 10 acres of underwood in
Sibbolds wood were sold at 26s 8d an acre and in
1515-6 30 acres in Overley wood were sold at 20s an
acre, with another 17 acres there at 16s 8d an acre.
800 oaks from Sibbolds with 40 other trees were sold
for £40 (at about 12d each), and 646 oak saplings also
from Sibbolds were valued at £6 (at about 2¼d each).
Finally, 22 oaks were taken from Pinbury to
Minchinhampton, for timber, underwood or fencing.
It appears that nearly all of these trees were in fact

From 1411 to 1476 the accounts record the names of
the demesne woods that contributed to the total
annual income, but from 1481 to 1515 the income
from each wood was also recorded, showing that the
largest share then came from Pinbury. Some idea of
the acreage involved comes from the sale of 10 acres
of underwood at Pinbury at 10s. an acre in 1464-5, of
which a tenth was in tithes 38; timber, unlike
underwood, was normally tithe-free. There were
occasional sales of trees blown down by tempests,
amounting to 60s. in 1378-9, 39s 8d in 1412-3 and
26s 8d in 1417-8. In
. 1476-7 and 1477-8 trees called
‘Ravennest’ were sold for 25d and 14d respectively 39; it
seems possible that ravens were regarded as a threat
to lambs.
Attached to the accounts for 1484-5 40 and 1515-6 41
are detailed lists written by the woodward of the items
sold to individually named people, not all of whom
were tenants of the manor. In 1484-5 there were 72
purchasers of 160 ‘spyrs’ and 17 ‘trees’ (respectively
sold for 12d and 14d each) from the Gatcombe,
Hazelholt and Windsoredge woods, and from the Park
(a wood-pasture) 37 ‘roots’ or stumps at around 18d
each, plus 12s. worth of broken or cropped wood.
Apart from the last item, none of this seems to be the
product of coppicing or pollarding. A distinct group of
34 men, mostly from neighbouring manors, bought
what must have been timber from Pinbury, costing in
total 195s 7d. Most of this timber was described as
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saplings or underwood, not the kind of timber sold at
Pinbury in 1484-5, but it is interesting that this was
the first time that the species of tree was recorded

price of 3s 9d for ‘logs’ at Pinbury in 1484-5 supports
the conjecture that its ‘logs’ were sold for 1½d a foot,
from trunks up to 40 feet long.

The evidence about the value of timber and
underwood at Minchinhampton needs to be put in the
context of Rackham’s research, beginning with
calculations of profit made and recorded at Beaulieu
Abbey in 1269-70 43. From one acre of wood aged 20
years, the underwood was worth 56s 8d, a profit of
42s 8d after overhead costs. Most of the profit (28s)
came from 24,000 pieces of ‘small firewood’, sold for
33s 4d on site, or 66s 8d when bought after carting.
20,000 stakes, six foot long, were sold for 10s on site,
and 4000 ‘oven faggots’ for 13s 4d. The value of
coppiced woodland at Beaulieu was therefore
estimated as around 2s per acre-year, though
Rackham suggests that 6d per acre-year was more
usual elsewhere until 1500. The price of oak timber,
including transport, was then around 1½d a cubic
foot, or 5s a ton 44. Rackham also describes how many
acres of underwood and timber were felled each year
from 1341 to 1495 in Hardwick Wood, Cambs.45
While one to four acres of underwood were sold
nearly every year, for 6s 8d an acre, timber was rarely
felled there. In theory, all the underwood of this c.15
acre wood was felled every five or six years; in
practice, the coppice cycle increased from around
four years in the 1370s to eight years in the 1480s,
and also became more regular. Rackham draws
attention to the general use in medieval buildings of
young timber, usually whole trunks up to 20 feet long,
roughly squared, and aged from 25 to 70 years. In a
timber-framed farmhouse built around 1500 at
Stanton in Suffolk, “half the 330 trees used were less
than 9 inches in diameter at the base, 32 trees were as
small as 6 inches, and only three exceeded 18 inches,
a usual size for a ‘mature’ oak nowadays”46. The price
of oaks like these in 14th century Cambridgeshire
varied from 20d. per tree down to a fraction of a
penny 47; comparing these prices with the median

In comparison with the sale of wood, the income from
‘pannage’, the payment by the owners of pigs to allow
them into the woods in autumn, to fatten on beech
mast, was both small and irregular. In only 12 out of
the 46 years with accounts was there sufficient mast
for pannage, with a mean income of 67s, the extremes
being 10s 2d in 1479 and £7 6s 2d in 1305. The
average income per year was only 17s, far less than
the expected income of 110s in ‘mast years’, a
statement added to the 1411-2 accounts.

Woods in Minch.
le Parke
Amberley
Gatcombe
Holcombe
Cowcombe
The Frith **

acres
32.30
39.80
198.00
36.37
72.96
40.00

The Extent of Post-medieval Woodland
The Dissolution of the monasteries created an active
land market, whose documentation sheds some light
on how much woodland there was at the end of the
medieval period. The Minchinhampton group of
manors was seized by the Crown during the wars with
France, and after a succession of farmers was granted
to Syon Abbey, and in 1542 sold to Lord Windsor.
Details of the demesne woodland in 1542 (that
excluded Pinbury) were copied in a document of 1605 48,
which refers to 554 acres (224 ha) of beech wood, of which
33 acres were ‘waste’. More than half the trees were
80 or more years old, and their total valuation was
£1512. A more precise survey of the demesne woods
was made c.1635 49, giving their names and areas as
listed in Table 3.
At this time the manor’s tenants were protesting
violently against Windsor’s denial of ‘custom wood’
rights in his demesne woods, upheld by a Chancery
decision in 1620, which restricted the tenants to
eleven small ‘common woods’50, often called
(collectively) the Custom Wood. These woods were
probably located on the hillsides surrounding
Minchinhampton and Rodborough Commons, but as

Woods in Avening

acres

Windsor edge
Common wood *
Boxgrove
Hasell wood
Hasellwood coppice
Total area of woods

93.54
55.54
12.00
225.57
104.77
910.85 (369ha)

Table 3. Area of Demesne Woods in Minchinhampton & Avening c. 1635

Notes: * “between Haselwod and Aveningfield”
** Added later; total on ms. is 871.00 (statute acres).
The total area of lands and wood, said to be 6687 acres (2706 ha), probably excludes non-woodland in Avening.
Source: “Nomina silvarum” on p.19 of Ref.49; areas were given in acres, rods and perches.
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they do not appear on maps, their extent is uncertain.
Property deeds from 1613 onwards51 refer to the
Custom Wood on the west side of Rodborough
Common, above Kingscourt, where there are now
numerous mounds and hollows produced by windblown trees.

here. A better understanding of the pattern of
earthworks west and north of the Bulwarks, as
analysed in the EH report, does however add
considerably to our document-based knowledge of
how this land was used.
The survey found that linear earthworks extending
north-west from SO 8582 0102 (on the Bulwarks) to
SO 8510 0158 (near Amberley village) formed the
boundary between two distinct types of earthworks.
Scattered over 61 ha of rough pasture south-west of
the divide there are about 50 pillow mounds, very
numerous small pits and mounds, and sinuous low
banks. All of these are absent in the rather smaller
zone north-east of the divide, where the low spread
banks of a coaxial field system, probably prehistoric,
are visible on the relatively level ground. The survival
of these banks suggests that this part of the Common
was always used for common grazing, rather than
agriculture. In contrast, the complexity of the southwest zone suggests more frequent change. The pillow
mounds indicate an extensive post-medieval rabbit
warren; although the manorial accounts refer to a
rabbit warren between 1411 and 1468, this was on
Hampton Down, east of the town. Two clearly defined
wood banks, each of which enclosed a semi-circular
area on the western edge of the plateau, were certainly
earlier than the pillow mounds. The northern wood
bank, near Amberley, enclosed 16 ha, while its
southern counterpart, near Pinfarthings, enclosed 20
to 25 ha. The two enclosures were separated by a
funnel shaped entrance to the Common that would
have facilitated the herding of cattle. Each enclosed
wood probably extended down the hillside, and they
may be identified with the medieval demesne woods
called Amberley and West Woods.

Two hundred years later, in 1838, the Tithe
Apportionments for Minchinhampton and Avening52
show that the five biggest woods were slightly larger
than in 1635, and there were many recent plantations
smaller than 3 ha. In 1988 an inventory was published
of the ancient woodlands in the Stroud and Dursley
valleys 53; these were defined as semi-natural and
replanted woodland on what are believed to be
ancient sites. Based on this publication, Fig.1 shows
the distribution of this ancient woodland, together
with the boundaries of the Caen and Syon Abbeys’
estate of Minchinhampton and Avening. The
inventory calculates that ancient woodland covers 9
per cent of the valleys’ total area of 22,000 ha., but
only 5 per cent of the 4303 ha. of land once held by
Caen Abbey in Minchinhampton and Avening. Table
4 shows the relative importance of the estate’s larger
woods between 1481 and 1988.
The Earthworks on Minchinhampton Common
Despite the wealth of archaeological features on the
National Trust owned Common, their dating and
function are mostly uncertain. In 2001 English
Heritage carried out a detailed survey of the NT west
of the town, excluding only the sloping ground on land either
side of the plateau 54. Some important features, such as the
prominent bank and ditch called the Bulwarks, at the
eastern end of the Common, need not be discussed

1481-4
%income
Hazelwood
Gatcombe
Windsoredge
Cowcombe
Holcombe
The Park

A.
M.
A.
M.
M.
M.

15
14
19
1
2
6

1515
%income
29
26
28
7
4
0

1542
1542
% value ha.
42
18
24
7
2
-

81
40
65
16
6
-

c.1635
ha.

1838
ha.

1988
ha.

91
80
38
30
15
13

100
74
49
30
12
0

63
79
45
16
10
0

Table 4. Relative importance of the Minchinhampton and Avening Woods

Notes: Columns 1 and 2 give for each wood the percent of the total income from each wood and in column 3
each wood’s estimated value as the percentage of the total value. Other columns give their areas.
In 1481-4 Pinbury accounted for 41% of the income from wood shown in the Minchinhampton accounts.
Sources: col.1 SC6/858/9-11 & 13; col.2 ref.41; cols.3, 4 ref.48; col.5 ref.49; col.6 ref.52; col.7 ref.53.

