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EXCAVATIONS AT TEWKESBURY HOSPITAL, HOWELLS ROAD, TEWKESBURY
– INTERIM REPORT
Tim Havard and Mary Alexander (Cotswold Archaeology)

Fig. 1 Site location (1:10,000)

Introduction

The site of the excavation is approximately 270m to
the east of the historic centre of Tewkesbury, on
relatively low-lying ground that slopes down
gradually from north to south, from 13.5m Above
Ordnance Datum (AOD) to 11.25m AOD. To the
north of Barton Road ground level continues to rise to
a height of c. 50m AOD; the River Swilgate is c. 90m
further to the south.

Preliminary investigations were undertaken to the
east of the existing hospital building at Howells Road,
Tewkesbury, before a planning application was
submitted to Tewkesbury Borough Council for
construction of a new community hospital (NGR: SO
8959 3264) (Figure 1). The investigations, which
comprised a desk-based assessment,1 trial
excavations and geotechnical test pits,2 discovered
Roman pits and ditches buried beneath a thick layer of
alluvial deposits and topsoil. In view of this evidence
for early settlement, full excavation and recording of
archaeologically significant deposits and features was
required in advance of construction as a condition of
development. This work was undertaken by Cotswold
Archaeology on behalf of Gloucestershire Primary
Care Trust between March and June 2012.

The Roman road that linked Worcester and
Gloucester passes through Tewkesbury;3 the exact
route is unknown but probably is followed by the
High Street, about 250m to the west of the site.
Previous archaeological excavations and chance finds
in Tewkesbury have indicated an area of Roman
occupation to the north of Barton Road, in the
Oldbury area,4 where prehistoric remains also have
been found. More recent archaeological investigations in
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Fig. 2 The site with all archaeological features (1:500)

2008 revealed Roman pits and ditches approximately
50m to the west of Tewkesbury Hospital on Barton
Street5 (Figure 1).

flint were also found re-deposited in later features,
suggesting some prehistoric activity in the area.
This interim report presents a provisional
interpretation of these findings. Post-excavation work
is ongoing and further analysis of the archaeological
features, artefacts and environmental evidence will
lead to a fuller understanding of the sequence and
character of the archaeological activity reported on
here.

Results
Excavation began with the removal of topsoil by
machine; archaeological features thus revealed were
excavated by hand (Figure 2). At the north end of the
site, these features were sealed by a layer of
agricultural soil, approximately 0.75m thick. Further
to the south this layer had been truncated by modern
development associated with a bungalow that
occupied the site before its recent demolition.

Roman
Preliminary analysis of the pottery and other finds
suggest that the Roman activity spanned the 2nd to
4th centuries AD. A sequence of ditches was
excavated, all on the same approximate alignment.
The earliest ditches described three sides of a small
enclosure (enclosure 1) in the north-western part of
the site, 12m in width, with an entrance to the northwest. The northern side of the enclosure was not

Most of the archaeological evidence was Roman and
medieval in date, and much of this appeared to relate
to agricultural activity. Features identified include
boundary and drainage ditches, refuse pits, a possible
well, postholes containing stone packing, and an
infant burial. A small number of fragments of worked

32

Fig.3 Box-flue tile

revealed within the area of excavation, although Ditch
3 may be a later modification. The ditches were up to
1.2m wide and almost a metre deep. The pottery from
these ditches dates their use to the 2nd to 3rd century
AD. The ditches showed signs of maintenance,
having been re-cut following partial silting up. The
large amount of pottery and animal bone recovered
from the ditches suggests they were being used as a
convenient dumping ground for refuse from a nearby
settlement. This enclosure may have served an
agricultural function, and was possibly a cattle corral.

bone found with this pottery could be remnants of the
funeral ceremony.
A black clay silt layer with a large amount of irregular
stone rubble partially sealed the entrance of enclosure
1, and the pits and postholes within. A large amount
of animal bone and Roman pottery of late 3rd to 4thcentury date was recovered from this layer but no in
situ structural remains could be defined within this
rubble, which therefore would seem to have come
from the demolition of a nearby contemporary
structure.

Within enclosure 1 were a few pits and postholes that
may have been contemporary with it. One of these
was refuse pit 820, from which a large quantity of
animal bone and pottery of 2nd to 3rd-century date
was recovered. A thin lens of charcoal and fired clay
flecks deposited in the pit appeared to be waste from
a hearth or furnace. This pit originally may have been
a shallow well (considering the high water table in the
area), and only used later for rubbish disposal. A fence
line along the west side of the interior of the enclosure
was marked by four postholes. Several pieces of
worked stone within the posthole fills, including
fragments of broken quern stone, were probably
remains of packing around posts. Ditch 1 cut through
the upper fill of the western ditch of enclosure 1. A
small amount of pottery of 2nd to 3rd-century AD
date and a fragment of ‘half-box tile’ was recovered
from its single fill (Figure 3).

