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HON. SECRETARY’S REPORT TO THE 2012 AGM
Marta Cock

Introduction

closes. We thank our hosts there. There was also an
extra-ordinary meeting in February to agree
arrangements for the transfer to GADARG of the
Frocester Publication Fund about which the Treasurer
will report to this AGM. We applaud Eddie Price’s
very generous decision. Membership remains steady.

In this, my first report to the AGM, I pay tribute to
Martin Ecclestone who has given GADARG so much
over seventeen years as Secretary and during the last
two years as Minutes Secretary. I can never reach his
standards of erudition, academic insight and practical
experience of so many aspects of archaeology. At the
2011 AGM finding time to fit in the role of Honorary
Secretary while I continued as Meetings Secretary
meant I did not then allow my name to go forward to
succeed him. I now thank our Chairman, Mike
Milward, for taking on the spring/summer
programme; without his commitment I could not have
agreed to become your Hon. Secretary from July
2011. I hope I will prove worthy of your trust.

Fieldwork
GADARG carried out resistivity surveys at
Shortwood (Haresfield) and Standish Wood
(Randwick) in April, at Zoons Court Farm
(Churchdown) in September, and at Woeful Lake
Farm (Sherborne) in November. We also field walked
the resistivity grid squares at Woeful Lake. The
National Trust would like us to do more work there
this year. We also field walked at Linton Farm
(Churcham) in March. Members assisted a five day
excavation at the south-west corner of Deerhurst
church, revealing early foundations. A Resistivity
Survey off Sandhurst Lane in Gloucester was
completed satisfactorily in March. GADARG
members are now involved in the externally funded
GCCAS Kingsholm Community Archaeology
Project. In June the results of Terry Moore-Scott’s
Linton project were shown, discussed and artefacts
examined at St Andrew’s URC in Cheltenham led by
Kurt Adams, Portable Finds Officer. Our Lidar
project still has a large number of sites to visit and
revisit; arrangements to do so are underway.
Members have contributed to other surveys and
excavations, such as at Nesley with Committee
member Tony Roberts’ Archeoscan and with the
National Trust at Woodchester. Ann Maxwell
continues to successfully co-ordinate fieldwork
opportunities.

Committee
We are very grateful to Gloucestershire County
Council Archaeology Service (GCCAS) for all the
advice it gives the Committee, especially to Tim
Grubb, but also to all GCCAS staff with whom we
constantly interact. We are indebted to GADARG
member Debbie Brookes who devised last summer’s
survey with which we hoped to find out more about
what you, our members, want of us and to help us
modernise to attract new members without losing
your interest and engagement. The returns were low,
33 out of 160 members so an overall assessment is out
of the question, but there were some interesting
replies and ideas worthy of careful consideration. A
working group is currently being formed to take these
forward, which will start by looking to arrest the
steady decline in membership by considering the
name of the group, and its visibility, particularly with
regard to the internet and possibly other social media.
A questionnaire was also sent in January to all those
who normally go to Gloucester meetings because
attendance had been very low during the autumn. We
wanted to find out if the new venue was the problem.
It was not: clashes were the main reason. We decided
to book Ribston Hall High School library again for
next year.

Meetings Programme
Everyone was disappointed that we could not afford
the high price now charged at Gloucestershire
Archives. We miss Paul Evans there and thank him
for all the help he gave us over the years. We also
thank the staff of this new Gloucester venue, in
particular Sandy Woodcock who ensures the
technology works and makes us very welcome. We
continue to be very happy with St Andrew’s URC in
Cheltenham for its excellent venue and to David
Black there who spearheaded the community protest
about proposed evening parking fees, resulting in
defeat for the proposals.

The Committee returned to meeting in the evening in
order to attract new members who work in daytime.
Our first three meetings were in members’ homes
because we could not afford the cost of a room in
Shire Hall. For the last two we have met, free, in the
Café of Sainsbury’s at Gloucester Quays after it
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Our experiment with a Pottery Workshop at Nesley in
partnership with Archeoscan in September was very
successful for those who attended, though GADARG
members were in the minority. We are very grateful to
pottery specialist Jane Timby and Archeoscan. Some
highlights of the wide-ranging programme were
Linda Hall on privies “Down the Garden Path” and
Rose Hewlett on “ ‘Old’ Frampton Court”. Charges to
members’ for attendance at lectures occasioned very
few grumbles.

Thanks are also due to those committee members who
put up exhibitions at events run by e.g. Local History
Societies, GCCAS as at Kingsholm. Angela
Newcombe’s energy and enthusiasm for setting up
exhibitions about us at a variety of events is as
welcome as ever.
The future of Gloucestershire County Council
Archaeology Service
As a result of Gloucestershire County Council’s
review of its Archaeology Service (GCCAS) the
current team of twenty will be reduced by the end of
2012-13 to a core team of five (currently six and
funded by the county and district council), with
consequent redundancies. GCCAS will no longer be
allowed to benefit from funding available from
English Heritage (EH), Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF)
etc. for Heritage Environment Record (HER)
enhancement, outreach and education projects, and
archaeological survey/management. Fieldwork
undertaken in connection with development will
cease early in 2012-13, and other archaeological
projects that are externally funded will be completed
over a two year period. No new projects will be
undertaken. We very much value the work done by
the current staff despite most of them knowing that
they will soon be redundant, with their skills and
expertise lost to Gloucestershire. This year has seen a
flowering of their talents in so many heritage projects,
most externally funded. During planning for this
upheaval GCCAS has also supported the City Council
in the absence of staff to deal with its own remit. We
thank them wholeheartedly. We will miss them.

The Spring/Summer programme was disappointing as
far as numbers were concerned, except for our visit to
the Archeoscan dig at Nesley. For that, thank you to
Tony Roberts, Debbie and Jess Brookes, as well as to
the landowner. The visits to Warmley and Sea Mills
(Roman Abona) were well worth the drives there. The
day tour to Avebury did not take place because too
few booked. Sadly our members’ survey and other
enquiries have not offered us any reasons as to why
numbers were so low. Perhaps it is due to the
economic downturn?
We thank all our speakers and guides not only for
their academic contributions, but also for keeping
their fees and expenses low or even in some cases,
waiving them.
Newsletter and publicity
The new style newsletter appears to be appreciated,
judging by comments received. My thanks are due to
all those who contributed articles for it. Also we now
exchange information electronically with many
museums and other societies. The cost of mailings
continues to escalate so the email list I have set up has
been a great boon fiscally. It also means that in
between newsletters members with email can be
alerted to other events and opportunities, local,
regional and national. I am very conscious that
members without access to email are disadvantaged,
but the cost of extra mail-outs is too high. More than
a third of our members have given us their email
addresses.

I have not yet found out how the apparently perverse
decision was made to disallow GCCAS to bid for
external funding, considering that overall, the County
Council does not appear to be averse to external
funding. GADARG members may wish to contact
their County Councillors, preferably in writing and
keep a very close eye on local developments which
could have adverse implications for our heritage.

The summary results and interactive map of the Community Dig at Greyfriars, Gloucester, led by Cotswold
Archaeology, that took place in the summer is available to view at:
http://www.cotswoldarchaeology.co.uk/gloscat-community-archaeology-project/
Cotswold Archaeology are sorry they were unable to provide a written interim report for this.
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BOOK REVIEW
David Aldred
The River Isbourne in the Service of Mankind, by Mike Lovatt, Amberley Publishing plc. Stroud, paperback,
126 pages, 16.5 x 23.5cms, 119 illustrations, ISBN 978 1 4456 0490 9, price £14.99, 2012.
‘The object of this book is to record how, over the last
thousand years, a small country river has been put to
use by the local communities.’ (p7). This is a novel
way to approach an historical account of the River
Isbourne as it flows from its origins on the northern
slopes of Cleeve Common through the vale to reach
the River Avon at Hampton near Evesham, some
twenty two miles later. In popular thought it is often
bracketed with the much more famous River Nile as a
river which, very unusually, flows due north. The
colourful frontispiece map identifies twenty one sites
for consideration, but the text adds several more.
Mike Lovatt communicates his enthusiasm to the
reader in a series of chapters of varying length, which
focus on each of the sites as he travels down the river
from its source to the Avon. He is well-qualified to
write this book for he played a key part in restoring
Stanway Estate’s water mill to working order and he
has been grinding corn there since October 2009.
Although the book has been written for a general
audience, the emphasis on the physical remains and
his explanation of those features which still survive,
will be of interest to all who are interested in postmedieval archaeology.