44

45

Key to woods: 1 Gatcombe; 2 Hazelwood; 3 Kingscote; 4 Pinbury; 5 Toadsmoor; 6 Westridge;
7 Windsoredge; 8 Woodchester; 9 Holcombe; 10 Cowcombe.
Key to settlements: A Avening; B Bisley; D Dursley; M Minchinhampton; N Nailsworth; P Painswick;
S Stroud; W Wotton-under-Edge.
Grid points: X = ST 800870 Y = SO 010070

Based on original work in Ref.53, this shows ancient woodland sites
with semi-natural or replanted woodland in 1988

Fig 1: Ancient Woodland in the Stroud and Dursley Valleys

The hundreds of pits and adjacent mounds in the
south-west zone are now generally thought to be
caused by uprooted trees, blown down by gales. They
are also found on Selsey Common and the west side
of Rodborough Common, which are similarly
exposed to high winds. Although they cannot be
dated, their prevalence (up to 50 per hectare, except
on the golf course), suggests that they represented the
last remnants on the plateau of the demesne woods
and Custom Wood, before the rabbit warren was
created there, perhaps as early as the 17th century

more various than those at Minchinhampton, and the
pannage of pigs was more profitable, producing in 10
out of 30 years an income exceeding 10s., averaging
71s. and reaching £6 10s. in 1383-4. The 1387-8
accounts state that the expected income in ‘mast
years’ was 38s 10d from Mykelwode and 25s 6d from
Okle Park (that lay near today’s Oaklea Farm).
Underwood (subboscus) is only mentioned once, in
1324-5, when the usual income was said to have been
5s, but the sale of hedging and ‘lop and crop’
(croppus) was a more specific description of branches
cut off for fuel. The income from oak bark (used to
tan leather) was considerable, especially in the 1380s,
and was explicitly linked to the felling of oak trees in
Mykelwode for timber; there was one ton of bark
from every three to five tons of oak 60. The accounts
often explain that the felled timber was used to
maintain Berkeley castle, e.g. for a bridge there in
1384-5, while smaller oaks were used to make paling
for the hunting parks, but no value was assigned to
this timber. The branches of felled oaks were sold as
‘lop and crop’, which explains why this category of
income increased in line with bark in the 1380s.
Between 1332 and 1342 a product called ‘scorpio’
was also sold, which was associated with oak bark,
and accounted for about one third of the ‘bark etc’
income at that time. It appears also in the Ham
accounts, where in 1347-8 in Whitecliff park the
woodward sold scorpio worth 13s 4d. The author is
indebted to David Smith for pointing out a similar
word, scorta, that Latham’s Medieval Latin
dictionary suggests is ‘a strip of bark’. The remaining
categories produced a small but regular income every
year; the park hedge trimmings were sold for around
1d a perch (5½ yards), and sales of willow rods or
withies were occasionally high (e.g. 13s 4d in 1328-9). In
total, Alkington, like Minchinhampton, derived only a small
proportion of its manorial income from woodland in
the 14th century. Lacking any documentary evidence
for Alkington in the 15th century, however, we do not
know whether woodland then became as profitable

Alkington Manor
The voluminous Berkeley Castle muniments include
a well preserved run of accounts for the Berkeley
manor of Alkington, with frequent references to
Mykelwode Chase, now better known for the
Michaelwood M5 service station. It was described by
John Smyth of Nibley in the 1630s as “a vast wood
neere 1000 acres, of old much more”, but diminished
by “industry and inclosings .. on every side.” 55 In
1612 Lord Berkeley and the inhabitants of Alkington
agreed that “400 acres at 18 feet to the perch was
enclosed into a paled park, and the residue was left to
be the free common of the said inhabitants .. and
thereon 1000 oaks to be left for the mast and shadow
of the commoners, that at no time after should be
felled.” 56 In this case the park was measured by
‘wood acres’ of 1.19 statute acres, which agrees with
Rackham’s statement 57 that “a Domesday woodland
acre was 1.2 modern acres”; unfortunately, very few
manorial records are so explicit. It appears that over
the next two centuries the common land lost its
thousand oaks, as the Berkeley Inclosure map of 1843 58
records the area of Michaelwood Chase as c.333 acres (135
ha.), most of which remained wooded in the 1920s 59.
Table 5 sets out the income obtained from several
categories of products, averaged over groups of
consecutive accounts. At Alkington the products were

No. of accounts
From pannage
From bark etc
From lop & crop
From hedging
From willow rods
Total
As % of whole income

1328-1345

1346-1354

1355-1366

1383-1388

9
18s. 8d.
5s.10d.
3d.
2s. 4d.
2s. 2d.
29s. 3d.
1.6

9
23s. 8d.
1s. 2d.
nil
2s. 1d.
5d.
27s. 4d.
2.0

6
26s.10d.
3s. 4d.
3s. 4d.
2s. 4d.
6d.
36s. 4d.
1.5

6
44s. 5d.
24s.10d.
19s. 7d.
1s. 8d.
4s. 7d.
95s. 1d.
4.5

Table 5. Alkington Manor: Mean annual income from woodland

Source: Glouc’shire Archives microfilm MF1400, items GAR 21-8, 30-5, 37-52.

46

10 HEYES, T. ‘Bowldown Wood’. Glevensis28(1995), 35-40
11 HEYES, T. ‘Kemble Wood’. Glevensis 29 (1996), 51-2
12 FRANKLIN, P. ‘Thornbury Woodlands and Deer Parks, part
1: the Earls of Gloucester’s deer parks’. TBGAS 107 (1989), 149-169.
Part 2 of this article, on the woods, has not yet been published.
13 HART, C. The Forest of Dean, New History 1550-1818. Alan
Sutton 1995.
14 WAGER, S J. Woods, Wolds and Groves. The Woodland of
Medieval Warwickshire. BAR British Series 269, 1998.
15 Ref.9, 71-100
16 HOOKE, D. ‘Early Cotswold Woodland’. Jnl.Historical
Geography 4.4 (1978), 333-341
17 SLATER, T R. ‘More on the Wolds’. Jnl.Historical
Geography 5.2 (1979), 213-8
17a ALDRED, D and DYER, C. ‘A Medieval Cotswold Village:
Roel, Gloucestershire’. TBGAS 109 (1991), 139-170.
18 ROBERTS, B K and WRATHMELL, S. ‘Peoples of Wood
and Plain: an exploration of national and local regional
contrasts’, in HOOKE, D (ed). Landscape: the richest
historical record, 85-96. Society for Landscape Studies, 2000.
19 DARBY, H C. The Domesday Geography of Midland
England. 1971.
20 DARBY, H C. ‘Domesday Woodland’. Economic History
Review 2nd series, 3 (1950-1), 21-43
21 Ref.8, 75
22 Ref.8, 76-8 and Table 5.1
23 Ref.19, 433
24 GRUNDY, G B. ‘The Ancient Woodland of Gloucestershire’.
TBGAS 58 (1936), 65-155
25 SHORT, B. ‘Forests and Wood Pasture in Lowland England’,
133, in THIRSK, J (ed). The English Rural Landscape, 122149. OUP 2000.
26 DYER, C. ‘Woodlands and Wood Pasture in Western
England’, 111-2, in THIRSK, J (ed). The English Rural
Landscape, 97-121. OUP 2000.
27 HIGHAM, N J. A Frontier Landscape: the North West in the
Middle Ages. Windgather 2004. 120
28 CAMPBELL, B M S. English Seigniorial Agriculture
1250-1450. CUP 2000. 165-6
29 SHEILS, W J. ‘Avening’ (156-66), HERBERT, N M.
‘Minchinhampton’ (184-207) and ‘Rodborough’ (218-34), in
HERBERT, N M (ed). A History of the County of
Gloucestershire, vol. XI. OUP 1976.
30 CHIBNALL, M (ed). Charters and Custumals of the Abbey of
Holy Trinity, Caen. British Academy 1982. 79-86, 105-131
31 Ref.30, 55-6
32 Ref.30, 106, note 1
33 NationalArchives, SC6/856/15 (2nd item of ‘Necessities’)
34 WATSON, C E. ‘The Minchinhampton Custumal’. TBGAS
54 (1932), 260-3, 361-2
35 Ref.9, 7
36 National Archives, SC6/857/25 (in ‘Sale of Wood’ and
‘Steward’s expenses’)
37 National Archives, SC6/858/5 (in ‘Fees and awards’)
38 National Archives, SC6/857/24 (in ‘Sale of Wood’)
39 National Archives, SC6/858/6 (in ‘Sale of Wood’)
40 National Archives, SC6/858/12 (attached bill)
41 National Archives, SC6/Hen VIII/1142 (attached bill)
42 National Archives, SC6/856/22 (in ‘Buildings’)

there, as it was for Minchinhampton (Table 2).
Neither do we know what common rights the tenants
had to collect underwood, in the absence of
appropriate manorial surveys, such as those for
Minchinhampton.
Conclusions
The decision to focus on the accounts of only two
manors, Alkington and Minchinhampton, made
possible a much more detailed description of their
woodland, how it was used, and its economic
significance, than a wider survey could have
provided. It does mean however that any conclusions
cannot be safely extrapolated elsewhere, though in
some respects these two manors may have been
representative of others in the Vale and on the
Cotswold edge. The aspect that can probably be
regarded as most generally true is the extent of
woodland; it diminished considerably between the
Conquest and the 13th century as the population
increased, was fairly constant until the 16th century,
and then either decreased in arable regions (e.g. at
Alkington) or rather less so in pastoral regions (e.g.
Minchinhampton). Turning to how woodland was
exploited, the available documents tell us remarkably little
about how much timber was felled, though Table 2 indicates
great activity around 1460 in Minchinhampton, whereas
increased activity in Alkington in the 1380s can only
be deduced from the sale of bark (Table 5). The data
suggest that if felled timber is excluded, woodland
provided a very small proportion of a manor’s
income, though the underwood made available to
medieval customary tenants formed an essential part
of the peasant economy.
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FIELDWORK AT HARESCOMBE
Martin Ecclestone
A resistivity survey of earthworks at Bottom
Fishponds field, Harescombe, was carried out in 2006
and 2007, and published in Glevensis, 40, pages 31-9.
The eastern boundary of the field follows an old mill
leat, whose channel was widened and deepened in
January 2008 to improve drainage following local
flooding. The upcast was spread over the adjacent
land, which was searched soon afterward. Five small
sherds of 12th century pottery, Type Fabric 41b, and
part of a 14th century floor tile (fig. 1) were found;
the latter may have come from the nearby church,
consecrated in 1315. Also of interest were large
blocks of dressed stone revealed by the excavations,

at locations A and B (fig.2). At A were two slabs, both
1.6 x 0.3 x 0.2m, lying along the east side of the
stream. At B, about 3m west of the stream, part of a
large block was visible when a tree stump was dug
up. Fig. 2 shows that A and B are close to the point
where the stream, running north, feeds into the
millpond (as it was in 1882). The slabs at A must have
been placed there deliberately, but to what purpose is
unclear. It seems plausible that these dressed stones,
along with others found earlier in the field, came from
Harescombe manor house, demolished c. 1600. The
tile is now in the possession of the Mayo family of
Theshold Farm.