This phase of activity was superseded by a trackway
or droveway, defined by a pair of parallel ditches
(Ditches 2 and 6), which cut across the enclosure
from north-east to south-west, perhaps leading to the
River Swilgate. Pottery from these ditches suggests a
3rd to 4th-century date; two coins, dating c. AD
270–290 were also retrieved from Ditch 6. At the
north end of the excavation, to the west of Ditch 2, a
shallow square pit (821) contained a large quantity of
flat limestone fragments, indicative of a robbed-out
lining or structure. Late 3rd to 4th-century pottery
was recovered from pit 821 together with a nummus
type coin of 4th-century date, a fragment of fowl bone
and a bar-like lead fragment.
Elements of a later field system were defined by
Ditches 7, 10, 15 and 16, whose alignment appeared
to conform to that of the earlier trackway and
enclosure, but cut across the trackway ditches. Two
pits (1014, 1016) were cut into the intersection of
Ditches 6 and 16. One of these pits appeared to have
been deliberately capped with a layer of re-deposited
natural clay, and both may have been cess pits.

Beyond the enclosure to the south an infant had been
buried with an upturned bowl placed inside a dish.
Both vessels were made from Black-burnished ware
of late 2nd to early 3rd-century date. Burnt animal
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Medieval

early 2nd centuries, and an iron linchpin, probably of
later Roman date.

Ditch 4 lay on a distinct east/west alignment and was
up to 1m wide and 0.9m deep. Pottery of late 12th to
14th-century date was recovered. Given its size and
location, it may have been a boundary at the rear of
medieval burgage plots fronting Barton Street,
although no evidence for any ditches between any
such plots was identified. A less substantial ditch,
Ditch 8, ran parallel to the south of Ditch 4; and the
two ditches possibly defined a trackway running
along the southern side of the boundary ditch. Pottery
of 13th to 14th-century date was recovered from
Ditch 8.

Further evidence for a ‘higher status’ aspect to the site
occurs as quantities of Roman brick and tile, which is
presumed to come from one or more substantial
Roman structures in the area. Of individual interest is
a tile fragment with protruding square ‘foot’,
identified as a ‘half-box tile’, for specialist use in
cavity walls for channelling heat from hypocaust
systems (Figure 3). The fragment is small but exhibits
combed “keying” to the reverse surface to aid the
adhesion of wall plaster, and preserves evidence for
use as a smoke-blackened interior surface. Half-box
tiles are uncommon finds from Roman Britain,
though examples are known from the region, from
Hucclecote and Cirencester.6

A series of narrower ditches (Ditches 5 and 11–14),
all aligned parallel to medieval Ditches 4 and 8, were
probably dug to facilitate drainage in this area. The
area beyond these ditches to the south was likely to
have been put to agricultural use, judging by the
absence of features.

Evidence for post-Roman activity at the site is
confined to 30 sherds of medieval pottery mostly
from east/west-aligned ditches. The majority consists
of glazed and unglazed Malvern Chase products and
some cooking-pot sherds, probably from Worcester.
Dating for the medieval group is broad, across the
12th to 14th centuries, although some of the glazed
Malvernian vessels are typical of red-firing later
medieval products, and probably date to after c. 1300.

The Finds by E.R. McSloy
The majority of the Roman pottery, which comprised
c. 1500 sherds in total, was of local coarse wares,
primarily Severn Valley ware and Malvernian
reduced wares. The earliest Roman pottery, probably
dating to the mid or later 2nd century AD, was
identified from several pits located in the northern
portion of the excavation. Of these, the more unusual
are sherds from a Roman lead-glazed beaker of a type
probably made in north Wiltshire before c. AD 130. A
relatively large quantity of samian was recovered (63
sherds), much of it re-deposited in later Roman
deposits. The samian includes some south Gaulish
vessels (from La Graufesenque) dating to the 1st
century AD, although most is central Gaulish
(Lezoux) and dateable to the middle or later 2nd
century AD. The overall quantity of samian, which
includes a high proportion of decorated bowls, hints
at a site of ‘higher status’.

Discussion
The small corpus of residual prehistoric flint reflects
occasional use of the environs of the site, which was
probably too low-lying to support anything other than
transient activity in the prehistoric period. More
substantial evidence for activity was found in the
Oldbury area to the north, where the sandy higher
ground would have been more suited to settlement
(Hannan 1993, 43).
There are suggestions, in the presence of a very small
number of pottery sherds, of activity of Middle or
Late Iron Age date, although no features can be
ascribed to the period preceding the Roman conquest.
Iron Age activity preceding Roman settlement has
been found at the Sabrina Cinema site in the Oldbury
area (Figure 1),7 and the finds from the Tewkesbury
Hospital site hint at some continuity of land-use from
the pre-Roman period.

The bulk of the pottery assemblage relates to the later
Roman period, after c. AD 250, and features late jar
and bowl forms in Black-burnished ware, and
regionally-imported fine wares from the Oxford
region. Some vessel forms, including an Oxford redslipped ware bowl with stamped rosette decoration,
suggest that activity continued into the second half of
the 4th century AD.