Beesmoor Brook to provide an open air swimming
pool in Winchcombe to mark Queen Victoria’s
Diamond Jubilee and to generate electricity at the
long-vanished Waterhatch Farm higher up the valley.
His discussions of Winchcombe’s nineteenth-century
silk mill and Stanway’s three hundred feet high
fountain also widen his theme away from the
mainstream. Unlike many recent local history books,
there is an index which allows the reader to easily
pick out any individual site along the river and its
tributaries.
If the strength of the book lies in the explanation of
the technicalities of harnessing the power of the River
Isbourne and in the nineteenth- and twentieth-century
background, then weaknesses can be found in the
history of earlier years. Quite rightly Mike Lovatt
writes that he is only concerned with sites where there
are physical remains and he is very aware of the
potential problems in identifying the exact sites from
the written record, but he falls into these traps when
attempting to identify the location of one of the mills
at Postlip, although he discusses such problems
carefully when considering the location of former
mills in Toddington.

This is an attractively produced book, with many
colour illustrations. Mike Lovatt makes good use of
both archive (especially from the 1950s) and modern
photographs to develop his theme and explain the
technicalities of harnessing water power, especially
for grinding corn. He is to be congratulated on
explaining the processes so clearly; his chapter on
Dumbleton Mill being particularly successful.
Readers wishing to learn more about the largest
establishment on the river, the paper mills at Postlip
will not be disappointed by the text or the
illustrations. There is a detailed account of their
history from the early eighteenth century, which is
supported by a variety of photographs showing the
site and the processes. A line drawing matching the
processes to the buildings will be of particular interest
to archaeologists despite its small size. The author
generally makes good use of local papers, census
returns and oral testimony to add depth to his
observations. For example, he traces the history of
Sedgeberrow Mill from 1800, when it was advertised
for sale in the Worcester Journal, through the census
returns from 1841 to 1911 to the Taylor family in
whose hands the mill ceased production after the
Second World War. Another strength is his exploring
less obvious ways in which the river and its tributaries
have been of service to mankind; the harnessing of the

There are several examples of uncritically using
‘factoids’: Sedgeberrow mill dating back to Roman
times; the monks at Hailes moving all the villagers to
Didbrook; the Saltway passing by Toddington. There
are also a few factual errors: the Thames was reached
at Lechlade, not Cirencester; the deserted settlement
lay at Roel, not Roel Gate; Rudder’s history of the
county was published in 1779, not 1770. But these
are, however, minor points in a work of great
enthusiasm, yet at times the enthusiasm becomes
unchecked and the style of writing becomes
disjointed. As a result the book in places reads like a
gazetteer with short, disjointed paragraphs; the
account of Winchcombe town mill being difficult to
follow when it loses its flow and chronological
structure.
However, these shortcomings should not detract from
what is a well-presented volume with an imaginative
angle on the history of a river, which to the
uninformed would seem to hold little of interest. Mike
Lovatt must be congratulated on bringing the history
of a seemingly insignificant little river in North
Gloucestershire to the attention of a wide audience
and particularly to those readers interested in postmedieval archaeology.
4
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BOOK REVIEW
John Loosley
A Minsterworth Miscellany: a collection of historical real-life human tales from a Severn-side village, by Terry
Moore-Scott. The Minsterworth Community History Project, The Street, Minsterworth, GL2 8JJ.
Paperback, ISBN 978 0 9554410 1 1. Price £7.99. 2012.
Following his earlier publications History of
Minsterworth, from Prehistory to 1900 and
Minsterworth in Old Photographs, which he coauthored, Terry Moore-Scott has produced this
delightful volume telling the stories behind many
events, objects, places and people connected with
Minsterworth. These range from Victorian
Minsterworth to the Minsterworth embroidery and the
life and work of Bert Prosser who lived from 1903 to
1997 and was one of those outstanding characters
who very occasionally appear and make huge
contributions to the local communities in which they
live.

Protestantism. Finally he brings the story up-to-date
with the decision by the church’s Parochial Church
Council in 2009 to have it professionally conserved
and that it should remain in the church for ever for the
benefit of future generations.
Fortunately there are many records relating to
Minsterworth including an estate map of 1724 and the
daybooks of William Viner-Ellis, the major
landowner, covering the years of 1824 to 1865,
together with other material in Gloucestershire
Archives about the principal inhabitants and estates in
the area. The author has made extensive use of this
material in researching the families and houses of
Minsterworth and it is surprising to read of the many
buildings which have disappeared over the last 100
years, including the Methodist Chapel and the home
of the Ellis family, Duni. Volume XIII of the Victoria
County History is currently being written and should
be published in 2014 covering Minsterworth,
amongst several parishes, and a draft history of the
parish is available online which the author notes in his
list of acknowledgements and bibliography. One
source which does not appear to have been used is the
increasingly useful, fully searchable digital versions
of local newspapers provided by the British Library
and accessible on the Internet.

Although the title of the book seems to indicate a light
touch, the author has carried out considerable
research into the subjects of the chapters and has set
them in a wider context, both within Gloucestershire
and nationally.
An illustration of the research undertaken by the
author in writing this book is the chapter on the
Minsterworth embroidery. Here he describes the early
English needlework known as ‘Opus Anglicanum’
which flourished between the 12th and 14th centuries.
He then goes on to describe the embroidery in
Minsterworth Church which is a patchwork of
materials from different periods and part of which
appears to derive from a chasuble, a liturgical
garment. The original neck hole of the garment has
been filled in with a patch of embroidery which
appears to be the missing part from the large
embroidered former altar cloth in St Peter’s Church,
Winchcombe. He then speculates where this material
originated with the possible link to Queen Elizabeth,
wife of Henry VII, who travelled through West
Gloucestershire and Gwent and is known for her
generous offerings and gifts. Continuing with the
story he investigates the Reformation and the impact
on Minsterworth Church and how this embroidered
material survived the swing between Catholicism and

No history of the last century can be complete without
talking to the many people who have been brought up
and lived in the parish, as their memories provide so
much material which would not be available from
written records and Terry Moore-Scott has sought out
those with stories to tell about bygone Minsterworth.
To sum up, this book provides a fascinating and well
researched insight into life in this Severn-side village
and the many changes which have taken place over
the centuries, particularly the 19th and 20th. It will
appeal to, not only “Minsterworthies”, but to a wider
readership.
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BOOK REVIEW
Diane Charlesworth
The Church Houses of Old Gloucestershire by Jill Martin, Hawkesbury Local History Society, Hawkesbury,
DVD in pdf format, 54 pages, 63 colour photographs and 2 black & white illustrations,
price £6.50 (incl. p & p). March 2013.
This book starts with a short history of church houses
which sets the context for the gazetteer that follows
and is the main purpose of the book. Church houses
came into existence in the mid 15th century when an
alternative venue to church and graveyard was
required for community gatherings, feasting, drinking
and fundraising (for church and poor) through church
ale events, often held at Whitsuntide and other
important dates in the year. The church house was the
most important building in the village next to the
church and was usually always sited very close to the
church; it is likely that each parish had its own church
house. Their heyday was the 100 years between the
1450s and the 1550s, but then they went into slow
decline due to the prevalence of more severe
Protestant views, which led to the unpopular demise
of church ales; but in west-country rural areas this
tradition was slower to die.

buildings of history' in our county. Entries vary in
length depending on whether the building is extant
and the documentary evidence available. It provides a
visual record, as well as a documentary one and
includes descriptions of buildings where possible, and
the occasional quotation, along with superb
photographs of existing buildings. Jill also rightly
queries the evidence where it does not quite fit, or
there is some doubt. Some of the eye catching entries
noted by this reviewer were Standish, Rodborough
and Elkstone, Dymock and Brockweir. It is notable
that nearly all the remaining buildings are of stone,
with only two timber framed in the vale at Hardwicke
and north west of the county at Redmarley d'Abitot,
the latter an impressive example. This prompts
questions (among others) for this reviewer on
location, types of building materials available and
their survival and the varying wealth of benefactors.
The book finishes with a quote from John Aubrey's
survey of Wiltshire which gives a flavour of
equipment in the church house and the community
activities that took place; whilst the inventory of
church house contents from the Dursley church
wardens accounts gives some insights into the
preparation and consumption of food and drink that
went on there.

Buildings either fell into disrepair and were
demolished or sold and converted to other uses, such
as the parish poorhouse, school or inn (particularly in
Devon). They were usually plain rectangular
buildings, with a large community room on the upper
floor and ground floor rooms for baking, brewing and
storage. Some can easily be recognised but others not
so, and evidence of existence depends entirely on the
documentary record. Some church houses have been
renovated and are again being used for community
functions, Standish being the prime example in
Gloucestershire, but others elsewhere have their own
websites which Jill lists at the end of the history
section and are well worth looking at e.g. Poundstock
Gildhouse, Cornwall; Church House, South Tawton,
Devon and Church House, Crowcombe, Somerset,
with its fine arch braced purlin roof. References are
also listed along with further reading.