Fig. 1 Part of a 14th century floor tile.
(photograph courtesy of Dr M Bailey.)

Fig. 2 The centre of Harescombe in 1882 from
the OS 6” map published in 1885
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AN EARTHWORK SURVEY AT HARTPURY
Terry Moore-Scott and Ann Maxwell
Introduction

comprise a long linear depression running
approximately north/south with a bank on its west
and a prominent platform to its east. With Mr
Carter’s agreement, GADARG offered to survey
these earthworks and attempt to explain them.

In July 2004, GADARG members visited the old
manorial centre of Hartpury, situated about 2.5km
south west of the modern village of Hartpury. With
its Norman church, an impressive medieval tithe barn,
a mill on the nearby River Leadon and a manorial
moated site, it presents an image of the archetypical
manorial centre1. Its relative isolation has suggested
that it might have been the centre of a shrunken or
deserted medieval settlement. It was in this context
that one of our hosts on the visit, Mr Roger Carter of
Hartpury Court Farm, took us to see some
conspicuous earthworks in a nearby field. They

The Site
The earthworks are in the south east corner of a field
centred on SO 3781 2234, immediately south of the
farm buildings and west of the modern road (Fig 1).
Mr Carter told us that this field has been undisturbed
pasture for many years, and it is shown as pasture on
the 1840 tithe map2.

Fig. !: Local plan showing survey area
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Background Research

of the very straight road that was constructed before
1840. This latter road was presumably laid to provide
a more direct link between the church and Hartpury
House, which was built in the 1790s4. The survey
field is shown as pasture on both maps, with the name
Barcroft, later Barecroft, which implies that it had
once been used for growing barley. On the 1840 tithe
map the field is shown as the northern part of a much
larger three-field enclosure called The Fourteen
Acres.

There are two early maps of the Hartpury Court
estate, drawn in 1700 and 1784, in the
Gloucestershire Archives3. The 1784 plan (Fig 2)
appears to be a copy of the earlier one. No scale is
shown, and these maps may not be entirely accurate.
They indicate that at that time the road or trackway
running south from the church and court followed a
very different curved alignment passing to the south

Fig.2 : Part of the 1784 Hartpury estate plan (reproduced by kind permission of Mrs Redvers, Hartpury.
(The line of the modern road has been faintly marked in pencil on the original map at a later date)
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The Survey (February 2005)

A geophysical survey carried out in 2003 on land to
the east and north of the church and Court did not
produce firm evidence for a deserted settlement in
that area5.

The earthworks were plotted in the field from
measurements taken from a base line set along the
western edge of the platform. This survey was
supplemented by using a dumpy level to measure
profiles of the ground level along four axes. The
combined results are shown in Fig 3. Dashed lines
indicate the furrows of the ridge and furrow.

The available air photographs in the National
Monuments Record, Swindon, did not provide any
useful additional information.

Fig.3: The earthwork survey, with ground profiles.
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A resistivity survey was carried out over two 20 metre
squares positioned over the potentially most
significant area. A resistivity meter measures the
electrical resistance of the ground, which varies
according to the amount of moisture present. Low
resistance readings, which appear darker on the

survey, indicate damper areas, whilst higher
resistance appears lighter and implies the possible
presence of a solid material such as a made-up
surface or a wall. Fig 4 shows these results combined
with the earthworks and the 1st edition Ordnance
Survey map.

Fig.4: Resistivity results combined with earthworks plan and 1st Edition Ordnance Survey map.
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Discussion and Conclusions

the trackway and field boundary marked on the early
map (Fig 5). The 1st Edition Ordnance Survey map
(1883) shows a field boundary continuing this line in
the next field to the south, with an old quarry, which
probablysupplied stone for road maintenance, marked
to one side.

The earthwork survey shows that the conspicuous
depression running approximately due north/south
has a raised bank to its west and a much less obvious
depression beyond that. One stone was visible on the
bank, and probing with a metal rod revealed the
presence of others. The bank has therefore been
interpreted as the remains of a raised trackway with a
drainage ditch on each side. Immediately east of this
feature is a flat raised strip approximately 10m wide
with another linear depression, or ditch, on its eastern
edge. The southernmost section is an entirely separate
platform, divided from the northern part of the strip
by a diagonal ditch or gully. The resistivity survey
does not indicate the presence of any buildings.

The raised strip and platform next to the trackway
appears to be associated with the trackway, and these
earthworks interrupt the ridge and furrow that extends
east/west across the field. The ridge and furrow either
side of the track is co-linear. This suggests that the
trackway and adjacent strip are later. None of the
maps mark the presence of buildings in the area. The
raised strip could be the remnant of a field boundary
bank that was present in 1700 but had been removed
by 1840. Alternatively, it might have been used for
animal pens or other agricultural purposes. It seems
very unlikely that it was part of a medieval settlement.

When the 1784 plan was adjusted to the same scale
and overlaid with the combined survey results, it was
clear that the trackway on the surveys corresponds to

Fig.5: Boundaries shown on 1784 plan, with modern boundaries and earthwork survey

53

Acknowledgements

References

The survey team is grateful to the following:
Mr Roger Carter of Hartpury Court Farm for his
interest in this project and permission for the work to
take place on his land;
Mrs M Redvers of Hartpury for permission to
reproduce part of the Hartpury Estate map of 1784;
Gloucestershire Archives for permission to reproduce
part of the 1st Edition Ordnance Survey map of 1883
(Sheet 25/1);
Martin Ecclestone for the ground profile survey and
extra documentary research;
Don Mayes for his expert help with computer
graphics.

1

2
3
4

5

For further information see CHAPMAN, J R, The
Manors of Hartpury (Hartpury Historic Land and
Buildings Trust) 2003.
Tithe map – GA. P165 5D 2/1.
Hartpury Estate plans - GA D1008 (1700 map); GA
D199/2, plan IX (1784 map).
VEREY, D and BROOKS, A, The Buildings of
England: Gloucestershire 2: The Vale and the Forest
of Dean, 529, London: Yale University Press, 2002.
NOEL, M J, Geophysical Survey of Areas adjacent to
Hartpury Court, Hartpury, Gloucestershire, 2003.

BOOK REVIEW:
Amina Chatwin

Arthur J Price, Cheltenham Stone. The Wittington Quarries,
published by the Cotteswold Naturalists’ Field Club 2007.
ISBN 1-904530-08-07. £12.50.
This is a very comprehensive study of the subject.
The author has opened up the history of a place and
time formerly unknown to us. Not only has he
researched the written word and told us about the
owners and the families of the stonemasons, but he
has also explored the caverns and tunnels of the
underground workings, bringing to life a subject all
but forgotten.

publications of David Bick1. Because it was the only
quarry we have heard about, people have tended to
suppose that most of the buildings of Cheltenham
were made from its stone. This, however, was not the
case; the author includes a number of small but clear
illustrations of well known buildings in Cheltenham
and it is fascinating to learn which stone was used in
their construction.

We learn about the different limestones of the
Cotswolds suitable for a wide variety of uses;
ragstones, flagstones, slates and ashlar. The local
stones used for building gave each locality its
regional character.

Arthur Price tells about the finds found underground
and vividly brings to life the work of the quarrymen.
Stone boxes where they kept their candles have been
discovered together with the tools they used, the pipes
they smoked, the tin plate vessels they used for
storing water and ceramic vessels from which they
drank. The horses they worked with were not
forgotten and pieces of harness and chains from the
trucks used to haul stones have been found.

We find that there were a series of stone quarries
along the escarpment overlooking Cheltenham, not
only Leckhampton, but also Ravengate and Charlton
Kings Common, Birdlip, Crickley Hill, Cleeve and
Postlip. Beside all these there were a whole series of
underground workings on Dodwell Hill, Whittington.
There were no less than twelve entrances to the
underground workings in the hill, owned by the
Denley family.

Each chapter has its own references and there is a
comprehensive index.
Reference
1

We have been aware of the history of the
Leckhampton Quarries, which began to be exploited
from 1790 into the early 1800s, from the work and
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Bick, D. Old Leckhampton. Quarries, Railways,
Riots and Devils Chimney. 2nd ed. Cheltenham:
Runpast Publishing 1994.
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UPON THE ROLLING DEEP: ‘THE CITY OF GLOUCESTER’ LIFEBOAT
John Putley
Introduction

‘Address’, ‘Donation’ and ‘Annual subscription’. It
is not known how this pamphlet was distributed but it
seems likely that it was a hand-delivered leafleting,
probably around the more affluent, upper class areas
of Gloucester.

By the middle of the 19th century, over a thousand
ships a year were being lost around the coasts of
Britain1. Thankfully for the crews of these vessels,
the Royal National Lifeboat Institution (RNLI) which had been founded a quarter of a century earlier
in 1824 - was emerging from a period of lethargy and
undergoing a process of reorganisation and
expansion. A critical part of this was a newfound
ability to generate public awareness of the institution
and its work, which led to increased public donations
and higher revenues for, like today, the institution
relied solely on public donation to fund it’s activities.
One manifestation of this was that a growing number
of RNLI branches were being formed in inland cities
to raise money to purchase new lifeboats. Gloucester
was among these and this article recounts the early
history of the city’s RNLI branch and the lifeboat it
went on to purchase.