The intercutting sequence of ditches and other
features suggests two broad phases of activity in the
Roman period, the earliest comprising enclosure 1,
which may have penned animals or served some other
agricultural purpose. A number of postholes and pits
associated with this enclosure imply settlement may
be close by, from which the occupation debris found
on the site also may have come. The recovery of brick
and stone building material including elements of a

Three coins from the site consist of two barbarous
radiates (contemporary copies), dating c. AD
270–290, and an illegible nummus of 4th-century
type. Relatively few metal objects were recovered;
among the more notable are a copper-alloy brooch of
Polden Hill type, which is dateable to the later 1st or
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hypercaust (underfloor heating) system, together with
the samian pottery fragments suggest a ‘Romanised’,
or higher, status associated with this occupation. The
creation of a droveway flanked by parallel ditches, cut
across enclosure 1 and ushered in a new phase of
land-use. It is tempting to see this droveway as a route
from the higher ground to the north, to the River
Swilgate, where a water supply and grazing were
available. Later ditches demarcating field boundaries
appear to cut off this access route. Currently these two
later periods of activity cannot be distinguished in
date, but further analysis may refine the sequence of
events.

site continued to be used for seasonal grazing and
other agricultural purposes, although the alluvial
deposits testify to episodes of flooding in this period.

The majority of Roman evidence in Tewkesbury
implies that settlement centred on the high ground
and well-drained soils of the Oldbury area, but may
have extended as far east as Chance Street, which
joins Barton Road almost opposite the Tewkesbury
Hospital site.8 Settlement is also postulated near
where the Roman Road would have crossed the River
Avon during the Roman period.9 The lower-lying
ground occupied by the Tewkesbury Hospital site
may have been briefly occupied as the settlement
expanded south and east, only to contract as either the
settlement area shrank, or ground conditions became
wetter in the later Roman period. The reestablishment of drainage ditches and field
boundaries in the medieval period suggests that the
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GLOUCESTERSHIRE PORTABLE ANTIQUITIES SCHEME ROUNDUP 2012
Kurt Adams
Introduction

Benjamin Roberts, Curator of the European Bronze
Age collection at the British Museum says: ‘The
probable bead is very rare for Britain and Ireland
though a necklace of similar beads from Ireland is in
the British Museum (BM 1853,0926.2)’ and others
were found recently at Glemsford, Suffolk (2010
T590 and LVPL-B28293 on the Portable Antiquities
database). Although the presence of sheet-working
techniques and embossed decoration in Britain would
suggest an Early-Middle Bronze Age date, parallels in
Bronze Final individual burial cremation contexts
throughout France as at Uffheim, Haut-Rhin,3 and
Courtavant,4 suggest a Late Bronze Age date (c.
1100-800 BC). The bead is classified as a perle
tubulaires cannelées.5 Due to its age and the object
containing a minimum of 10% precious metal it
qualifies as treasure under the stipulations of the
Treasure Act 1996.

Although the spring, summer and autumn of 2012 has
been a complete washout, there has been no letup in
the number of artefacts recorded to the PAS. At the
point of writing this article there have been nearly
54,000 records of almost 70,000 individual artefacts
added onto the database, and there is still another
month to go. Below is a sample of some of the
artefacts that have been recorded for the
Gloucestershire and Avon region of the Portable
Antiquities Scheme.
Bronze Age
Middle to Late Bronze Age chisel (Fig 1, P41)
Find spot: English Bicknor.
Database Reference: GLO-3435C7.

Iron Age
Length 93mm, diameter 20mm, width at chisel
16mm, weight 75g.

Continental Iron Age coin (Fig 3)

Cast copper alloy chisel with crescent shape blade
that extends backwards 31mm. The opposite end is
socketed with an intrnal aperture of 13mm and a
double collar on the outside. The casting seam has
been removed. This artefact has a rich dark green
patina although there are areas of lighter green pitted
corrosion. It dates to the middle to late Bronze Age
1500-800BC.

Find spot: Awre.
Database Reference: GLO-35BE44.
Copper alloy unit
Continental Iron Age of the Suessiones tribe (northeast of Paris) c. 60-25 BC
Obv. Janiform head
Rev. Lion standing left; three ringlets above, one
ringlet below
Delestree and Tache vol. I, no. 365
BMC Allen nos. 80-84.

Similar examples of socketed chisels have been found
at Westow, Yorkshire and Romford, Essex; these are
illustrated in the Archaeological Journal.1 Evans,2
also describes other socketed chisels found at
Heathery Burn Cave, Durham; Roseberry Topping,
Yorkshire; Meldreth, Cambridgeshire; as well as
examples from France, Switzerland and Italy.

Sam Moorhead (PAS finds advisor for Iron Age and
Roman coins) has said ‘Although the British Museum
has several examples of this coin, none has a British
provenance.’