It is a pity that the book could only be produced on
disc, due to prohibitive colour printing costs, as it
would be ideal to take along when visiting some of
these buildings. However, those fortunate to have an
e-reader or i-phone could transfer it and other keen
enthusiasts can always print their own copy from the
DVD, but please ensure you get permission from the
publisher before doing this. Apart from a couple of
typing errors and mix up of two photographs (which
has since been corrected) this is a very well produced
book. It will be of great interest and useful for any
person interested in vernacular architecture and the
social aspects of church houses and their functions. I
hope this book by Jill Martin will help to raise
awareness of these fascinating buildings and their
community activities and that more will come to light.
Copies of the DVD may be obtained by sending a
cheque payable to Hawkesbury Local History
Society, to:

Gloucestershire was not far behind Devon and
Somerset in terms of numbers of church houses, with
110 (one third) of parishes known to have had one,
although the author considers this to be an
underestimate. The gazetteer has been carefully
researched over a long number of years using a wide
range of sources and combining these with field work.
Although the use of church houses was still
recognised in the early 19th century, since then they
have
virtually
disappeared
from
public
consciousness, with only one book in 1970 by
Cowley on the subject. It is to Jill's credit that she has
patiently and diligently researched these 'forgotten

Barrie Hope, Pool Farm House, Hawksbury Upton,
Badminton, South Glos, Gl9 1JY. Tel: 01454
238673. email: hawkesburychron@btinternet.com
Jill Martin, 43 Harcourt Road, Redland, Bristol, BS6
7RF, Tel: 0117 9248344. email:jillmartin99@aol.com
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LINTON FIELD: EXCAVATION REPORT
Terry Moore-Scott and Tony Roberts (Archeoscan)
Introduction and Summary

2011, a copy of which was seen and approved by the
Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology
Section1.

Glevensis 44 carried a report on archaeological
investigations undertaken by GADARG members at a
site near to Linton Farm (OS 37982190) with the aim
of establishing whether evidence could be found to
confirm earlier suggestions of a hitherto undetected
Roman road being present there. [A Field at Linton
Farm (Churcham parish), Glevensis 44, 10-17]. That
report covered field walking and resistivity surveying
carried out by GADARG members at the site. It
provided interesting findings, most notably indicative
of Civil War associations there, but nothing that could
conclusively relate to a Roman or any other road way.
It was concluded nevertheless that the site merited
further investigation, including perhaps excavation.

Prior to excavation, a second, limited, magnetometry
survey was carried out of the immediate area affected
in an attempt to replicate the original ArchaeoPhysica
data. In the event this failed to provide any clear
confirmation of that data.
Following this, a single trench 18m long by 1.5m
wide was opened up on a northwest to southeast
alignment that crossed both previously observed
magnetometry and resistivity features (fig. 1). Initial
surface scraping was carried out by machine using a
toothless ditching bucket and under close observation
(fig. 2). This process continued until significant
features were detected. From this point on, further
excavation was carried out by hand (fig 3), to the
point where these features and their relationship to
the geophysical data could be firmly identified. All
faces of the trench were then cleaned by hand for
recording and photographing. During the course of
this work and before the trench was backfilled, spoil
heaps were examined with a metal detector searching
for casual finds.

Consequently, in early March 2012, the Gloucester
and District Archaeological Research group
(GADARG), with support from Archeoscan,
conducted an archaeological excavation at a site just
west of Linton Farm (Highnam). Its purpose was to
establish the validity of earlier geophysics
(ArchaeoPhysica’s
magnetometry)
evidence
suggesting the possibility of a hitherto undetected
Roman road existing at this spot. The excavation was
the final phase of a GADARG project which had
included field-walking and resistivity surveys of the
area, both of which had proved inconclusive as to the
existence of a possible roadway. In the event, the
excavation showed that the geophysics features
previously attributed to possible road-side ditches
were the result of a natural geological phenomenon.
Aim
On the evidence presented, the precise nature of the
anomalies observed in the geophysics remained
unresolved. If not related to a buried Roman roadway,
as suggested by ArchaeoPhysica’s magnetometry,
there could be several alternative explanations, e.g.
the presence of early ridge and furrow or simply
natural, e.g. geological, deposits. The purpose of the
excavation therefore was to establish the actual
source of the anomalies and to update the
archaeological record as appropriate.
Methodology

Fig. 1. Plan showing the alignments of the
magnetometry- and resistivity- derived features
and the approximate location of the excavation
trench (A-B).

The excavation was carried out in accordance with a
Project Design produced by GADARG in November
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Fig. 2. Machine excavation begins.

Fig. 3. Hand excavation underway.

Fig. 4. Trench plan with ArchaeoPhysica
magnetometry overlaid.
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shallow (0.1m) layer of sandy clay (context 102).
Below that the excavator encountered a layer of
heavy grey alluvial clay (context 103) through which,
at a depth of around 0.7m, bands of mudstone
outcrop began to emerge. When the trench was
cleaned up, it was evident that it contained two
separate bands of mudstone outcrop between 4.5 and
6.5m wide, interspersed with deposits of clay.
There is always the possibility that the datum set-up
of the ArchaeoPhysica magnetometry is not precisely
the same as that employed in later GADARG surveys,
but, when the alignments of the magnetometry
anomolies are superimposed on the trench plan (Fig.
4), it is evident that the magnetometry (suspected
initially of having detected road-side ditches) had in
fact detected the bands of clay between rock outcrops
(Figs 5, 6 and 7). The resistivity data is not clear-cut
but it seems likely that the resistivity (which would
normally reflect the existence of drier, e.g. stone wall,
deposits) had detected rock outcrops.

Fig. 5. Mudstone outcrop, looking east.

No significant finds were recovered from the trench.
The metal detector search carried out on the spoil
heaps also failed to detect anything of significance
(although previous metal detector surveying of the
same area had produced a number of finds, mostly
from the post-medieval/Civil War period.)
Conclusion
Whilst the results of this excavation do not negate the
possibility of a buried early roadway still existing in
this vicinity (as has been suggested elsewhere), it is
evident that the geophysics features reported by
ArchaeoPhysica in 2009 and by GADARG in 2010
can be explained by natural causes and are not
relevant. To that extent therefore, the geophysics
component attaching to the Gloucestershire Heritage
Environment Record (HER) no.3417 can be
discounted.

Fig. 6. Section near centre of trench, showing an
edge of mudstone outcrop.

Acknowledgements
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Fig. 7. View of trench, looking southwest.

All the above work was done in accordance with IfA
Standards and Guidance for Archaeological
Excavation (2008) and following current Health and
Safety regulations.
Results

Reference
Initial indications were that along its whole length,
the trench was largely uniform in its make-up (see
plan diagram at Fig. 4). Plough soil (context 101) was
evident down to around 0.4m and below that was a
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Project Design for an Archaeological
Excavation at Linton Field, Spring 2012,
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A COMMUNITY EXCAVATION OF A ROMAN BUIDING
Tony Roberts - Archeoscan
Introduction

Background

Since the end of excavations at Frocester there have
been relatively few places in Gloucestershire where
the public can involve themselves in a larger-scale
excavation. One such opportunity arose when
geophysics and an evaluation excavation revealed a
potential Roman settlement near Tetbury,
Gloucestershire. Little is known about rural Roman
settlement in this area and even less about the Iron
Age to Roman transition. The presence of a hitherto
unknown Roman road, possible settlement enclosures
and significant surface finds of Roman pottery and
flint indicated a settlement that bridged that transition
period. Consequently, this represented a good
opportunity to advance archaeological knowledge of
the period and provide an introduction to archaeology
for the general public. A training excavation, run by
Archeoscan and staffed by volunteers, undertook to
investigate the archaeological remains in a systematic
manner starting in the summer of 2010.

The site was first hinted at through the discovery, in
the vicinity, of a tombstone dedicated to Mettus, a
Dacian of the Roman period (Figure 1). The
Gloucestershire Historic Environment Record
(GHER),1 records that it was found in the middle of
a small enclosure or field, bounded on two sides by
ancient stone walls and traditionally considered to be
a cattle pen. The inscription on the stone read "D M.
METTI. N. ATION GETA VIXIT ANN XXXV HP
translated "To the spirits of the departed (&) of
Mettus a Getan by tribe (who) lived 35 years. His heir
set (this) up." The tombstone is now in the Corinium
Museum (RIB-1 no136).
The nearest description of the discovery, written by J.
MacLean,2 was produced as a second hand account
some 40 years after the event. The tombstone has a
chequered history leading to an unsecure
archaeological provenance. Following its discovery
in, or about 1846 when it was ploughed up in a field
at the site (Collingwood and Wright 1965, 42),3 it
was kept for 40 years in the churchyard at
Lasborough Church before being taken to Westonbirt
Rectory for what was described by Maclean, as
greater security. It is suggested that the relatively
good state of preservation of the tombstone is
attributed to the fact that it was buried from view for
some time until its discovery in 1846. A letter written
to the Wiltshire & Gloucestershire Standard on 28th
January 1889, by Christopher Bowly, states that the
tombstone was later donated to the Corinium
Museum, where it is on display today, by the
Reverend David Kitcat of Westonbirt (Brookes,
2011).4 Probably because of the logistics involved,
trading of stone within Roman Britain was not great,5
and it is likely that the Oolitic limestone, which the
tombstone is made of, was locally sourced from the
Cotswolds area.
The GHER records that a second gabled tombstone
was found nearby.6 This second tombstone is also on
display at the Corinium Museum. A third tombstone
was found a few years before in 1779 in
Bowldownfield, near Beverstone, Gloucestershire,
close to the site. Collingwood sought in vain for it at
Kingscote House in 1922, but it is apparently lost.
The translation of the recorded inscription reads "To
the spirits of the departed, Sulicena lived 14 (or more)
years". A conclusion to be drawn is that the local

Fig. 1: Tombstone dedicated to Mettus, now in
Corinium museum, cirencester (Photo: D. Brookes).
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Fig. 2: Geophysical survey of the site. (C Roberts, A.J. 2010)
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Fig. 3: Plan of Building 1.
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Roman economy was sufficiently wealthy to
economically support the existence of tombstones
within the vicinity of the site. Of further note is that,
from the evidence we have, all three tombstones
appear to be commemorating civilians, not military
personnel.