The Corn Exchange Meeting, January 1866
To publicly launch the branch, the committee
arranged for a public meeting to be held at
Gloucester’s Corn Exchange on Thursday 25 January.
The guest speaker was the Secretary of the RNLI, Mr
Richard Lewis, one of the two men acknowledged as
being responsible for the upturn in the fortune of the
RNLI.4
The meeting started at 7.30pm with the Mayor of
Gloucester, the Right Worshipful Thomas Robinson,
chairing proceedings.5 After being introduced Lewis
began his address by saying that it was a pleasure to
be invited to the city to promote the cause of the
lifeboats, especially with the tragedy of the loss of the
steamer London still foremost in peoples’ minds.6 He
went on to give a description of the situation
regarding shipwreck round the coasts of Britain and
the effectiveness of the RNLI in saving life, citing the
miraculous rescue of the crew of the Liverpool
barque Tenessarian by the Arklow lifeboat on 26
December.7 He then summarised the current state of
the RNLI (which at the time had a fleet of 153
lifeboats) and gave a brief history of the service. He
spoke about the qualities of a modern lifeboat,
including its self-righting capabilities, which he
demonstrated with the aid of a model and a water
tank. He also detailed the costs for a new boat (£420
including carriage), the cost of establishing a brand
new lifeboat station (£620) and a station’s annual
running cost (£50).5 He drew his address to a close
by speaking about Bristol’s lifeboat, the Albert
Edward, which had recently saved all 17 crew from
the barque Juliet that had been wrecked at Polzeath in
Cornwall.8, 9 He finished by thanking the audience
and appealing for all present to support the
Institution.

The RNLI Gloucester Branch and the Lifeboat
Committee
The formation of Gloucester’s RNLI branch seems to
have been the brainchild of two men, Mr S Mayer and
Vernon Morwood. Like many who support the RNLI
neither man seems to have had any obvious
connection with the sea: Mayer was Secretary of the
London Free Church Association, while Morwood
was a widower who lived in Kingsholm and lectured
in History and Ethnology. It is not known for certain
when the two men decided to try and start a branch
but it was probably in mid-1865, not long after the
formation of Cheltenham’s RNLI branch.2 The two
men did not start fundraising immediately but were
probably canvassing opinions and gaining support
among the city’s social and political elite. By the end
of 1865, their efforts had paid off and a branch was
formally established in Gloucester in January 1866.
With the formalisation of the branch, fundraising
could commence. To begin with, the branch
published a pamphlet (see Figure 1 below), which
was a four-page corporate design obtained from the
RNLI 3. While the two centre pages contained details
on the RNLI, the front page gave details of the
Gloucester branch members and hierarchy. The back
page was headed a ‘List of subscribers to the
Gloucester Life-Boat Branch’ and was a generic
fundraising form with columns for ‘Name’,

A vote of thanks to Mr Lewis was proposed by
Captain Cartwright and then seconded by Mr Sturge,
with both men taking the opportunity to deliver short
homilies on the bravery and skill of the lifeboat
crews. By this time, the crowd was in high spirits and
the branch Chairman, Mr Kendal, stood and proposed
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Fig 1: Front page of Gloucester RNLI Branch pamphlet (Gloucestershire Archives NF13.14)
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a resolution, pledging the meeting’s sympathies to the
RNLI and approving the formation of a branch in
Gloucester to receive public donations. This was
seconded and when put to the vote it was carried with
overwhelming support.

of shipwrecks in the Falmouth area, members of the
local Falmouth shipping community had formed a
committee to try and persuade the RNLI to station a
lifeboat at the port. In February 1867, after a visit to
the port by the RNLI’s Inspector of Lifeboats, Captain
J R Ward, RN, the RNLI agreed to establish a new
lifeboat station at the port and they also decided that
the Gloucester was to be the port’s first lifeboat.
Land for the lifeboat house was obtained from the
Falmouth Docks Trustees and a tender was put out for
the construction of a wooden building to become the
new lifeboat station.16

The City of Gloucester Lifeboat Fund
The Corn Exchange meeting certainly achieved its
purpose for money seems to have started to pour into
the branch coffers. Such was the extent of fund
raising that at the branch committee meeting held on
3 November 1866, just nine months after the Corn
Exchange meeting, Morwood - who had been
appointed Branch Secretary by this time - reported
that the fund (which was held at the Gloucestershire
Bank) was “nearly sufficient”10 for the purchase of
the lifeboat and carriage. This implies that the fund
had around £420 (which was the cost of a lifeboat and
carriage)11 though the real figure may have been
nearer to £280, which was the actual cost of the
lifeboat12. Whatever the true amount, the committee
made the decision to close the subscription fund at the
end of the month and then meet again in December to
consider final arrangements for purchasing the
lifeboat. Sometime afterwards, the committee
contacted the RNLI and placed an order for the new
lifeboat, which they had decided would be named the
‘City of Gloucester’.

The Grand Demonstration and Launching of the
“Gloucester” Life Boat
Before the lifeboat was sent to Falmouth it was to
visit Gloucester where the city branch had – no doubt
with help from the Mayor and Committee member Mr
Robinson - arranged a huge celebration to name the
vessel. This was to take place on Tuesday 9th April
1867 and was to consist of a large procession through
the city streets followed by a launching ceremony in
the Victoria Basin in Gloucester Docks. Once afloat
in the docks, the lifeboat was then to give a
demonstration of her capabilities, including her
ability to self-right (for which a dockside crane was to
be used to capsize the craft). The launching
ceremony was an all-ticket affair with the tickets
costing 6d (open air) or 1s (under cover) and the
money going towards funding the extravaganza.

By this date, the RNLI’s lifeboats were all built to a
standard design, which in later years was referred to
as the ‘Peake’ Class after its designer13. This was a
double-ended14, 10-oared, self-righting sailing
lifeboat, 33ft (10.06m) long with a beam of 8ft 6-ins
(2.6m) and a depth of 3ft 10-inches (1.12m). They
were built of mahogany employing double-diagonal
carvel construction and had built in air-tanks (for
buoyancy) and patent drain valves to discharge water
shipped inboard. The firm that built Gloucester’s
lifeboat was the London firm of Forrestt & Son of
Limehouse, who were the most famous of the select
few approved RNLI shipbuilders. The firm must
have had several lifeboats under construction for the
vessel that was to become the Gloucester was fairly
well advanced, as she was completed and fitted out by
the second week in April 1867, just four months after
she had been ordered. Forrestt also undertook her
‘sea-trials’, which like all other lifeboats they built
took place in the Regent’s Canal Docks in London15
in a series of tests including a test of her self-righting
capability.

The lifeboat came to Gloucester by rail free of charge,
courtesy of the Great Western Railway Company. It
is not known exactly when it arrived, but it was
probably a day or two before Thursday 4th April.
This seems likely because a photograph exists of a
dress rehearsal of the launching ceremony, which is
dated Friday 5th April17. Prior to the ceremony, the
lifeboat was housed in the yard on the north side of
the North Warehouse. The procession and launch
ceremony were advertised on the front page of the
Saturday 6th April edition of the Gloucester Journal
and despite poor weather leading up to the launch day,
the weather improved and it went ahead as planned.
As early as 8am on the Tuesday, crowds began to
gather in the city, which was bedecked with bunting
and flags.18 The official festivities began at 12.30pm
when a civic luncheon hosted by the Mayor and
Corporation was held at the Tolsey. In addition to the
RNLI Branch Committee, local military and militia
officers (such as Lieutenant-Colonel Guise) and the
city’s religious leaders (the Bishop of Gloucester and
the Dean of Gloucester), the other guests included the
RNLI’s Inspector of Lifeboats Captain Ward, RN, the
French consul, Monsieur Thomas and five French
ship captains. Afterwards the diners made their way
to the Barrack Square where the procession was
assembling.

By this time, the RNLI Committee had decided where
the Gloucester was to be stationed. Although the
Gloucester branch had presumed that the lifeboat
would be based somewhere in the Bristol Channel, as
was the case with the Cheltenham boat, this was not
to be. On 1st February 1867, in response to a number
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Fig 2: The lifeboat City of Gloucester on her carriage at the docks.
The livery comprised a white hull with blue freeboard with a red stripe around the gunwale and white upper
works (Gloucestershire Archives A154-35).
At two o’clock, by which time a crowd estimated at
over 10,000 had gathered along the route, the
procession (which itself comprised well over 400
persons) set off in the following order:

The route that the procession took started at the
Barrack Square by the Quay, then turned up Westgate
Street across the Cross and down Eastgate Street. It
then crossed the Cattle Market (where King’s Square
is situated today) before turning up into Northgate
Street, over the Cross once more and down Southgate
Street, turning right into Commercial Road and then
into the Docks. Once inside the Docks the lifeboat
was manoeuvred into position at the north wall of the
Victoria Basin, whereupon the military and militias
drew up into a hollow square on three sides. Tickets
for the launch had sold out but such was the number
of people trying to get into the Docks via the public
entrance on Southgate Street that the dock gates broke
open and the crowds surged in. Spectators eventually
occupied every possible vantage point, including
railway wagons, piles of timber as well as roofs of
surrounding buildings, warehouses and boats in the
docks.