Later Bronze Age gold bead (Fig 2)

Roman

Find spot: North Cotswolds.
Database Reference: GLO-F8F3B7.

Unique bow brooch (Fig 4)
Find spot: Forest of Dean.
Database Reference: GLO-3752E6.

Sheet gold strip that has been rolled into a cylinder,
the edges are overlapped with a slight gap. Below the
gap in the middle of the body is an off centre hole
0.6mm in diameter. The outside edge is decorated
with a series of transverse incised bands that cover the
whole surface.

Length 71mm, width 39mm, thickness 18mm, weight
22.5g.
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Copper alloy brooch made from a thick (2mm)
rectangular strip of copper alloy that has been cut and
hammered into shape. To form the mount for the
spring a slot has been cut down the middle of the top
edge (head) of the strip for approximately 20mm,
with the resulting arms bent out to form a T-shape.
Inserted over each arm is the spring of the bow, this
consists of two blocks of five curls joined by an
external cord; the pin is still complete. The foot of the
bow has been filed into a point and a thin sheet of
copper alloy soldered onto the left side and bent back
to form a catch plate.The bow has been distorted
through later damage but may originally have had a
high arch.

has well-moulded fore and hindquarters and a slender
body, the back of the legs are truncated. The head is
elongated with the tip of the snout touching the hare’s
tail. The hare also has well-moulded limbs and a
slender body that is angled downwards from back to
front. Under the animals are the remains of a thin
grooved panel (missing from under the hound) that
would have run the length of the handle, this is where
the folded blade would have fitted. The date is
Roman.

There are no known parallels for this type of brooch,
which makes dating extremely problematic. Slotting
the spring over a bar mounted at the head of the
brooch is seen on La Tene I and II type brooches, but
not in later periods. However, the configuration of the
foot section and style of the bow are considerably
different to these middle Iron Age examples and are
arguably more reminiscent of early Roman styles of
the 1st and 2nd century AD.

Siliqua of Arcadius (Fig 7)

Other examples on the PAS databases are found at
GLO-FC3057, SF-32AEB7 NMS-328581 BH853037.

Findspot: Highnam.
Database reference: GLO-CEBA96.
Date 388-394 AD
Diameter 12.5, weight 0.66g
Obverse: pearl-diademed, draped & cuirassed bust
right
Obverse inscription: D N ARCADIVS P F AVG
Reverse: VOT X MVLT XV in four lines within
wreath
Condition: fine.

Razor or knife handle (fig 5)
Findspot: Highnam.
Database reference: GLO-443DF8.

Late Roman buckle (Fig 8)
Length 45mm, width 24mm, thickness 10mm, weight
20.93g.

Findspot: Chedworth.
Database reference: GLO-F74D55.

Cast copper alloy razor or knife handle that takes the
form of a finely detailed leg, depicting the knee, calf,
sock and sandal with a double groove running around
the top. Also at the top of the handle is a slot 7mm
deep, where the iron razor would have sat (now
missing). Above the ankle is a ropework style raised
band that passes around the circumference of the leg,
probably denoting the top of the sock. A double linear
chevron on the top of the foot may represent the detail
of the sandal.

Cast copper alloy buckle plate. The forward part of
the plate is sub-rectangular with three slots in the
forward edge. The central slit still retains the base of
the pin, while the two flanking slots would have held
the buckle frame (now missing). Behind this the plate
narrows before curving outwards into two curving
projections or wings, these had a wide base and
narrow towards the tip where there is a roundel on the
forward edge. Each wing curves towards the front of
the plate and in the centre of each wing is a hole that
has been filled with a red cut garnet. Traces of gold
surround each hole, this not only acts as package for
each garnet, but it is possible to see corrugated gold
foil behind each stone; no gold is visible anywhere
else on the plate. In between the wings, the centre of
the plate is slightly expanded and forms the base of a
rearward projecting circular rod, this rod has a hollow
core that is filled with iron corrosion. It has been
decorated with a series of pellets below the wings,
linear bands on the wing shaft and a band of pellets in
the middle.

Very similar handles are recorded on the PAS
database:
NCL-920745,
SOMDOR-4F6FB3,
SWYOR-B98CF4, CAM-DDFE12 and WAW4A9746.
Folding knife handle (fig 6)
Findspot: Highnam.
Database reference: GLO-EAECF2.
Length 56mm, width 15.5mm, thickness 4.5mm,
weight 10.86g.

This is a Hawkes and Dunning type IIa buckle plate
that dates from 350-450 AD and consists of an
independent buckle and plate attached by a separate

Cast copper alloy folding knife handle; part of a hare
and hound series of folding-knife handles. The hound
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spindle. Late Roman buckle plates are normally
attached to the strap via a number of rivets. However,
this example appears to have been attached by an iron
pin secured at the rear of the plate.

decorated with a series of transverse lines and the
shape of the body of each is a simple curvilinear wave
that plaits with the neighbouring animal. On the
reverse are two integral rivets for attachment, 4.5mm
long. The reverse is also encrusted in iron corrosion
suggesting that this may have been mounted on an
iron object. The art style is Anglo-Saxon style II
which dates this object to the 7th century.