Building 1
Building 1 comprised of 3 separate rooms (Figure 3
and front cover). The walls of rooms 2 and 3 are not
bonded into room 1 and therefore appear to be of a
later date. The general orientation of the building is
facing to the south-east, with a courtyard surface
between rooms 2 and 3, probably indicating the front
of the building. Most walls of the building survived to
a level of one or two courses and were either built on
substantial foundations or directly onto the local
bedrock. Room 1 is the largest of the 3 rooms
measuring 15 x 7m. Chronologically, it is the first
stone room of the building with substantial
foundation stones under the western wall (Figure 4).
These stones are not on the same alignment as the
subsequent wall that was built upon them. The
southern wall is wider than the other three with an
average width of 0.67m compared with 0.57m
for the remaining walls. It is also more uneven in
construction, leading to the belief that this was
the first to be laid. Possibly, a subsequent
compromise was made on building material. The
original entrances into the room are believed to be
where the large threshold stones in rooms 2 and 3 still
remain. This provides a symmetrical layout to room
1 as a stand-alone building. When rooms 2 and 3
were subsequently added, to produce new rooms of a
similar size and a usable courtyard, they were laid out

Geophysical Survey
A magnetometry survey of the site revealed a
complex of archaeological features (Figure 2). The
double ditches of a road clearly flanked the eastern
side, with field systems beyond, to the east. A series
of ditches defined a large area within which at least
one stone structure was evident. The form of the
ditches on the western flank suggested a possible prehistoric phase of occupation and would explain the
presence of flint and pre-historic pottery scattered on
the surface.
The excavation
During the course of two seasons over one hundred
volunteers attended the excavation which provided
the necessary funding to stage the dig. The
participants ranged from professional archaeologists

Fig. 4: Foundation stones in north-west
corner of Room 1

through mature students gaining experience for their
archaeological qualifications, to those who picked up
a trowel for the first time and became hooked on the
lure of archaeology. It was encouraging to note that a
large percentage of attendees were young people who
were trying archaeology before taking it up through
higher education. Even more encouraging is that none
appeared to have been discouraged from continuing.
Participants had the opportunity for finds processing,
as well as excavation and a number attended pottery
identification and processing sessions. The main
focus of the excavation was the large stone building
(building 1) located towards the centre of the site. A
second earlier building abutted this, but was only
partially exposed.

Fig. 5: Subterranean feature, possible smoker.

with a symmetry that caused an offset of room 2 to the
north. This has resulted in the different position of the
original entrances to Room 1 within the new
additions.
The room is a single phase construction with a simple
mortar floor covering the interior. In places this still
remains intact. On this surface a number of large
flagstones have been placed that do not appear to be
remnant flooring, but related to some industrial
process, although the 'small finds' do not elaborate
significantly on this. Cut into the floor surface and
aligned along the western wall, is a notable stone13

floor for the activity carried out there. A large hearth,
constructed of multiple layers of sandstone tile, is
located in the centre of the building towards the
southern end (Figure 6). There is evidence of burning
in pockets across the interior. A larger area of burning
in the northwest corner could be evidence of the
destruction of the building.
Located close to the original entrances and under the
mortar floor on the eastern side of the room were
ritual deposits of 2 sheep skulls and forelegs (Figure
7). An unusual symmetry existed with these deposits.
The northerly group were placed facing up and
pointing west. The southern group were facing down
and pointing to the east. A further puzzling feature
came to light in the south-west corner of the room. A
large pot had been sunk into the ground and extended
under the wall (Figure 8). Only one half of the
Malvernian ware pot protruded into the building.
Initial interpretation suggested that it was placed for

Fig. 6: Hearth in centre of Room 1.

lined subterranean feature comprising of a fire pit and
flue, interpreted as a smoker (Figure 5). Substantially
built, it appears to have 2 phases with the firebox end
(south) being extended at some stage, its orientation
altered slightly. The activity end is built with a
herring-bone pattern construction and covered with a
substantial stone slab that may have served as the

Fig. 7: Ritual sheep skull burial, southern group.

Fig. 9: Room 2 during excavation.

drainage. However, excavation revealed the presence
of the complete rim in the interior. It may have been
deliberately removed and placed into the interior as a
form of soak-away, although that is a speculative
interpretation.
Room 2, measuring 4.5m x 4m, is located to the
north-east corner of Room 1. During excavation it
was noted that the interior was covered in larger
demolition rubble that had little pattern to it (Figure
9). A few tegulae dating from the 3rd century were
present in the interior and mortared into the southern
wall of the room indicating their reuse from an earlier
building or phase of building. The walls of this room
are not bonded into Room 1 suggesting a later
addition to the building. Two fragments of box flue

Fig. 8: Vessel placed under southern wall
(partially excavated).
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levelling course. The natural rock surface had to be
levelled for the placement of the external walls. This
levelling course took the form of stones laid vertically
(Figure 10). In places, fragments of painted wall
plaster survived on the standing walls, providing an
indication of the probable floor level.
An unusual feature had been built into the southern
wall of this room at floor level. What appeared to be
a small niche had been constructed with large flat
flagstones at the base and a gently curving back
(Figure 11). Too narrow for a doorway, and not a
subsequent addition to the room, it has the appearance
of a fireplace or a niche to display objects or perhaps
an altar.

Fig. 10: Vertical levelling stones
Room 2, Building 1.

Room 3 has similar proportions to Room 2 and is
located to the front of the building (Figure 12). It also
has surviving painted wall plaster at the floor level
and was an addition to Room 1 in a similar fashion to
Room 2. Remnants of a mortar floor remain next to a
large threshold stone. Located next to this is an
arrangement of stone that appears to be a hardstanding for a feature, rather than a floor in its own
right.

tiles were recovered in the eastern part of the room,
which gave rise to the possibility that a heating
system may exist somewhere in the vicinity.
However, the floor did not survive and was probably
a mortar floor laid on top of the natural rock and a

Fig. 11: Niche in Room 2, Building 1.

Fig. 13: Curved western wall of Building 2 seen to
right of Room 2 building 1.

Building 2
To the east of, and almost abutting Room 2 is a second
building that may pre-date building 1. The forecourt
of building 1 appears to cut the wall of the unusually
curved western end of the building (Figure 13). Only
part of this building was exposed during the
excavation. The construction of the walls was
inferior to the neat mortar construction of building 1,
perhaps being of drystone construction. An area of
burning in the interior could have been a simple
hearth.

Fig. 12: Room 3 Building 1, viewed to the north-west.
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Fig. 14: Southern boundary ditch plan and section.

activity on the site. Spot-dating of the pottery
recovered from the various fill horizons suggests that
the ditch was open in the Iron Age and remained in
use until the late 2nd century AD. Animal species
represented by the bones recovered from the trench
include horse, cattle, sheep and dog. The southern
boundary ditch is a rock-cut ditch, measuring 1m at
its widest and aligned east-west, 1.3m deep with a flat
sandy base 0.42m wide (Figure 14). The sides of the
ditch are cut into the bedrock and are near vertical.
The east-facing section (Figure 15) indicates clear
phases of ditch fill. Spot-dating of the pottery from
these fills suggests the lifespan of the ditch was from
the late 2nd century AD until sometime in the 3rd
century AD. Bones recovered from the trench include
horse, cattle and sheep. A further trench was placed
close to a possible entrance. The large quantity of
Malvernian Ware fragments from this ditch was
notable, hinting at its possible pre-conquest
construction.

Fig. 15: Southern boundary ditch.