City Police
The Gloucester Militia Band
The Militia Staff
The City Artillery Corps
The City Engineer Corps
The Dock Rifle Corps
The City Rifle Corps
The Blue Coat Boys
The Mayor & Corporation and Guests, escorted by
The Gloucester Hussars
The Artillery Band
The Volunteer Fire Brigade
The Liverpool & London & Globe Fire Engine
The Phoenix Fire Brigade and Engine
The Lifeboat
(With 12 crew and drawn on its carriage by eight
horses)
Society of Shipwrights (with models)
Norwich Fire Engine & Brigade
The City Rifle Band
Members of the Ancient Order of Foresters
(mounted and on foot)
Cheltenham Drum and Fife Band
Total Abstainers, Schools and Banners

For the launch a platform had been erected for the
officiating party, which comprised the Mayor and
Mayoress, the Dean, Lady Guise, members of the
RNLI Committee, Rev. Bevan of the Mariners’
Chapel and Captain Ward. After a few formal
speeches, which included the Gloucester Branch
officially handing over the lifeboat to the RNLI, the
Mayoress was called on to name the lifeboat. The
first bottle of white wine19 was accidentally dropped
and so a second bottle had to be procured. After this
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Fig 3: The launch of the lifeboat City of Gloucester into Gloucester Docks, 9 April 1867. (Gloucestershire
Archives GPS 154-2A)

was tied onto the lifeboat with a ribbon, the Mayoress
took hold of the bottle and swung it vigorously into
the hull, exclaiming, “I name this lifeboat
‘Gloucester’. God prosper her”. At this point, the
bands struck up ‘God save the Queen’ and then the
lifeboat was launched off its carriage and into the
water, sending up a large sheet of spray. Her crew
immediately lowered their oars and began rowing
around the basin, to the strains of ‘Rule Britannia’
accompanied by the retorts of two cannon. The
loudest of these came from a 32-pounder at Llanthony
where men of the City Artillery Corps started firing a
salute of 13 rounds (this was accomplished in a
respectable 18 minutes). The other was from a signal
gun on the small sailing boat the Dapper in the
Victoria Basin.20

floating in the basin to properly demonstrate the
RNLI issue cork lifejackets (which had been designed
by Captain Ward). Once the lifeboat crew had
regained their vessel, they recovered their two
comrades, which brought proceedings to a close.
Though the spectators slowly began to leave the
docks, a reasonable number remained to watch the
lifeboat being retrieved from the water. The crowds
did not totally disperse however for the mood was
still one of celebration and despite leaving the docks,
throughout the rest of the evening, the city streets,
alehouses, inns and eating-places stayed extremely
busy. Later in the evening, the last official celebration
took place at the Theatre Royal; the 3rd Gloucester
Artillery Company performed a play (The Rent Day)
and gave a concert in honour of the lifeboat.21

Once afloat, the lifeboat gave a demonstration of her
capabilities including her self-righting capability
(which required the use of a crane to capsize her) and
recovery of persons in the water. Some of these were
crew who threw themselves into the docks but several
were apparently members of the public who in all the
excitement accidentally fell in from boats in the basin.
After rescuing these persons, the ‘Gloucester’ then
came alongside the quay and a crane was used to
capsize the vessel with two of her crew aboard. The
lifeboat righted herself instantly and while she was
hauled back to the quay, the two men remained

The following Saturday (13th April) the Gloucester
Journal published a free illustrated supplement
describing the events of the launch22. Several city
photographers took photographs of the occasion and
subsequently advertised their prints for sale. John
Bellows also wrote a detailed article describing the
events of the launch for the newspaper The West
Briton newspaper. Other literary efforts that were
published included a poem entitled ‘The Life Boat’
written by Agnes Strickland (”The Life Boat! The life
boat! When tempests are dark, she’s the beacon of
hope to the foundering bark!”), and a song by the
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Fig 4: A somewhat fanciful drawing of the lifeboat City of Gloucester at sea, which was published in the
Gloucester Journal’s free supplement of 13 April 1867. (Gloucestershire Archives)
same name by Vernon Morwood (“Upon the rolling
deep, Where the storms ‘their revels keep’, and
crested, leaping, surging billows roar…. ”), which
was sung to the tune of “Far, far upon the sea”.23

Service Record
The Gloucester‘s maiden service took place four
months later on 22nd January 1868 when she was
launched in heavy seas and a full westerly gale to go
to the assistance of the Austrian barque, Francesca
Tercoa, which was in difficulties in Carrick Roads
(one of the main anchorages at Falmouth). The
incident was reported in the Gloucester Journal of the
1st February 1868 as follows 27:

Arrival at Falmouth
A few days after her launch, the Gloucester was sent
(again free of charge) to Falmouth by goods train.
Once at the port, she underwent her first proper seatrial on Tuesday 16th April under the supervision of
Captain Ward. As the new lifeboat station was still
under construction24, her official inauguration did not
take place until Thursday 28th August 1867, when a
similar ceremony and public demonstration was
arranged, with the guest of honour being the RNLI’s
Secretary, Richard Lewis. The day dawned with
gloriously fine weather and at 2pm, the Gloucester on
her carriage and drawn by ten horses left the docks
and was paraded through the town accompanied by
several bands. During the parade, the lifeboat flew a
large banner that read “Success to the Gloucester LifeBoat” 25. The Gloucester travelled all around
Falmouth and as far a field as Penryn before returning
to the docks, where in front of a crowd estimated at
15,000 to 30,000 strong, she was launched into the
docks and once more gave a full demonstration of her
capabilities. As had happened at Gloucester, the
evening saw the town of Falmouth still celebrating
with the main event being a public dinner hosted by
the Mayor.26

THE GLOUCESTER LIFE BOAT. – There was a
tremendous gale at Falmouth on the 22nd instant.
During the height of the storm guns were fired and
signals of distress hoisted by her Majesty’s ship
Ganges, lying in Carrick Roads. The Gloucester
lifeboat, of the National Institution, was quickly
launched for the first time on service, and nobly
rowed round the end of the western breakwater by her
crew. Sail was then made, and on reaching the roads
it was found that an Austrian barque had dragged her
anchors, and was close to the rocky shore, but afloat.
The lifeboat was made fast to the vessel, but her
services were not ultimately needed, as two steam
tugs arrived and succeeded in getting her off into
deep water, the wind by that time having considerably
moderated.
This was to be typical of the Gloucester‘s career. Her
second service was on 13th December 1868, when
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she was launched in a south-easterly gale to go to the
aid of the brig Cosmopolite of Copenhagen, which
had got into difficulties in Falmouth Harbour.
Despite the confused heavy sea state, the Gloucester
reached the vessel in good time and stood by but
ultimately was not needed. Her third service came the
following day when, with the storm still raging, the
Norwegian brig Pehr got into difficulties inside the
harbour. As had occurred the previous day however,
the lifeboat’s help was not in the end required. Her
next service came a year later on 30th December
1869, when the brigantine Plucher of Estherbrugge
got into trouble off Trefusis Point – an infamous
headland inside Falmouth Roads, which had caused
the loss of the transport Queen with 369 lives on 14
January 1814.28 The weather, as always, was poor
with rough seas whipped up by a southerly gale but
even as the lifeboat closed on the ship, the Plucher
was able to extricate itself from the lee shore and
escape into deeper water in the roads.

The tradition that she established at Falmouth
continues to this day and the lifeboat station now has
two lifeboats, the All-weather Severn Class lifeboat
RNLB Richard Cox Scott and the smaller inshore
Atlantic 21 RNLB Falmouth Round Table. The
Gloucester Branch of the RNLI is also still in
existence and holds regular flag days and fundraising
events, for the RNLI is still funded only by public
donation. 30
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UPDATE ON THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND AVON PORTABLE ANTIQUITIES SCHEME

Kurt Adams, Finds Liaison Office for Gloucestershire and Avon.
Introduction
Its has been nearly five years since the advent of the
Gloucestershire and Avon post for the Portable
Antiquities Scheme hosted by Bristol City Council
and Gloucestershire County Council. In that time we
have seen the level of recording increase greatly year
on year. Perhaps most importantly we have seen the
level of findspot accuracy increase dramatically, as
finders are educated about the importance of this
information. It is the findspot that holds most, if not
all, of the important archaeological information, and
enables us give the artefacts a spacial identity, much
more than just materialistic value. This allows us to
tie it in with other archaeological activity taking place
in the local vicinity, thereby enriching the historical
record by improving our knowledge of, amongst other
things, trade distributions or settlement activity. Furthermore,
the greater the detail of the recorded findspot means we
can gather more archaeological information; this is
especially exemplified below.

Fig 1: 3rd century coins

The value of the grot
Over the previous year Peter Twinn (an archaeology
student and archaeo-detectorist) has been surveying a
group of fields in South Gloucestershire. By far the
most common finds from the fields were copper alloy
Roman coins, of which nearly 300 were found. These
coins were of extremely poor quality and it is this
poor quality that has lead to these coins being
nicknamed 'grots'. In most cases, finders would
discount these objects and assume they have little or
no archaeological value.

Fig 2: First half of 4th century coins

However, in a specialist's hands, a wealth of
information can be gained from a coin that was
thought to be illegible. Sam Moorhead (PAS Roman
coins advisor) looked at Peter's assemblage and has
been able to identify all of these coins and has
ascribed them to a particular Reece period, a system
which allows us to break down the 400 years of
roman rule into 21 specific periods. From this data
we found that the site was in use for just over 200
years. Furthermore, Peter recorded all of the finds to
a ten figure grid reference, which has allowed us to
accurately plot the distribution of the coins and see
how the site progressed over this 200 year period.

Fig 3: Second half of 4th century coins

3rd century, Reece periods 10-14
This map shows the distribution of the coins dating
from the 3rd century. Although there are few finds
from this time frame, it is clear that most of the
activity is taking place in the central field.
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First half of the 4th century, Reece 15-18.
Although there is still activity in the central field this
map shows that the findspots are extremely scattered.
However, we now see a concentration of coins in the
top right corner of the adjacent field.

sides gently narrow forming a rough kite shape with
four longitudinal lines run down its length. The
bottom of the head is truncated resulting in the loss of
most of the leg; this is an old break. Hattatt,4
illustrates a very similar brooch, although his example
is missing the spring. Dated to c.30-70 AD.
Database: GLO-734A87.

Second half of the 4th century, Reece 19-21
This map shows a continuation of the early 4th
century pattern. The dispersed pattern of coins in the
central field throughout the 200 years of activity most
likely represents a casual loss. However, the
concentration of coins in the neighbouring field
shares similarities with a number of the excavated
roman temples for example Nettleton in Wiltshire1.
Similar distributions, again recorded in Wiltshire,
have also pointed to the location of probable roman
temples, such as Calstone2 and Urchfont.3 As a result,
experts have surmised that this could represent the
location of a 4th century Roman temple. To investigate
this possibility further, a series of geophysical surveys
are planned in the New Year.

Roman Cart Fitting Terminal

Fig 5: Roman cart fitting terminal

Of the thousands of artefacts that have been recorded
by the Portable Antiquities Scheme these year, what
follows are some of the more significant finds that
were recorded with the Gloucestershire and Avon
Finds Liaison Officer in 2008. All of the following
artefacts were reported voluntarily, by members of the
public, whilst either field walking or metal detecting
and have been recorded on the Portable Antiquities
online database at www.finds.org.uk This data is then
made available to the relevant Sites and Monuments
Record / Historic Environment Record.