Early Medieval
Lozengiform brooch (Fig 9)

Penny of King Edward the Confessor (Fig 11)

Findspot: North Cotswolds.
Database reference: GLO-785174.

Findspot: North Gloucestershire.
Database reference GLO-1FF8D4.

Length 48mm, width 9mm, thickness 13mm, weight
3.94g.

Silver penny of King Edward the Confessor
Type: Pyramids
Date AD1065-1066
Diameter 18mm, weight 1.25g
Obverse: Bust facing right, bearded and crowned: in
front, a sceptre
Obverse inscription: EADWARD REX A
Reverse: short cross voided, in each angle a pyramid
springing from an inner circle and terminating in a
pellet
Reverse inscription: LEOFWNE ON GLE
Moneyer: Leofwine
Mint: Gloucester.

Early-Medieval copper-alloy lozengiform brooch,
that consists of an undecorated flat lozenge-shaped
plate. The integral spring emerges from the top corner
of the brooch and coils once before straightening to
form the pin; the pin is now distorted but complete. At
the opposite corner is a small protruding rod that is
bent back on itself and would have acted as a
catchplate.
Geake,6 notes that recent examples from North
Lincolnshire and Sedgeford (Norfolk) have
confirmed a Middle Saxon date for this type of
brooch, with the more elaborate examples (such as
HAMP-CEBED7) bearing the ‘chip-carving’
characteristic of 8th-century metalwork. See also
DENO-3FD883, SWYOR-B804D7, SF7054, NMS829627, GLO-8D5E03, KENT1321 (no illustration)
and NLM7136 (no illustration).

This is a new coin that names the moneyer as
Leofwine and the mint as Gloucester. Although the
Pyramids type coin (AD1065-1066) was known to
have been minted in Gloucester, it was not known that
the moneyer Leofwine was active during this period.
Medieval

Seven further examples were excavated at
Flixborough.7 Chris Loveluck comments that ‘whilst
much of the literature on these brooches places the
early types in the 7th century, the vast majority date to
the 8th-9th century’.8 This may be the result of
confusing the 7th-century safety-pin brooches (from
e.g. Swallowcliffe Down, Uncleby, Kingston 205),
which are rare and subtly different, with this series of
middle Anglo-Saxon brooches, that certainly do not
start before 700 AD.

Cross-staff head mount (Fig 12)
Findspot: Coberley.
Database Reference GLO-B49841.
Length 42mm, width 37mm, thickness 32mm, weight
26.04g.
A cast copper-alloy ornamental cross-staff head
mount. The spherical head with an openwork design,
comprises of eight interlocking roundels that run
around its circumference. Each roundel is decorated
with a line of pellets that passes around its radius and
with a large pellet at each junction between roundels.
The top and one side of the head are missing. At the
base of the head is a plain collar that has an expanded
base and there are three rivet holes towards the
bottom for attachment. Date 11th-12th century.
Description taken from WMID-20EEE6.

Saxon mount (Fig 10)
Findspot: Cheltenham area.
Database reference: GLO-878818.
Copper alloy tongue shaped mount, with a flat base
and straight sides that gently narrow to the rounded
forward edge. The face is decorated with four
intertwining serpents, two of the snakes face towards
the rounded front, and two face towards the rear.
Each serpent has a large V-shaped gaping mouth, but
only one has a tongue protruding from the centre of its
mouth and a large ring behind the mouth of each
snake represents the eye. The body of each serpent is

Similar examples, mostly notably two in the
Warwickshire Museum collections, were found at
Wellesbourne and Wixford. The Wellesbourne
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example is very similar and is illustrated in an article
written by Simon Bailey.11 He also noted that further
examples have been found at Dublin, Canterbury,
London, Nottingham and Cambridgeshire. The
Dublin example was dated to the mid 11th century
(c.1020-30) by its archaeological context and the
Canterbury example was dated to the end of the 11th
century. Also see BERK-3E9328 HAMP-8C67D6
CAM-64F318 for similar objects.

centuries AD for this artefact.9 At least 25 examples
with stylised animal head ornament have been found
in Norfolk.10 See SUR-936C15 and NMS-5BC1C6
for similar examples.

Horse harness heraldic mount (Fig 13)

Silver penny of William I
Type VI, Sword type
Date AD1077-1080
Diameter 19mm, weight 1.31g
Obverse: Crowned bust, facing holding sword
Obverse inscription: PILLELM REX
Reverse: Cross pattee over quadrilateral with
incurved sides, fleury at angles
Reverse inscription: [S]ILIACPINC ON GLI
Moneyer: Silacwine
Mint: Gloucester

Silver penny of William I (Fig 15)
Findspot: Highnam.
Database reference GLO-A6DDA1.