The ditches
During the excavations three trenches were placed
over the ditches that formed the western and southern
boundaries of the site. The western boundary ditch,
measuring 0.8m in width and 1.0m in depth, runs on
a north-south alignment, corresponding to the
geophysical anomaly. The rock-cut sides of the ditch
were steeper to the west rising more gently to the east
where a more shallow depression could be a
secondary cut of the ditch. A fragment of a polished
stone axe (back cover) in the upper fill of the ditch
cannot securely date the feature, as it was at the
junction with the sub-soil, but hints at very early

The Finds
Pottery
The pottery from the ditch trenches indicated that the
western boundary ditch was open during the Iron Age
and its use extended into the late 2nd century AD. A
number of different fabrics were identified, with a
sherd of Iron Age pot recovered from the lowest
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Trench 1
MNI

NISP

Trench 2
% of
identified
species

MNI

NISP

% of
identified
species

Cattle

2

8

47%

1

11

30%

Sheep

1

4

23.5%

1

21

57%

Horse

1

1

6%

2

5

13%

Dog

1

4

23.5%

0

0

0%

Table 1: Summary of animal bones identified to species from the boundary ditches.
(MNI - Minimum Number of Individuals; NISP - Number of Individual Species Present)

Bones

context. From contexts higher in the ditch Savernake
Ware (SAVGT), Black Burnished ware (BB1), Severn
Valley Ware (SVW) and Wiltshire pottery (WIL) were
represented.

The bones from the ditches represent the usual range
of domesticated animals which would be expected to
be found in such contexts. The animal bone assemblage from
the ditches is summarised in Table 1.

The southern boundary ditch has a date range from
the late 2nd century AD to the 3rd century AD. The
assemblage is dominated by Savernake Wake but
other types present are Samian, Black Burnished
ware, Severn Valley Ware, Wiltshire pottery and New
Forest Ware (NF).

Small Finds
A number of small finds were recovered during the
excavation. Some of the most significant include:
(1)
A polished stone axe (back cover).7 A
fragment of a knapped flint polished axe head. The
butt of the axe head remains. It is oval in crosssection, with tapering sides and a narrow rounded
butt. Some of the polished areas also show shallow
negative scarring that has not been polished
completely flat. Date Neolithic 4500-2100BC.

During the excavation numerous sherds of pottery
were identified and ordered into a teaching collection
to be held by the project for the information and
education of those participating. The material ranges
from the Iron Age to the Saxon period. A few sherds
of local Oolitic limestone-tempered and fossil and
limestone-tempered wares from the Iron Age indicate
an early settlement on the site and Calcite-tempered
ware from the Malvern region provide a transition to
the Roman period. Many forms of Roman fabric are
present including continental and regional imports
alongside a great variety of local wares. Many types
of Gaulish imports from the 1st century AD include
Samian, Black-slipped ware and amphora. Regional
pottery is represented by Dorset Black Burnished
ware, South-west Black Burnished ware, Savernake
ware, wheel-made Black Sandy wares from North
Wiltshire, Oxfordshire White ware and Red-slip ware,
as well as pottery from the New Forest, Midlands,
Surrey and Bedfordshire. Local wares are represented
by Severn Valley ware, South-west oxidised ware,
reduced ware and white-slipped ware amongst others.
A number of fabrics were unidentified and could
possibly have many local connections. It is clear that
the settlement had a wide reach and influence, both
regionally and continentally. One very interesting
piece was a sherd of organic-tempered ware dating
from the 6th-9th century AD. Whilst this is slim
evidence, it hints at the possibility of continued
settlement into the Saxon period.

(2)
Blue glass pinhead (back cover). Glass
multifaceted pinhead made from cut blue glass with a
hole running through the centre. An exact parallel
was excavated in Colchester, this example had a
copper alloy shaft with the blue glass head mounted
on top and was dated to the late 4th to 5th century.8
Length 7mm, width 6mm, thickness 6mm, weight
0.49g.
(3)
Roman necklace link (back cover).9 Cast
copper alloy decorative link in a Roman necklace.
The body is rectangular with gently tapering crosssections, which are decorated with a panel of stamped
diagonal hatched lines. At either terminal is a thin
rectangular tab with a circular hole in the centre, one
has been cast at 90 degrees to the other. This results
in one loop arranged on the horizontal plane, while
the other is on the vertical. Both loops display wear
on the outside edge. Two similar examples excavated
at the Uley Shrine in Gloucestershire, had a loop at
one end and a hook on the other terminal which would
have acted as a fastener of a necklace, one was
17

Fig. 16: Distribution of Roman coins recovered.

has been made due to this excavation. Unstratified
surface finds of flint, pottery and coins indicate a site
that has been occupied for many millennia, ranging
from the early prehistoric to at least the late Roman
period. The presence of a polished stone axe from
the uppermost fill of the western boundary ditch, and
the random discovery of flint arrow heads, and many
flint flakes, suggests a very active site throughout
prehistory. The presence of Iron Age pottery in the
lower fill of the western ditch indicates that this may
have been open in the Iron Age. This further indicates
that the associated ditches and pits that appear on the
geophysics in the northwest of the site, could indeed
be a series of prehistoric enclosures.

located within a building and dates to the late 4th
century10 and the other found in a ditch which dated
to the late 4th to early 5th century AD.
Coins
The distribution of coins within the boundary ditches
of the settlement is notable for the greater number of
3rd century AD coinage and for the 4th century AD
coinage that appears clustered around the building.
Considerable bias may be present as the survey has
not been geographically systematic and the coins will
obviously be concentrated in the excavated areas. As
can be seen in figure 16, there is a bias towards the
3rd century AD with a major increase in the latter part
of that century.

It would appear from the spot-dating of the pottery,
that the western ditch continued in use until the late
2nd century AD, possibly forming the western
boundary to the site as the settlement became more
Romanised. This is hinted at in the later stages of the
life of the ditch through the odd stray find of a
fragment of an early Aucissa brooch (AD 60) and a
coin Sestertius of Faustina Junior (AD 147-175). The
sample of animal bone from the site is relatively low,
but enough to indicate that domesticated species of
cattle, sheep, horse and dogs were present.

It could be speculated that the later 3rd century was
the height of activity on the site. However, the AD
260s - 280s was a period of great political upheaval in
the Roman world, demonstrated by the plethora of
rulers depicted on the contemporary coinage.11 Some
coins were becoming devalued and debased and
radiates were available in larger numbers.
Consequently, until the evidence from the site
becomes more comprehensive, we must restrict
conclusions to the fact that settlement was occurring
here in the 3rd century, but we cannot yet conclude
whether this was the zenith of the activity.

Towards the end of the 2nd century AD the western
boundary ditch was in-filled and another, deeper,
ditch dug on the southern boundary with an east-west
alignment. This would appear to have been open until
the mid to late 3rd century AD, the uppermost fills
containing significant levels of Savernake Ware. At
this period, the settlement was experiencing a wide

Discussion
Significant progress in our understanding of the
nature of the settlement in this area of the Cotswolds
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reach and influence, with pottery imported from the
continent and regional examples from across southern
England. Animals are still represented by cattle, horse
and sheep. It would seem that the occupants were
enjoying an upturn in fortunes and by the late 3rd
century, coins were abundant on the site.

place the buildings into their historical context.
Archeoscan is conducting similar investigations on
other sites in Gloucestershire and South
Gloucestershire, involving volunteers in all aspects of
archaeological work.
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At this stage, the only evidence for post-Roman
occupation is one sherd of Saxon pottery recovered as
a random surface find. There is currently no evidence
of residual use of the stone building in the Saxon
period or later.
Conclusions
The excavation of this Roman building and elements
of its environment, by members of the public, has
illustrated the value and success of such a project.
Many new people were exposed to the disciplines
involved in archaeology and encouraged to widen
their interest and empathy for the historic
environment. The level of support for such a project
is high and proves the popularity of excavation
amongst the general public. Only a fraction of this site
was excavated and more work is required to fully
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EXCAVATIONS AT ST MARY’S CHURCH, DEERHURST IN 2012: AN INTERIM REPORT

Richard Bryant, Michael Hare and Carolyn Heighway
Introduction

Alphege (who began his career at Deerhurst) by
creating a chapel in his honour in the south-west
corner of the church. Pews had to be removed and resited, and new floors laid; all required prior
archaeological work. The opportunity was taken to
carry out an archaeological excavation (Fig 1).

St Mary’s Church, Deerhurst, is one of the major
surviving minster churches of Middle Saxon date;
recent research has demonstrated that the core of the
building is likely to belong to the first half of the 9th
century. The church is particularly noteworthy for its
Anglo-Saxon sculpture and painted remains. There is
more in situ carving here of early medieval (that is
pre-1050) date than in any other church in these
islands.1 It has been much studied in the past, with
excavation around the exterior of the church in the
1970s. However, before 2012 there had been only two
very small excavations in the interior.2 A
reconstruction by Maggie Kneen (published
elsewhere and on sale in the church as a postcard)
shows how the church may have looked in the 9th
century.3

In the north aisle a watching brief was carried out
before the new floor could be laid. It was expected
that post-medieval vaults and burials would have
disturbed medieval and earlier layers so badly that
there would be little to be gained by excavating here.
This was not the case. When the pews were removed,
just below the surface of the shallow pew cavity, were
the remains of the 9th-century wall (Fig 2) of a
structure in the angle between the nave and the twostoreyed north porticus. This had been partly
excavated in the 1970s.4 The excavators had
estimated the position of the north wall; however, our
observations showed it to be further north than they
thought — a small but significant addition to our
knowledge of the 9th-century plan.