An incomplete cast copper alloy Roman cart fitting
terminal in the form of an eagle's head, dating from
AD 43 - 125. Length: 20mm; width: 22.5mm;
thickness of metal: 2mm; weight: 14.83g.
The eagle's head is hollow and has been broken in
antiquity immediately below the bird's beak. The head
comprises of a protruding platform/crest at the top of
the head, which extends outwards and overhangs
above the incised eyes. The platform/crest is
delicately decorated with a series of incised feathers
of different sizes. Each of these feathers is comprised
of an outer U-shaped incised outline with numerous
incised lines extending outwards from a central Vshaped spine. The feathers, which continue from the
top of the head and down the back of the neck to the
break, have been designed in an overlapping
formation. The eyes (length: 4mm; width: 6mm),
which appear underneath the platform/crest and either
side of a pointed ridge, have been moulded and
incised to create prominent eye lids and a slightly
recessed circular cavity for the pupil. The eagle's open
beak extends outwards from the centre of the head
below the pointed ridge at a curved slant (length of beak:
12.5mm; width: 11mm). A small sphere (approximate
diameter: 6mm) is held at the front opening of the beak.
Additionally, there are deeply incised lines extending
down from the eyes and along both sides of the beak,
possibly indicating the cheeks of the bird. There is no
other decoration on the outside of this artefact, which
is in a worn but fair condition, with a large quantity of
dark green patina remaining.

Late Iron Age copper alloy brooch

Fig 4: Iron Age brooch

This brooch of La Tene III, Nauheim derivative type,
length 27mm, width 11mm, thickness 12mm, weight
2.79g. The brooch head is almost complete, with a
one piece spring of four loops, about 50% of the pin
still remains. Sloping shoulders expand from the
spring to the mid section of the head after which the

It is likely that this eagle headed cart fitting had a long
neck and was attached to the cart with an iron
attachment. Perhaps the closest parallel found for this
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artefact is a terminal with an iron/lead core from
Chichester, illustrated in Down.5 As its description
states, such objects tend to be identified as Roman
cart fittings to which the reins were tied when the
vehicle was stationary. These fittings seem to have a
relatively standardised design, characterised by the
sphere within the eagle's beak. The distribution and
date of similar pieces suggests a military connection
and a 1st-century date,6 although as more examples
come to light such a generalisation may be refined. A
similar eagle headed fitting from Ixworth was
illustrated by Roach Smith,7 which Graham Webster
includes with a group of objects interpreted as
military cart fittings of 1st century date. 8 Two
examples have also been found at Cirencester and are
published in Wacher & Mcwhirr.9 Their reference 105
has a hook protruding from the base of the eagleheaded mount, which is in the form of a swan's head.
These artefacts often display a considerable amount
of wear suggesting the reins or a strap passed through.
It has been suggested in this publication that they are
of a predominantly first to early second century AD
date. Other examples have also been recorded on the
Portable Antiquities Scheme database: SF-97C2C8,
from Gedgrave, Suffolk and HAMP-E88954, from
West Ilsley, Berkshire. Another eagle-headed cart
fitting, of a type commonly regarded as military, has
been recently excavated during an Oxford
Archaeology excavation of a substantial Roman
roadside settlement at Higham Ferrers, Kings
Meadow lane on behalf of the Duchy of Lancaster.
Additionally, a very similar eagle-headed mount is also
discussed on the transport archaeology website,10
where a picture of the mount is included. It is also
stated that bronze fittings like the eagle-headed mount
have been found across the Roman provinces
and are often given the German name 'Gurthalter'.
The mounts exist in many forms with various types of
decoration (some including bronze statuettes), with
one or two 'arms' extending out from the cart.
Database: GLO-784136, finder: Peter Twinn,
location: South Gloucestershire.
Roman brooch moulds
78 fragments of roman brooch moulds. There are a
number of different brooch styles represented by the
assemblage, such as dolphin/t-shaped with a hinged
mechanism, and Hod Hill. None of the moulds are
complete, about 50% of the group consist of
fragments from the head or wings of the brooch, the
rest are from the leg. Evidence for the lower part of
the brooch is marked by its absence, as there are no
fragments that have any evidence for the foot or
catchplate. The moulds are made from earthenware
that has a sand temper, the outside edge has a bufforange surface and the inside surface is grey. These

65

artefacts date to the mid 1st century AD to the early
2nd century AD.
Finder: John Paget, location: Compton Dando,
Database number: GLO-9090B6.

Fig 6: Roman brooch moulds

Silver penny of William I

Fig 7: Silver penny of William 1st

Type IV two sceptre, date 1073-76, diameter 19mm,
thickness 0.8mm, weight 1.35g,
Obverse: crowned bust facing forward with a sceptre
either side
Obverse inscription: PILEN REX ANGLO
Reverse: cross fleury with annulet in centre over cross
saltaire botonne
Reverse inscription: LEOFPINE ON GLEPEI,
Moneyer: Leofwine
Mint: Gloucester, condition: very fine, DM: 7.
Although examples of the type III and Type V struck
by Leofwine are recorded from the Gloucester mint
there have been no examples found of the type IV
from this mint. Therefore, this example represents a
previously unrecorded type of coin from the
Gloucester mint.
Database number: GLO-B68C53, finder: Daniel
Smith, location: Taynton

Medieval sword pommel

process during the Medieval Period, it is more likely
that the dye has faded or has been washed out over
time. This artefact dates to 1250-1450.
Finder: Pete George, location: Ubley, database
number: GLO-A526D5.

Fig 8: Medieval sword pommel

Cast copper alloy sword pommel diameter 34mm,
thickness 9.5mm, weight 49.9g. Circular in plan,
there are 12 lobes that run around the outside. Each
side is decorated with a shield that has four vertical
lines flanked by a curvilinear line on each side, all of
which is held within a circular border. Emanating
from the border are 12 trifoliate projections that are
situated in the centre of each lobe. All of the
decoration is recessed; the shield, curvilinear and
foliate decoration are filled with niello (decorative
black silver often inlayed into white silver and copper
alloy) whilst the circular border is filled with red
enamel. There is a large rectangular slot at the base
9mm by 3mm and a smaller slot at the top, 4mm by
2mm, where the tang of the blade would have passed
through.

Fig 9a: Medieval Buckle

A knight depicted in the Westminster Psalter c12251250 has a sword pommel that is similar to this
example,11 therefore a thirteenth century date is
surmised.

Fig 9 b: Cloth belt detail

Medieval roundel dagger

Finder: Darren Wersman, location: Highnam,
Database number: GLO-96A5B8.
Medieval Buckle
Copper alloy composite buckle, length 34mm, width
17mm, thickness 3mm, weight 2.75g. It has an oval
frame with a pointed lip on the forward edge. A
forked spacer on the rear of the buckle, with two
separate copper alloy plates would have been
soldered above and below the spacer. These plates
have two copper alloy rivets at the rear and a large
decorative hole in between.

Fig 10: Iron roundel dagger

Iron dagger, 493mm long, 53mm wide. The blade is
triangular in cross-section, 380mm long, 36mm wide,
7mm thick along the top edge near the handle where
it gradually narrows to a point. There is a cutting edge
along the bottom.

Of particular interest are the remains of a large
proportion of the belt, of tablet woven cloth, that has
been preserved in between the two plates. Most of the
cloth has been stained green by the copper but a
section, showing light strands, is visible at the rear. It
is possible that these may have originally been white.
However, as natural pigments were used in the dying

The guard is made of iron and is rectangular in plan
45mm long, approximately 20mm wide. The handle
is wooden and remarkably complete. It is expanded
behind the iron guard mirroring its rectangular shape.
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After approximately 10mm it narrows to the grip,
which is 23mm wide and expands to 35mm at the
rear. The pommel is circular, 53mm diameter, 6mm
thick (narrowing to 3mm on the outside edge) and is
made from iron.

a number of illustrations of the period where
merchants are depicted with roundel daggers worn at
the belt. These are most likely worn as side arms for
defense and would not have been used as a domestic
tool.
Typically the blades are triangular, with a strong wide
back and only one cutting edge, such as in this
example, but blades with diamond and square blades
are not uncommon. These blades taper to a fine
point, which would make them perfect to punch
through mail or cloth armour, or pass through gaps in
plate armour or visors.
This type of dagger was in use from the 14th to mid
16th century and this example probably dates to the
15th century.
Database number: GLO-D8BD87, location: Bath
area.

Fig 11: Iron roundel dagger - hilt

Medieval weight

Fig 12: Irin roundel dagger- pommel
Fig 13: Medieval weight

The condition of this artefact is amazing. The exact
shape of the blade is clearly visible with little or no
encrusting on the surface. The wood of the handle is
excellently preserved, although one side of the guard
has broken after excavation. The quality of the
preservation is a result of the burial environment. It
was found point down in silted clay at the edge of a
river where the anaerobic conditions had helped to
prevent the decay of the wood and the corrosion of the
iron. As a result of the remarkable preservation of the
piece the finder realised its cultural importance and
kindly donated it to Bath Museum.

Shield shaped cast lead weight length 36mm, width
27mm, thickness 14mm, weight over 60g. Lion
rampant in relief, the edge is stepped down and is
decorated with a line of incused squares, rectangular
hole at the top for suspension.
1250 AD - Circa 1500.
Database: GLO-0D2DA0, finder:
Williams, location: Minsterworth.

Raymond

16th century dagger guard

The name of the roundel dagger derives from the
round pommel and hand-guard which is situated
between the blade and the grip. This would stop any
blows aimed at the hand and prevent it from sliding
down the blade. The dagger is a weapon of war, and
is depicted in a number of 15th century illustrations as
a sidearm for solders and knights alike. Furthermore
an example of 15th century dagger combat is shown
in Hans Talhoffer's instruction manual,12 in which
roundel daggers are the weapons of choice. There are

Cast copper alloy dagger guard, length 91mm, width
42mm, thickness 8mm. Circular cross-section arms
with a knop (spherical protrusion) terminal. Only one
terminal remains; this is an old break. The centre of
the guard has a rectangular aperture 6mm wide,
19mm long, where the tang would have passed
through. Projecting from the centre of the guard, at a
right angle, is an oval loop, which is twisted to
emulate rope and would have been used to protect the
knuckles.
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eight slightly smaller ovals which are made from a
line of dots; the third panel has a band of two double
lines that have been twisted ten times, in the centre of
each twist is a pellet with a dot in the centre. The
foliage in the first panel and the twist in the third
panel are both made from a light yellow gold. Each of
the three panels is separated by a band of low arches
that has a pellet at the base of each. After the third
panel there is a step down to the neck which is 10mm
long by 7mm wide. The base is a flat plate 13mm by
10mm.
Fig 14: 16th century dagger guard

The lid is also highly decorated and again divided into
three panels. The first panel consists of a band of two
double lines that have been twisted ten times. In the
centre of each twist is a pellet with a dot; the second
panel has eight elongated ovals with eight slightly
smaller dotted oval in between; the third panel has
nine quatrefoils. The line in the first panel and the
quatrefoils in the third are made from light yellow
gold. Each of the three panels is separated by a band
of low arches that has a pellet at the base of each.
Before the first and after the third panel is an
expanded collar which has an undulating line on the
surface. The terminal is domed with a six petaled
flower in the centre, this is made from yellow gold.
There are three stamped hallmarks on the inside of the
lid The mark of the crossed palms dates it to 17621768 from the Paris Assay Office and the foliage with
a D to one side gives a more precise date of 1767.
There is an eagle's head to show that it is 18 carat
gold.