Findspot: South Gloucestershire.
Database Reference GLO-D22D85.
Cast copper alloy horse harness heraldic mount. This
lozenge shaped device has on it a chevron with five
crosses above and four below (the crosses are all cross
pattee style); the field is recessed and filled with red
enamel, the surface is silvered. The coat of arms
would be described as Giles, crusily, a chevron argent
(i.e. a red background with a field of crosses, and a
silver chevron). On the reverse is a single off centre,
integral rivet. This heraldic device is that of the
Berkeley family and dates to AD 1270-1400. Other
artefacts that display this crest are LIN-348E53 and
YORYM-83EE32.

The name of the moneyer Silacwine is misspelt
reading SILIACPINC rather than SILACPINE.
Until the discovery of this coin, there had been no
known examples of the William I coins minted in
Gloucester between 1077-1080AD. This coin
therefore proves that the mint was in operation
throughout the whole reign of William I.
Furthermore, we have evidence that the moneyer
Silacwine was minting type V coins at Gloucester
between 1074-1077AD and this coin demonstrates
that he continued to work at the mint until about
1080AD.

Strap swivel (Fig 14)
Findspot: Dymock.
Database Reference GLO-EBCCB2.
Length 54mm, width 18mm, thickness 11.5mm,
weight 21.32g.

Reliquary mount (Fig 16)

Cast copper alloy strap swivel which is in two parts
and joined in the middle. Both components consist of
a D-shaped loop at the terminal, the sides of which are
moulded with an animal head. The snout of each
beast extends beyond the loop, forming a small knop
on either side of the narrowed strap bar. The forward
edge of the loop is decorated with a series of diagonal
striations and attached to the main body of the swivel.
This is conical and decorated with a series of vertical
lines that run around the body.

Findspot: North Gloucestershire.
Database Reference GLO-EB1936.
Copper alloy reliquary mount, probably from a casket
or crucifix. The mount depicts a robed male figure
standing facing. The head is a solid cylinder with a
ridge on the front for the nose and the eyes made from
a pellet of bright blue enamel; the left side is missing.
The body is convex and has two rivet holes down the
centre. The robe is decorated with two longitudinal
cells on either side and two small diagonal cells in the
middle; these would have been filled with enamel.
The bottom edge of the mount is angled down to the
right.

Robert Webley wrote in the HAMP-7CBE76 PAS
record that swivel mechanisms such as this were
employed for a variety of functions during the
medieval period, including as strap-fittings. They are
more often found singly rather than complete
(although see PAS database SF-235495 for a
complete example). The stylised (Romanesque)
animal heads are typical of this class of object, and
their entire appearance and manufacture indicates
longevity of style, with a date range in the 12th-15th

Mounts such as these are often seen in sets of three,
decorating the sides of caskets, or as mounts on a
crucifix. This one dates from the late 12th or 13th
centuries.
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Post Medieval

An incomplete post-Medieval cast copper-alloy toy
musket; the butt and muzzle are truncated. Guns of
this type were based on the match-lock ‘petronels’ of
the 16th and 17th centuries and were fully working
models. This gun is possibly an Egan and Forsyth’s
Type 2 dated AD1600-1640.13

Lead toy doll fragment (Fig 17)
Database Reference GLO-CA0511.
Findspot: Highnam.
Length 37mm, width 30mm, thickness 2mm, weight
14.84g.

Lead alloy toy buzz disc (Fig 20)

A cast sheet lead alloy child’s toy. It is triangular in
plan and represents the lower half of a female figure
wearing a long, wide skirt. The upper body has been
truncated resulting in the loss of the arms and head.
The top part of the dress has two sections of crosshatched decoration, representing lace panels. In the
middle of the dress is a transverse band flanked by
opposing arches, then a band of striations at the base.
The rear is decorated with cross-hatching. This
artefact dates to AD 1580-1650. See SUR-2DC8B1
for a complete example.

Findspot: Little Sodbury.
Database Reference GLO-7194F8.

Lead alloy mandolin (Fig 18)

Lead alloy whirligig or buzz disc, which has been cut
from lead sheeting. The buzz disc is circular in plan
and has a serrated edge. In the centre are two pinched
off-centre holes, through which a looped string or
cord would have been threaded. The spinning disc
would have produced a whirring noise when the
tension was relaxed by pulling the hands apart
(Forsyth and Egan 2005, p. 387).14 A number of
similar objects have been found in London, that
Forsyth and Egan suggest date from the 17th or 18th
centuries.
References

Findspot: Hemington.
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Length 37mm, width 30mm, thickness 4mm, weight
14.33g.
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contains a line of pellets in the middle. At the top of
the pendant are two small knops that could be the base
of the truncated loop.
Dr Dora Thornton, Curator of Renaissance
Collections at the British Museum suggests that this is
a well-known type dating to the Civil War period. A
silver example TAR 2003, no. 274,12 with the owners
initials or arms, suggests that these pendants were
worn to show Royalist allegiance.
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Toy musket (Fig 19)
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Findspot: Norton St Phillips.
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13

Length 49mm, width 7mm, thickness 19mm, weight
18.39g.
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Figure 1: Bronze Age chisel

Figure 4: Bow brooch

Figure 2: Bronze Age gold bead

Figure 5: Razor or knife handle

Figure 6: Knife handle

Figure 3: Iron Age coin

Figure 7: Siliqua of Arcadius
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Figure 8: Roman buckle plate
Figure 12: Cross-staff head mount

Figure 9: Lozengiform brooch

Figure 13: Horse harness mount

Figure 10: Saxon mount

Figure 11: Penny of Edward the Confessor.