In 2011 and 2012 the Parochial Church Council
decided to reorder parts of the church to make more
room for social events and displays, and to celebrate
the millennium of the martyrdom in 1012 of St

Fig 1 Deerhurst St Mary: overall plan showing archaeological interventions of 2012, at the east end of the north
aisle, and in the area of the new chapel at the west end of the south aisle. Grid squares 2 metres.
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Fig 2 Detailed plan of wall of 9th-century ‘vestibule’ uncovered in the north aisle; the vestibule extends further
north than previously thought.

Fig 3 Plan of ‘wall 16’ and 19th-century vault excavated in the south-west corner of the south aisle 2012
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At the west end of the south aisle, in the area of the
new chapel, the Friends of Deerhurst Church arranged
a slightly more extensive excavation (Fig 3). The
excavation was supervised by Felicity Taylor and
Colin Harris, of Church and Site, with the help of
volunteers from GADARG. In his account of the
alterations to the church in 1861–2, the vicar, the
Rev’d George Butterworth mentioned finding wall
foundations which implied that the south aisle had
once been shorter and narrower.5 No detailed plan
was made, and the excavation in 2012 was an
opportunity to reinvestigate. The main findings were
(a) a large 19th-century brick vault, and (b) the
expected aisle wall described by Butterworth and
labelled by us Wall 16 – in fact two walls joined at the
corner, one north-south and one east-west (Figs 3 and
4).

Fig 5 Early 19th-century Matthews vault, view east,
showing patched entrance.

monument states that Elizabeth had requested that her
mother and she be buried together. Finally James
Matthews himself died in 1841, aged 83 years (he was
28 years older than his wife yet he outlived her by 11
years !).
Wall 16
The wall was found much as described by
Butterworth in 1862, just beneath the surface of the
pew-cavity. It was very well built of mortared lias
stone.
When the north-south section of the excavated wall
was plotted onto the church plan, it was apparent that
it lined up with the east wall of the present stair turret
and that the western edge of the wall might be visible
in the back of a stone cupboard (Figs 1 and 6), built
into the thickness of the wall in the base of the stairturret. Michael Hare investigated (heaving out the old
bell headstocks and old bottles and oil lamps), and the
west face of a wall was revealed, made of lias with a
white render; the render plainly extended behind the
cupboard walls. This showed that the wall in the back
of the cupboard was earlier than the walls of the

Fig 4 View to west of wall 16.

Brick vault
The brick vault was built in the inner angle of Wall
16. At some stage part of Wall 16 was cut away in
order to allow access for coffins. After the final burial,
the west vault wall was sealed in rougher brickwork
than that used for the original construction and loose
stones of wall 16 piled against the entrance (Fig 5).
Nearby there is one ledger-stone and two wallmonuments which probably relate to this vault; it
seems to have been used for a total of four burials.
The first burial was Elizabeth, wife of Captain James
Matthews of Notcliff House, who died in 1830 aged
44. James Matthews’ sister Mary was buried in the
same vault in 1835, aged 78. Maria Miller, Elizabeth’s
mother, was buried here in 1839, aged 73; a wall-

Fig 6 Back of cupboard in 14th-century stair turret,
showing face of ‘wall 16’ appearing as the back.
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present 14th-century stair-turret, and was, in all
probability, the same as Wall 16 continuing north to
join the Anglo-Saxon porch. The stair-turret
originally had its opening on the south side (Figs 1
and 7) and was created at the same time as the south
aisle was extended to the west (the present, external,
entrance to the stair-turret was created only in 1857,
and the original entrance must have been blocked at
the same time).

Fig 8 12th-century arch respond in south aisle,
created to support an earlier north-south cross wall.

responds must have been cut through pre-existing
north-south walls – there is no reason for arches to be
there otherwise. So, when they were conceived, the
south aisle must have consisted of a series of separate
chambers.
Fig 7 14th-century entry to stair-turret at west end of
south aisle, blocked in 1857.

The east-west section of Wall 16 must therefore have
stopped at the more westerly of these two pre-12thcentury north-south walls.

What is the significance of Wall 16 and what date is
it? Clearly it was part of a south aisle which was both
narrower and shorter than today, but the development
of the south aisle raises some complicated and
difficult issues. Wall 16 continued east out of the
excavation area. But it cannot have continued the
whole length of the south aisle.

The north-south section of Wall 16 is an integral part
of 12th-century alterations to the west end of the
church. In the later 12th century the eastern half of the
ground floor of the Anglo-Saxon porch was pierced
by pointed arches, creating a cross-passage that
provided access from the south aisle to the north aisle
across the west end. The surviving length of Wall 16
(east of the stair turret) actually carries one of the
springers of these 12th-century arches (Fig 9). The
east-west section of Wall 16 provided a south aisle
which was the same width as the north-south crosspassage, and so would probably have had an arch of
similar size at the south-west corner of the nave,
supported by the surviving respond. It seems clear
that the 12th-century south aisle arches were created
as part of the same campaign as the western crosspassage — the springer of the most southerly arch in
the cross-passage is actually carved into the same
stone as the springer of the most westerly arch across
the south aisle, and the two responds built against the
piers of the south arcade carry similar architectural
detailing to those further west. These arches would
have provided a processional route from south aisle to
north aisle (Fig 9).

Firstly there is an early 12th-century arch at the east
end of the aisle (now behind the new organ). This arch
was cut though the west wall of the Anglo-Saxon
south porticus, and it is the full width of the present
aisle. Therefore by the 12th century at least, the aisle
immediately to the west of this arch must have been
as wide as it is now.
Secondly, there is also surviving early fabric further
west in the present south aisle wall, betrayed by
straight-joints that are visible externally.6 It appears,
therefore, that there was once a structure that flanked
the nave on the south.
Thirdly, inside, the straight-joints correspond to 12thcentury responds which survive on the north side of
the south aisle (Fig 8). These seem to have been built
in the later 12th century, shortly before the insertion
of the nave arcades. The arches that sprang from these
23

9th century
The plan of the 9th-century church was that of a nave
with a western porch, a square central choir (the
present chancel) and an eastern apse (Fig 10). Apse
and choir were, like many Anglo-Saxon churches,
flanked with porticus, in the case of Deerhurst twostoreyed.
At Deerhurst there was a structure in the angle
between the nave and the north porticus, and we have
established that this structure was longer north-south
than previously thought. On the south side our
observations of the straight-joints in the south wall
have led us to suggest that the corresponding structure
was also bigger north-south than previously thought,
with a south wall on the same line as the porticus
immediately to the east of it. These structures have
been interpreted as vestibules, providing access from
the central choir space to the ground-floor of the
adjacent porticus and containing stairs leading to the
upper floor. We concur with the interpretation, and it
is now possible to envisage more spacious stairways
which might be used in processions.

Fig 9 12th-century arches forming passage at west
end; the springer of the nearest arch, on the left, is
carried by the standing portion of 'wall 16'.

Our recent work has further led us to postulate a
separate porticus further to the west on the south side,
through the side walls of which the 12th-century
arches were cut. A corresponding porticus on the
north side is suggested from the evidence of a straight
joint in the north wall of the north aisle, and from
symmetry. It is also suggested by the curious
triangular openings on the north and south sides of the
nave. These are probably part of the original 9thcentury structure — when plaster was stripped off the

We do not know why it was thought necessary in the
12th century to retain the pre-existing south aisle
cross walls and to build new arches attached to the
south-west corner of the nave. Harold Taylor
suggested that there was an important function for a
room above the south aisle,7 and it may be that a room
in this position did indeed need to be preserved.
All this new work has enabled us to revise slightly our
ideas about the development of the church.

Fig 10 Present interpretation of plan of 9th-century church
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southern opening by Knowles in the 1920s, it was
found to be corbel-built, presumably therefore
integral with the walls themselves.8 We suggest that
these openings indicate that the two western porticus
were two-storeyed structures. (The similar triangular
opening in the west wall of the nave communicated
with a room at first floor level in the western porch.)
These openings are not splayed like windows, but
they would have provided a little light and, perhaps
more importantly, audibility from the nave.

with a new stair-turret. The north aisle wall was also
rebuilt at this date or slightly later. In the 15th century
(if not before) the Anglo-Saxon cross-wall that stood
on the line of the present chancel step was removed
and replaced with a rood screen. The late-medieval
stairs to this screen can still be seen on the south side
just beside the chancel step.
Post-excavation analysis continues, and a full report
will be published in due course in the Transactions of
the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological
Society.