These guards are used on left handed or parrying
daggers, so called because the dagger would have
been used in conjunction with a sword, such as a
rapier. The rapier would have acted as the primary
offensive weapon, while the dagger would mainly
have been a secondary weapon to parry incoming
thrusts.
This artefact dates to the 16th century.
Finder: David Gore, location: Almondsbury, database
Number: GLO-5E1DA7.
Gold etui

The thickness of the metal is about 1mm, the colour
of the gold is a yellowish orange with four panels and
the terminal decorated in light yellow gold. The
artefact is in excellent condition.
There are also four rectangular cross section rods that
were found inside the container, these rods are made
of gold, none are hallmarked. All have pointed
terminals and are twisted between five and ten times
in the centre to add strength. These items would most
likely have been used as tooth picks.

Fig 15: Post medieval gold etui

An etui is a small, usually ornamental case for
holding a variety of articles from needles or toiletry
implements to wax for writing, or pens and ink.

Post medieval gold etui, overall length 85mm, width
13mm, thickness 10mm, weight 22.54g. The artefact
is an oval tube made of two separate sections
consisting of the main body 52mm long, which has a
narrowed neck 28mm long and a separate lid 33mm
long, which fits over the neck.

See website for further examples.13
Database number: GLO-0CC593, finder: Paul
Clayton, location: South Gloucestershire.

The body is 11mm wide, 8mm thick with decoration
that is divided into three distinct panels, the first
section consists of an undulating band at the base
which runs around the circumference, from this ten
foliage style lines run vertically for 10mm; the second
section consists of eight elongated ovals separated by
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GLOUCESTER CITY COUNCIL'S COMMUNITY HERITAGE POST
Dr Lisa Donel
Community Heritage Officer, Gloucester City Council
April 2008
Introduction
However, it became quickly obvious that there was a
much more broad approach that needed to be
undertaken. The public's perception of history and
archaeology was changing; a greater ownership of the
historic environment, heritage and history was being
sought by the very people whose history and historic
environment it was and is. To allow for this change,
the remit of the job widened to include more
community-based activities that allowed for the
representation of a wider heritage background that
reflects Gloucester's diverse population not only back
through history but also today.

The closure of the Gloucester Archaeology Unit by
the City Council in 2004, as reported in Glevensis
2007, brought about a myriad of changes to the
management and presentation of the City's historic
environment by the Council. Not least was Dr Lisa
Donel's move from Project Officer responsible for
archaeological fieldwork to the newly created post of
Community Heritage Officer.
Originally the job's remit was simply to "bring
heritage to the public and the public to heritage".
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Museum Displays

Workshops

One of the first targets for the new job was to create
an exhibition space that could be used by and for
communities in Gloucester to reflect and present
ideas and information that would be of interest to a
diverse public. The main goal was to get
people/groups involved in researching and then
curating their own exhibitions on issues of interest to
them; whether it was culture, heritage, health, age,
disability or many other topics that might come up in
our lives. The aim was to give people the opportunity
to learn how to display materials/information so they
could take an idea and present it in their way, rather
than having it done for them by a professional curator.

As a response to the Kingsholm "taster" dig, a series
of workshops were set up as a pilot scheme to provide
training in a variety of archaeological/heritage based
skills that would help the group with their own
projects and prepare them to participate in any larger
community projects being set up within the
Gloucester Regeneration programme. The initial
workshops proved so successful that they were
opened up to the other neighbourhood groups and to
the public generally. The last workshop was a halfday school on human and animal bones that was also
attended by representatives of Gloucestershire Police.
Regeneration

This approach proved very successful, allowing
several groundbreaking exhibitions to be presented
including: Women and the global use of veils,
Aphasia sufferers and one on Lesbian, gay, bisexual
transsexuals. Displays were also produced by
Gloslinks and by Neighbourhood Partnerships.

As part of the city-wide regeneration programme, a
number of community-based proposals have been put
forward in light of the proposed regeneration of seven
areas in Gloucester. These include: training excavations,
building recording, oral history projects, art and
heritage, and much more. It is hoped that these
proposals are wide enough that there is something
available to all citizens of Gloucester if they have a
mind to try. The first area that will hopefully have
community involvement will be Blackfriars. It is
hoped that the first project(s) will have commenced in
the summer of 2008. In future years highlights are
likely to include a training excavation at Whitefriars
(currently below the bus station) and an industrial
heritage survey of the canal corridor.

Outreach
Each year a series of talks has been given around the
county to a variety of different groups. These have
included introducing the Council's Historic
Environment Team, specific site talks and various
talks on Gloucester and its archaeology/history. Talks
have also been given to six of the eight new
neighbourhood partnership groups in Gloucester.

The Future

Work has been carried out with Kingsholm Primary
School to help them develop their own museum
Subsequently, we have developed a series of
activities/talks for the school's new initiative: The
Kingsholm University. This work is continuing. Other
schools have been taken on study walks around the
city to better understand its historical development.

The future looks to bring new initiatives in
community engagement with the historic
environment and heritage. This aspiration includes
the creation of new historic environments and
heritage, which the regeneration programme gives
ample opportunity for. In any great city there is
always development and it can be very exciting being
a part of it. Hopefully citizens and visitors will be able
to participate and share in the moulding of our new
city whilst learning about, uncovering and
appreciating the heritage of the previous two
thousand years and more of our wonderfully rich
historic city. If you are interested in being informed of
community heritage projects in your area or of
regeneration related opportunities across the city,
please forward your contact details to
Lisa.Donel@gloucester.gov.uk 01452 396343.

An archaeological training excavation was set up with
the Kingsholm neighbourhood partnership, which has
led to the development of a core group of people who
are now working on their own ideas for projects
within their area. The group started small but is now
growing fast and can be confidently described as selfsustaining.
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PLANNING RELATED ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS
IN GLOUCESTER, 2007
Jonathan Smith
Historic Environment Manager, Gloucester City Council, April 2008

The following is a comprehensive roundup, in précis
form, of archaeological field investigations carried
out in the local authority district of Gloucester City in
the calendar year 2007. Almost all of the field work
listed was initiated by a planning application or preplanning proposal and was, therefore, carried out
under the auspices of the Government's Planning
Policy Guidance documents sixteen and fifteen, and
the related policy within Gloucester City Council's
Local Development Framework. In addition, two
pieces of work, watching briefs, where carried out by
the City Council's Historic Environment Team
outside of the planning process as a condition of a
scheduled monument consent (at Llanthony Secunda
and St Oswald Priories).

1.

The site investigations are laid out in their
chronological order of start date. The information
includes each site's postal address, its national grid
reference, the date it was carried out, the
archaeological contractor and a short summary of any
significant archaeological information gathered. The
full grey literature reports are available for public
view at Gloucester City Council's Historic
Environment Team based at the City Museum,
Brunswick Road. Contact should be made with Mr
Phil Greatorex, the Historic Environment Record
Officer, on 01452 396346, to arrange a viewing.

Watching brief

22-26 Northgate Street

NGR SO 8322 1857
Watching brief

January 2007
Oxford Archaeology

Observations made during excavation for foundations
revealed deep deposits of post-medieval made ground
sealing post-medieval cess pits.
2.

Gloucester South West Bypass,
Netheridge section

NGR SO 8135 1530
to OS 8183 1646

January 2007

Gloucestershire
CC Archaeology Service

Six archaeological features were recorded during
ground works associated with the construction of a
bypass. The features comprised undated narrow
furrows, a backfilled water-course, three postmedieval ditches and a spread of post-medieval
building rubble.
3.
NGR SO 8342 1958

A map (fig.1) is appended that shows the spatial
distribution of the investigations; these are
concentrated in the historic core of the city or the
Gloucester Quays regeneration area to the south of
the city centre. There are eleven sites and twelve
investigations (two investigations, building recording
and a subsequent watching brief, were carried out
within a single site at Baker's Quay).

Evaluation

Kingsholm Close
May 2007
Gloucestershire
CC Archaeology Service

The evaluation was carried out to provide supporting
information to a planning application for a detached
dwelling. The investigation recorded first-century AD
building remains and an associated surface on the
same alignment as adjacent features within the
earliest legionary fort. In addition fourth-century
surfaces and a possible building were also identified.
The deposits were encountered as little as 0.5m below
the current ground surface (11.99m AOD).

The most frequent type of investigation was the
watching brief. Of the three evaluations, the one
conducted at the Gloucester Golf Club included a
geophysical survey in advance of trial trenching. No
field walking was carried out in 2007, but the year
witnessed two building recording projects, a type of
archaeological investigation that is likely to become
more frequent as the regeneration programme
accelerates.
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4.

Llanthony Secunda Priory

NGR SO 8229 1803
Watching brief

adjacent to the Victorian boundary wall along Priory
Road. The work was carried out to comply with a
condition of scheduled monument consent.

May 2007

9.

Gloucester
CC Historic Environment Team

Gloucester Golf Club

NGR SO 8430 1435
No significant archaeology was revealed by ground
works associated with the erection of a security fence
along the Llanthony Road frontage. The work was
carried out to comply with a condition of scheduled
monument consent.
5.

Evaluation

June 2007

Building recording

GL Hearn

A rapid building recording, comprising of a
photographic survey, was carried out in advance of
the demolition of the 1915 purpose-built hospital
buildings fronting Great Western Way.
6.

10.