Figure 14: Strap swivel
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Figure 15: William I penny

Figure 18: Mandolin

Figure 16: Reliquary mount

Figure 19: Toy musket

Figure 17: Lead toy fragment

Figure 20: Whirligig or buzz disc
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A GADARG WATCHING BRIEF AT No 1 ASHWOOD WAY, HUCCLECOTE
Nigel Spry
Introduction and background

The Site and Archaeological Context

In April 2012 approval was granted by Gloucester
City Council to construct a family room at the rear of
No1 Ashwood Way, Hucclecote. This was conditional
upon an archaeological watching brief during ground
works. On the basis of a project brief approved by Mr
C Parry of Gloucestershire County Council’s
Archaeological Service, on behalf of the City
Council, the watching brief was conducted by the
author and other members of GADARG. Using a
mechanical digger, the contractor carried out
excavation for foundations of the family room on the
morning of 19 June 2012 and excavation of the
foundations for a new garage followed. GADARG
members remained on site for two further days.

The site (at NGR SO 8685 1685) adjoined the client’s
home. The building to the south, (Nos 3/5 Ashwood
Way), was the location of the fragmentary ‘Trevor
Road’ Hucclecote Roman bath-block excavated by
Gloucester Museum in 1957. The report of this earlier
work,1 indicates that walls were encountered by the
then builder during the construction of No 1 Ashwood
Way. One of these seemed to be on the line of the
party wall contiguous with No 37 Trevor Road; two
others were close to the building or under it at the
south west - see Figure 1. The site is also near the find
spot of a Roman stone sarcophagus, containing a
skeleton, in front of No 20/22 in the same road.2

Fig 1. Outline of No 1 Ashwood Way, Hucclecote and the adjoining 37 Trevor Road showing the position of the
excavated trenches for a replacement Garage (left) and Family Room (right). Features noted by the original
builders in c.1958 and during the 2012 watching brief are indicated, together with the location of archaeological
sections A-B, C-D, E-F and G-H. Also shown are figure numbers and directions.
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Excavation Results

the documentary site archive includes 18 context
sheets, 4 section drawings, 33 photographs as JPG
images on disk. The site archive has been deposited at
Gloucester City Museum. The Family Room and
Garage contexts are listed below:

The Family Room. At the north west end of the
excavated trench, a line of foundation stones was
found intruding into it from below the rear wall of the
existing property. This feature, (context 4), shown in
drawn section A-B, appears to relate to the wall
identified in the late 1950s, mentioned in the report on
the Roman bath-block. It was not described at the
time although its position was indicated on a similar
alignment in the report plan, but a little to the north see Figs 1, 2a, 4 and 11. Some 4.5m beyond the rear
wall of the property, small loose un-mortared oolitic
limestone blocks were encountered. It was not
possible or safe to enter the trench to investigate these
in-situ but subsequently the section showed that they
were at the lower limit of a backfill deposit (context
3a) over the remains of stone rubble foundations of a
wall crossed by the trench (context 5) - see Fig 1, 2a,
5 and 6. The line of this wall foundation continued
south west for at least a further 3m (contexts 8 & 9) see Fig 1, 2b and 7.

1. Surface disturbance within and over trenches,
including unstratified material finds - equals 11.
2. Topsoil.
3 & 3a. Stony brash, stone with some clay, backfill
of stone robbed wall/foundations.
4. Unshaped oolitic limestone rubble, foundations of
robbed wall.
5. Irregular oolitic rubble, (plus piece of lias and of
sandstone), foundation of robbed wall.
6 & 6a. Stony brash and loam, with areas of obvious
stone, backfill/disturbance of robber trench.
7. Backfill of 1950s foundation trench.
8. Stone rubble or voids, stony clay and decayed
yellow mortar, foundation of robbed wall.
9. Stone rubble in loam, disturbed upper level of
wall foundation trench.
11. Surface disturbance within and over trenches,
including unstratified material finds - equals 1.
12. Mixed gravel and cultivation soil, disturbed postRoman to modern context.
13. Stony loam over wall foundation, probable wall
robbing trench.
14 &14a Thin spread and patches of orange gravel,
higher infill of backfilled robbing trench.
15. Oolitic limestone with few lias stones in loamy
rubble set in natural clay, wall foundations.
16. Dense oolitic limestone rubble in clay natural,
surviving wall foundation or packing.
17. Sandy rubble (with clay), probable initial infill of
robber trench.
18. Deposit of stone, CBM and pottery in loam, infill
of robber trench or other destruction feature.