Is it possible that, as has been suggested for some
early medieval churches in Ireland, these upper
chambers (or upper roof spaces) were occupied by
hermits or recluses?
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Late 9th or the 10th century
The staircase vestibules were demolished and new
‘infill walls’ were built between the porticus on the
north and south sides of the church. These sections of
wall still stand — on the north side the 1970s
excavations showed how the wall had been built
against the corner of the original porticus.9
Late eleventh century
An arch decorated with a heavy roll moulding was
inserted between the south and south-east porticus,
suggesting that the space to the east of the arch had
taken on special importance. The arrangement did not
last long — there is evidence for a serious fire that
damaged the arch, after which it was blocked up. A
little later, at the beginning of the 12th century, the
large arch mentioned earlier was cut through the
Anglo-Saxon west wall of the porticus on the south
side of the choir, linking the original porticus with a
much larger space to the west. It is possible that a
similar arch was inserted on the north side of the
church.

References
1
2

Late 12th century
The church was opened up probably for processional
purposes. Wall 16 was built with two new arches
connecting it with the south-west corner of the nave.
Arches were punched through the north and south
walls of the Anglo-Saxon porch and through the walls
of the porticus flanking the nave on the south side
(Fig 9). The north and south walls of the nave were
pierced with arcading (Fig 8). The western half of the
north aisle may also have been rebuilt at this time (an
earlier wall was recorded below the present west wall
during excavations in the 1970s) and, as part of this
reordering, the porticus flanking the nave on the north
side was probably removed.

3

4
5

14th and 15th centuries
Towards the middle of the 14th century, the south
aisle was extended to its present length; it was
probably at this time that the arches across the south
aisle were removed, leaving only their responds on
the north side. A new west wall was built together

6

25

Bryant, R. M. Corpus of Anglo-Saxon Stone
Sculpture, X, The Western Midlands (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2012), 161–90.
Rahtz, P. and Watts, L. St Mary’s Church,
Deerhurst, Gloucestershire: fieldwork, excavations
and structural analysis, 1971–1984, Society of
Antiquaries Research Report 55 (Woodbridge:
Boydell Press, 1997), 44–7, 60.
Hare, M. ‘The 9th-century west porch of St
Mary’s Church, Deerhurst, Gloucestershire: form
and function’, Medieval Archaeology 53 (2009),
35–93, fig. 16; Hare, M. and Kneen, M. ‘The
church of St Mary, Deerhurst, Gloucestershire in
the ninth century’, in Barnwell, P. S. and Brown,
S. (eds.), Places of Worship in the British Isles:
Celtic and Early Anglo-Saxon, Rewley House
Studies in the Historic Environment (Donington:
Shaun Tyas, forthcoming).
Rahtz and Watts, St Mary’s Church, Deerhurst,
44–7, fig 4.
Butterworth, G. ‘History of Deerhurst Church,
Gloucestershire’, The Ecclesiologist 23 (1862),
89–101, at 100.
The south wall of the church lies in a private
garden. For much of the year the lower part of the
wall is covered by the vegetation of a vine.
Examination in January 2012 demonstrated that

7
8

much interesting structural information can be
seen in the winter months.
Rahtz and Watts, St Mary’s Church, Deerhurst,
123–4.
Knowles commented that these openings are
‘rudely formed by oversailing the walling stones’:
Knowles, W. H. ‘Deerhurst Priory Church,
including the result of the excavations conducted
during 1926’. Transactions of the Bristol and

9

Gloucestershire Archaeological Society 49
(1927), 221–58, at 236. The openings are
plastered, but Knowles mentions in the following
paragraph that he removed plaster from the nave
walls; presumably he saw the details of
construction during this exercise.
Rahtz and Watts, St Mary’s Church, Deerhurst,
27–9.

PLANNING RELATED ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS IN GLOUCESTER BY COTSWOLD
ARCHAEOLOGY – SUMMARY OF SOME 2012 FIELDWORK
(Other Cotswold Archaeology 2012 work is summarised in Andrew Armstrong’s report)
Jonathon Hart, Publications Officer, Cotswold Archaeology

1
SO 8310 1830
Excavation

Gloscat Redevelopment Project
12–31 March 2012

Cotswold Archaeology undertook an excavation in
conjunction with volunteers from the Gloucester City
Centre Community Partnership. Two trenches
(Trenches 23 and 24) were located outside the
Scheduled Monument. Historic mapping indicated
that Trench 23 overlay the north-western corner of
Friars Orchard, formerly known as Bowling Green
House, which became the Crypt Grammar School
Junior House in the late 1880’s. Bowling Green
House was constructed from 1747 and is thought to
have incorporated some of the domestic buildings of
the Friary. The earliest deposit in Trench 23 was a
post-Roman demolition rubble overlain by dark earth.
A post-medieval cultivation soil overlay these and
was cut by a brick wall, probably the north-eastern
wall of Bowling Green House, and a square brick
structure of unknown function. A later brick wall was
probably part of an annex shown on historic mapping.
Historic mapping also indicated that Trench 24
overlay the north-western end of a coach house built
to the rear of Bowling Green House in the early/mid
19th century. The earliest deposits exposed were a
probable Roman metalled surface and a pit or ditch.
Medieval remains were also present, most likely
relating to the western range of buildings of the
cloister walk of Greyfriars Church. These consisted of
a tiled surface and a wall with arched foundations.
Evidence for the post-medieval disuse and
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dismantling of the medieval cloisters was also
recorded. Post-medieval features present primarily
related to structures shown on historic mapping and
included the rear wall of the coach house and parts of
a mid to late 19th-century property off Priory Place.
The latest structures related to a row of terraced
houses built along the eastern side of Priory Place
during the late 1800’s and demolished in the mid 20th
century as part of the College expansion.
2

Gloscat Main Site and Media Studies Building,
Brunswick Road
SO 8309 1832
November 2011 and January 2012
Historic Building Recording
Building Recording by Cotswold Archaeology was
carried out in advance of the demolition of the
1937–40 two storey main college building and the
separate 1970s and later Media Studies building.
Evidence of the construction and modification of the
fabric of the main building was noted. The interior of
the Media Studies Building was not recorded due to
safety constraints, but alterations and additions were
evident externally.
3
SO 8416 1729
Evaluation

Former Hatherley Day Centre,
Hatherley Road, Gloucester
October 2012

An evaluation identified a post-medieval/modern
ditch.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS IN GLOUCESTER
2012
Andrew Armstrong (City Archaeologist)

Introduction

Gloucester and Berkeley Canal in the 1790s, and
further deposits related to subsequent industrial use of
the site.

Outlined below is a summary of archaeological
investigations which have taken place in the City in
the last year, this includes a small number from the
latter part of 2011. For anyone interested in any of the
individual investigations below digital copies of these
reports are available from the City Archaeologist or a
hard copy can be viewed by appointment at the
Council offices. Most individual investigations are
referenced by HER (Historic Environment Record)
number and a brief summary of the results is given.
As well as the works outlined below there are
currently ongoing watching briefs on Commercial
Road, throughout Kingsholm (as part of the Flood
Alleviation Scheme), along Escourt Road and in the
Civil Service Playing Field to the south of Escourt
Road. Various small excavations associated with the
County Council Archaeology Service’s Kingsholm
project are also ongoing.

3
Gloucester Folk Museum HER 1957
NGR SO 8285 1870
January 2012
Watching Brief
Worcestershire County Council
Two major trenches within an area of approximately
136 square metres were excavated in the car park to
the rear of the museum to accommodate the footings
for the new building. A number of smaller trenches
were excavated within an area of approximately 25
square metres inside the Cider House Cottage to
accommodate the service pipes for washroom
facilities. Investigations revealed an earlier (2008)
evaluation trial trench, the north-west facing exterior
wall of the Cider House and adjoining Cider House
Cottage. It also revealed a reinstated floor surface and
a cut for a modern salt glazed soil pipe in the northern
side which cut through layers of made ground and
into a thick soil deposit similar to dark earth. The base
of this deposit was not reached as the impact layer
had been reached. Additionally, a short length of a
north-east facing wall of an exterior structure
interpreted as a wash house was also revealed.

1
Gloucester Academy HER 1923
NGR SO 8482 1623
March 2012
Geophysical Survey
Stratascan
A detailed gradiometry survey was conducted over
approximately 2.5ha of sports fields at the Gloucester
Academy site. The gradiometer data has identified
several linear anomalies and pits of possible
archaeological origin, however much of the site is
affected by magnetic disturbance associated with
metallic objects such as field boundaries.

Another trench showed multiple post-Medieval floor
surfaces, including flagged, tiled and concreted
deposits and two interior walls on either side of a
staircase leading to the second floor. A large grinding
stone was recovered from a deep mixed made ground
deposit. This was left on site to become part of the
museum’s display.