Former St Luke's Graveyard, Church
Street

NGR SO 8277 1793
Excavation

July-August 2007

Building recording

Foundations Archaeology

Watching brief

August 2007
Gloucestershire CC
Archaeology Service

No.11 was constructed between 1877 and 1901 on the
site of a former slate yard. It was originally a shop
with residence over. It too was substantially modified
in the twentieth century.

St Oswald's Priory, Priory Road

NGR SO 8306 1901
Watching brief

Scott Wilson

The western portion of No.7 and No.9 formed a pair
of artisans’ cottages dating from the 1830s. No.7 was
subsequently extended to the east and south in a
number of phases during the 1840s and 1850s that
also witnessed alterations to internal arrangements.
No.7 was further extended to the east in the late
twentieth century and No.9 was comprehensively
refurbished at a similar time; no historic features were
visible internally. Fixtures and some fittings of a
barrel cellar survived in the basement of No.7
attesting to the building's use as a public house in the
twentieth century.

No significant archaeological features, deposits or
artefacts were observed during ground works for an
extension to the hospital.
8.

October-December 2007

Archaeological building recording was conducted in
advance of demolition of 7-11 Llanthony Road and of
the residential conversion of 1-3 Merchant's Road.

Capio Winfield Hospital, Tewkesbury Road

NGR SO 8343 2019

Baker's Quay, 7-11 Llanthony Road and
1-3 Merchant's Road

NGR SO 8266 1810

A rescue excavation recorded the position and
elevation of 52 late nineteenth and early twentieth
century burials in the disused graveyard of the former
St Luke's Church. One brick lined burial was
identified, the remainder had been buried in wooden
coffins, which had almost totally disintegrated.
7.

Cotswold Archaeology

The evaluation was carried out to provide information
in support of a planning application for a new driving
range. An initial geophysics survey identified the
alignment and layout of removed field boundaries and
ridge and furrow indicating four former fields. Two
rectilinear anomalies were further investigated with a
trial trench. No significant archaeological features,
deposits or artefacts, other than field boundaries were
recorded. The anomalies were found to be the residue
of dumped burnt material from the period when the
boundary lines had been grubbed out, presumably
when the gold course was first laid out.

Gloucester Royal Hospital, new Sexual
Health Clinic

NGR SO 8382 1867

September to October 2007

August 2007
Gloucester CC Historic
Environment Team

Nos.1-3 Merchant's Road formed a combined twostorey shop and three-storey warehouse. The
buildings were erected between 1840 and 1852. The
buildings were subjected to alterations and insertions
in the early twentieth century when in use as a glass
works and retailers.

No significant archaeology was revealed by ground
works associated with the lowering of ground levels
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11.

Monk Meadow (Llanthony Road/
St Anne's Way)

NGR SO 8222 1775
Evaluation

12.

November 2007

Bakers Quay, Llanthony Road/Merchant's
Road

NGR SO 8265 1809

Cotswold Archaeology

Watching brief

Three trial pits cut in advance of the determination of
a planning application for residential development
recorded no significant archaeological features,
deposits or artefacts other than the up cast and made
ground associated with the construction and later
widening of the Gloucester and Sharpness canal.

November-December 2007
Cotswold Archaeology

Archaeological monitoring and recording of ground
works following the demolition of buildings
comprising 7-11 Llanthony Road 1-3 Merchant's
Road recorded a buried soil horizon and a possible
palaeochannel. No pre-nineteenth-century artefacts or
features were observed.

Fig. 1 Archaeological Fieldwork in Gloucester 2007
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HON TREASURER'S REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDING 29 FEBRUARY 2008
Receipts and Payments for year ending 29 February 2008
Income

Member' Subscriptions
Contributions at Meetings inc Non-Members
Glevensis
Coach Outing
Anniversary Dinner
Bank Interest Treasurer's Account
High Interest Account
CAF Cash Account for Publication Fund
Income Tax Refund
Auction/Raffle at Xmas Party etc
Donations
Publication of St Mary's Report

2007-2008
£

2006-2007
£

1462.00
45.50
82.93
748.00
540.00

1834.00
5.50
116.00
575.00

350.00

0.93
40.66
708.02
295.82
11.00
200.00

Total Income

4,454.68

3,786.93

Expenditure

2007-2008
£

2006-2007
£

268.20
67.50
82.00
288.38
326.52
536.00
525.00
574.90
47.00
270.32
15.00
32.49
995.00
22.28
0.35

146.00
287.50
82.00
269.63
260.58
581.00

Total Expenditure

4,050.94

2270.74

Gross Surplus
Less CAFCash Interest to Publication Fund,
Transferred to Accumulated Fund

403.74
894.83
-387.14

1,516.19
708.02
808.17

Lecturer's Expenses, Fees, Donations and Gifts
Accommodation
Affiliation Fees
Insurance
Postage
Coach Outing
Anniversary Dinner
Printing
Glevensis
Other
Photocopying & Stationery
Advertising
Internet Site Host Rental
Miscellaneous
Publication expenses - St Mary's
Equipment Maintenance
CAF Bank Charge
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52.47
894.83
278.95

421.00
45.00
124.25
13.80
30.00
9.98

Statement of Assets and L:iabilities as at 29 February 2008
Current Assets

2007-2008
£

2006-2007
£

2,693.38
1,750.08
18,782.87

3,132.99
1,697.61
17,991.99

Total Assets

23,226.33

22,822.59

Accumulated Fund

2007-2008
£

2006-2007
£

4,830.60
-387.14
4,443.46

4,022.43
808.17
4,830.60

Brought forward from last year
Plus surplus from the year
Sub total

17,991.99
790.88
18,782.87

17,283.97
708.02
17,991.99

Total Assets

23,226.33

22,822.59

Bank Accounts

Treasurer's Account
High Interest
CAFCash Account

Brought forward from last year
Plus Gross surplus less interst on CAFCash Account
Sub Total
Publication Fund

Notes
1.

The subscription total includes 5 (20) subscriptions £57 (£226) paid in advance.

2.

The Publication Fund is the money from the Frocester Publication Fund in 2001 and is earmarked for
Vols 3 and 4 and subsequently other publications.

3.

Nigel Spry has prepared and issued the report on the excavation carried out at St Marys. Last year he
and this year Gloucester City made donations towards the publication costs.
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NOTES FOR CONTRIBUTORS TO GLEVENSIS AND
EDITORIAL CONVENTIONS FOR REFERENCES

Format
Authors are requested to submit a typed hard copy of their manuscript and an identical electronic copy, preferably
on CD-ROM. The format of the word processed text body should be either Word or Rich Text with Times New
Roman 10 point font. The text should be double spaced, justified to left hand side, with numbered pages and wide
margins on one side of A4 paper. It would be helpful if only the final version of the article, clearly labelled, were
present on the disc. If for any reason a disc cannot be supplied it is important that the manuscript should be of
good quality i.e. on at least 80g/m2 white paper so that the text can be scanned into a computer.
Illustrations should be kept separate from the text. All illustrations, line drawings and photos, should be ‘figs’
(figures), and not plates and figures. Captions should be supplied and be sufficiently descriptive to give a
reasonable explanation of the figure without reference to the text. Illustrations should be of good quality, with
photos supplied as prints and line drawings in black ink, on white paper, no greater than A4 in size, if possible.
(Limited modification of line drawings using computer graphics may be applied during editing to improve
drawings of ‘freehand’ quality). If supplied electronically on CD-ROM these should be saved in jpg, (not eps
format) and as black and white or greyscale images only ( ie not coloured).
Referencing
The reader should be able to check and follow up the evidence for statements made by the author, by means of
a referencing system. This also protects the author against charges of plagiarism.
1

Glevensis uses the ‘running note’ method of citation, where each cited reference has a separate sequential
number, superscripted in the text in 7 point Times New Roman font. Notes and references will be printed at
the end of the text and should be supplied typed in sequence.

2

Some items in the references, may be explanatory notes, but the majority will refer to the source and
published sources should be presented as follows:
a) For books: Author, editor (with initials) or organisation name. Title of book (in italics), edition if not first,
page numbers referred to. Place and name of publisher, year of publication (in brackets).
Example
Hoskins, W. G. Fieldwork in local history, 2nd ed, pp 41-46. (London: Faber and Faber, 1982.)
b) For journals: Author’s name, ‘Title of article’ (in quotes). Title of journal (in italics) volume number (in
bold), date (in brackets), page number(s).
Example
Lloyd, C. ‘Arthur’s Britain’, Landscape History 21 (1999), 9.
c) In the case of chapters from edited books or papers from an edited collection, the name of the chapter’s
or paper’s author is followed by the ‘title’ of the article, in quotes, followed by ‘in’, the name or names
of the editor(s) and the title of the book, (in italics), then the publisher, date and page no as in a) or b)
above.
Example
Moore, D. ‘The charter evidence’ in Aston M. and Lewis C. (eds.), The Medieval Landscape of Wessex.
Oxbow Monograph 46 (1994), 97-114.
d) Where a reference is to an already referenced book or article, it is sufficient to give the earlier reference
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number, plus the relevant page numbers.
Example
Ref. 1, 27-31.

e) Maps used should also be referenced. Creator, editor or organisation. Title of map. Sheet number, edition
or series title. Place and name of publisher (if given).
Examples
Map references: Ordnance Survey. 1972. OS map. Plan SO7622-7722 Scale 1:2500 (25")
Ordnance Survey 1885 1st edition OS map. Sheet no 24/8. Scale 25"
f) Web reference: Author or editor, initials. Online title (in italics). Edition (if known). Place and name of
publisher (if given). Date of publication. URL. Date accessed (in brackets).
Example
Genuki. Gloucestershire town and parish map: Forest of Dean area.
http://www.genuki.org.uk/big/eng/GLS/GLSImgMap1.html (Accessed 26.11.06)
4. Unpublished documentary sources should be referenced by the location of the document, its local reference
number and the folio number(s). The document's description and date is also desirable.
Examples (explain any abbreviations used in text):
NA. National Archives, STAC/7/16/5 ff.1-10 (1601 depositions)
GA. Gloucester Archives, D3398 1/7/10. Deeds of lease and sale 1851-1880.
5

Information provided by individuals should be referenced by: Name of source: personal communication.
Date information given.

Deadline for submissions will be October 31st. The Editor will subsequently notify you whether your paper has
been accepted and discuss any changes needed. Following revisions you will be sent proofs to check for any
errors and give final approval, prior to publication.
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