2
Marston’s Site (the High Orchard) HER 1941
NGR SO 8228 1794
January – February 2012
Watching Brief
Cotswold Archaeology

4
Gloucester Academy HER 1959
NGR SO 8265 1838
April – May 2012
Evaluation (trial trenching) Cotswold Archaeology

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken
during drainage groundworks associated with the
construction of a new public house forming part of the
Gloucester Quays development. The work identified
possible shallow channels of the former course of the
Sudbook, sealed by extensive dumped deposits,
presumed to date to the construction of the nearby

In total nine trenches were excavated in the sports
fields to the south of Gloucester Academy. A probable
former channel of a watercourse depicted on historic
mapping between 1884 and 1936-8 was revealed in
the north-western corner of the site. No
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archaeological features were encountered during the
evaluation.

6 Gloucester Flood Alleviation Scheme HER 2023
NGR 8275 1899
March 2012
Watching Brief
Wessex Archaeology

5

Gloucester Quays City Centre
Linkages Scheme HER 2022
NGR SO 8297 1833 March 2010 – February 2011
Watching Brief
Gloucestershire County Council

The Scheme of works consisted of the excavation of
drive and reception pits for tunnelled pipes, the
excavation of open-cut culverts and the installation of
a new combined sewer overflow at several locations
around the north and west of the city of Gloucester.
Excavations took place in the Westgate car park, the
Countrywide car park, Blades VW Garage, Worcester
Street and Kingsholm Road. The majority of the
trenches produced little of archaeological interest
with most of the excavated ground consisting of
demolition and dumped deposits. However, some
areas produced structural remains of 19th to 20th
century date, including a well, several brick walls and
a ‘brick egg’ (single skin of roughly laid bricks) sewer
culvert. In addition, deposits were found relating to
water-deposited sediments which contained
waterlogged animal bone and unworked wood,
possibly corresponding with a large pool depicted on
historic maps in the area of Westgate car park.

The construction work being carried out consisted of
the replacement of the existing road and pavement
surfaces across the development area and the creation
of two art features on Kimbrose Triangle. In general,
the scope of the works had a limited impact on the
archaeological resource present due to the shallow
nature of the excavations. However, a number of
significant archaeological finds and features were
recorded during the more intrusive works for the Art
Wall feature on Kimbrose Triangle. This included a
previously unrecorded section of the Roman city wall
and a medieval double inhumation. The remains of
the Roman wall were represented by large limestone
blocks. These were interpreted as the foundation of
the third phase of the Roman city defences, the blocks
having been reused from earlier phases of the wall.
The primary interment of the double medieval
inhumation has been radiocarbon dated to 920 ± 30
BP, giving a calibrated date of between 1020 to 1190
AD at 95.4% probability. The date indicates that the
burial probably took place within the burial ground of
St Kyneburgh’s Chapel, recorded as existing from the
time of the Norman Conquest. A wall recorded during
foundation piling for the Art Wall, may be a remnant
structural element of the chapel itself. Evidence from
the post-medieval period comprised a 19th century
gravestone, disarticulated human remains, coffin
furniture and a number of structural features. The
gravestone fragment was found dumped in a disused
well adjacent to the Dental Practice on Southgate
Street and originated from the Independent Chapel.
The historical background associated with the
gravestone provides interesting insights into the
personal history of a 19th century Gloucester couple.
The disarticulated human remains and coffin furniture
may also have come from the Independent Chapel.
The structural features recorded comprised two wells,
four walls and two surfaces and in most cases these
were features which appeared on the historic
mapping.

7
Estcourt Road Flood Alleviation HER 2024
NGR SO 8342 1941
February 2012
Watching Brief
Wessex Archaeology
The Scheme involved the excavation of two trial
holes along Edwy Parade and Denmark Road. The
watching brief was carried out between January 11th
and 12th 2012. Made ground and road deposits were
found in both trial pits. No archaeological features or
finds were encountered during the work.
8

Gloucester FAS Phase 4 – Northgate Street
HER 2025
NGR SO 8343 1874
November 2011
Watching Brief
Wessex Archaeology
Removal of the modern road surface over a trial hole
revealed two steel rails set into concrete. Below this,
at 0.7m below ground level, a rough stone surface or
foundation was encountered, and excavation ceased at
this level. No finds were recovered. A second trial
hole contained two large service trenches each
containing a ferrous pipe. The southern end of the
trench contained a sandy silt deposit with modern
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brick inclusions overlying natural, which was
encountered at 1.8m below ground level.
9
NGR SO 8688 1686
Watching Brief

12
4 Winnycroft Cottages HER 2060
NGR SO 8578 1478
July 2012
Watching Brief
Absolute Archaeology

1 Ashwood Way HER 2042
June 2012
GADARG

The foundation of a small square building comprising
lime mortared oolitic limestone was located in the far
SSE corner of the development area. No other
archaeological features, deposits or layers were
identified within the rest of the development site. No
artefacts were recovered from the spoil, which was
monitored throughout the groundwork.

During the watching brief a number of shallow walls
and unstratified pottery of Roman date were
identified. The walls were interpreted as being
associated with a Roman bath-block found adjacent to
the site in 1957.

13 Gloscat Community Archaeological Excavation
HER 2082
NGR SO 8310 1830
March 2012
Community Excavation Cotswold Archaeology

10 Land to the rear of 36 London Road HER 2046
NGR SO 8375 1875
March 2012
Watching Brief
Cotswold Archaeology
An archaeological watching brief was undertaken
during groundworks associated with the construction
of residential housing and associated services to the
rear of 36 London Road, Gloucester. A single ditch
was recorded during the groundworks and contained
fragments of Roman pottery and tile. No other
features or artefacts pre-dating the modern period
were recovered.
11
NGR SO 8316 1841
Watching Brief

Two trenches were excavated as part of a community
archaeology project undertaken as part of the Gloscat
redevelopment project. The investigation uncovered a
possible road or metalled surface of Roman date, post
Roman ‘dark earth’ deposits, and medieval structural
remains. These medieval remains included a wall
foundation and an in situ tiled floor – these remains
were interpreted as being part of the Greyfriars
cloister. Extensive post-medieval structural remains
were also recorded.

Eastgate Centre HER 2058
August 2012
AOC Archaeology

14
84 Frampton Road HER: TBC
NGR SO 8278 1706
November 2012
Evaluation
Foundations Archaeology

On 13th August 2012 an archaeological watching
brief was undertaken during the excavation of a pit for
a lift shaft in the basement car park of the Gloucester
Eastgate Centre. The earliest deposit revealed was an
undated layer of dark grey silty loam that was cut by
the shaft of a limestone rubble lined well with a brick
domed cap. A void in its lining revealed a vertically
set lead or iron pipe that would have originally
supplied a water pump. A patchy brick floor of
probable 18th/19th century date was also present
together with a contemporary flight of three
limestone/sandstone steps and a number of heavily
truncated sections of brick wall, perhaps the remnants
of a cellar. These were overlain with up to 0.75m of
brick rubble and make-up layers for the reinforced
concrete surface of the car park.

The project comprised the excavation and recording
of two trenches across a proposed development area
where a pre-existing vicarage had previously been
demolished. The evaluation identified the presence of
intact subsoils but no archaeological finds or features
were encountered.
15
Land off Barton Street HER: TBC
NGR SO 8435 1741
Watching Brief
Cotswold Archaeology
An archaeological watching brief was undertaken
during groundworks associated with the residential
development of land off Barton Street. No features or
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deposits of archaeological interest were observed
during groundworks, and no artefactual material predating the modern period was recovered.

those that were restricted to a relatively small number
of post-medieval and modern structures, including a
large brick foundation structure of uncertain purpose
adjacent to St Catherine’s Viaduct in Archdeacon
Meadows. The trenching at Estcourt Road ran
through an area where significant buried remains
reflecting an extensive zone of Romano-British
settlement related activity and burials has been
recorded previously. The construction trench did not
reveal any significant buried deposits or finds of
Romano-British date, with evidence for activity of
that date restricted to a handful of abraded pottery
sherds. The great majority of activity revealed by the
trench was associated with buried modern services
and associated disturbances. Throughout this stretch
the trench revealed a simple and principally modern
stratigraphic sequence that overlay a natural gravel
and sand substrate at a depth of between 250mm and
1m below the modern ground level.

16

Castlemeads to Brockworth
High-Voltage Cable Lay HER: TBC
NGR SO 8230 1880 & SO 8400
1962
Watching Brief
Avon Archaeology
Selected stretches of the ground work undertaken by
Western Power Distribution for the installation of a
new high-voltage electricity cable between
Castlemeads and Brockworth, Gloucester, have been
monitored archaeologically. A third stretch of the
development corridor (Zone 3) will be monitored in
2013. No important
archaeological deposits,
structures or finds were located during the course of
the archaeological monitoring at either Archdeacon
Meadows (Zone 1) or Estcourt Road (Zone 2) and
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