The Garage. A 2.6m length of rubble foundation
(context 15), exposed in drawn section E-F, running
parallel with the wall shown close to the side of the
property on the original report plan, and some 3.0m
from this wall, was found at the southern corner of the
intended garage - see Fig 1, 3a, 9 and 10. The width
of this new wall foundation and any structure
originally above it was not determined. The section
opposite here at the south showed the remains of a
probable wall at right-angles to this (context 16), in
the direction of the Roman bath-block below Nos 3/5
Ashwood Way, and some evidence for a backfilled
robber trench (context 17) - see Figs 1, 3b and 8. Just
to the south west of the location of the wall beside the
property on the original report plan a mixed deposit
containing sandstone tiles, Ceramic Building Material
(CBM) and pottery in a dark loam matrix was
encountered (context 18). This was interpreted as the
infill of a robber trench for the wall to the north east,
or destruction associated with another Roman feature
- see Figs 1, 12 and 13.

Drawn Sections
The reference level used in the sections of the Family
Room trenches was the junction of the combed
surface bricks and the lower smooth surface bricks in
the rear wall of the building – see Fig 11. The
reference level used in the sections of the Garage
trenches was the top of the existing concrete garage
driveway.
Finds

Recording
Material finds were limited in quantity and related to
contexts 12 (disturbed post-Roman to modern) :
fragmentary CBM and some 2nd/3rd century pottery,
context 18 (post-Roman): fragmentary CBM

Each archaeological context was recorded on proforma context sheets and photographed in colour.
Significant trench sections were drawn to scale. In all,

45

Fig 2 (a) The north east external section A-B of the foundation trench for the Family Room.
Fig 2 (b) The north west internal section C-D of the foundation trench for the Family Room.

Fig 3 (a) The north east internal section E-F of the foundation trench for the Garage.
Fig 3 (b) The north east external section G-H of the foundation trench for the Garage.

Conclusions
The wall foundations encountered in the watching
brief were on the same alignments as the walls and
robber trenches found in the 1957 rescue excavation
of the Roman bath-block on the site of Nos 3/5
Ashwood Way, but none were continuations of the
walls shown on Fig 1 of the original published report

including imbrex tile, sandstone tiles, 2nd/3rd century
pottery, bone, teeth and iron nail fragments and from
contexts 1 & 11(surface disturbance and unstratified):
CBM and Roman pottery. Material finds were offered
to the Gloucester City Museum. However, due to their
lack of any particular significance they were declined.
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Fig 4. Roman foundation at the rear of the building,

Fig 7. Continuation towards the south west of the

possibly relating to the wall observed c.1958

foundations shown in fig 6.

Fig 5. Wall foundation entering the trench from the

Fig 8. Robber trench and wall foundation at the

garden of 37 Trevor Road.

south corner of the excavation for the garage.

Fig 6. Wall foundation showing in the trench section

Fig 9. Wall foundation running north west exposed at

opposite fig 5.

the south end of section E-F in the garage trench
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Fig 10. Wall foundation running north west at the

Fig 12. Roman context 18 in garage trench, south

south of the garage trench - see fig 9.

west of the house, before excavation.

Fig 13. View as in figure 12 after excavation of
Fig 11. Wall foundation looking towards the rear of 1
Ashwood Way - see fig 4.

by A G Hunter, the excavator. He suggested that the
bath-block may have formed part of a small villa
mainly underlying No 1 Ashwood Way / No 37
Trevor Road, but he remained uncertain whether the
bath-block was separate from its villa or attached to it.
The current work has not clarified the situation.
Similarly the existence of a former villa here has not
been confirmed. The builders in the late 1950s
reported that no walls were found north of the centre
line of No 1 Ashwood Way / No 37 Trevor Road, so
the wall foundation observed at the north east of the
excavated trench for the new family room may
represent the limit of the postulated villa. The dates of
late-2nd century to mid-4th century proposed for the
bath-house by the excavator, may also apply to the
adjoining villa. The few pottery sherds recovered
during the watching brief at No 1 Ashwood Way did
not include any distinctively 1st century wares or later
colour-coated ones, which suggests Hunter’s dating is
likely to be correct.
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context 18.
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POSTSCRIPT
Watching Alan Hunter’s excavation was the present
author’s first introduction to practical archaeology as
a fifteen year old Hucclecote boy. Subsequently after
observing builders’ work, probably adjoining the
present site, coins and pottery, with a sketch, were
taken by him to the museum and an invitation to dig
at the Bon Marche extension site was made and
accepted.
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RESISTIVITY SURVEY AT SANDHURST LANE, LONGFORD
Nigel Spry

Background
In 1978 and 1979 GADARG undertook fieldwork on
the line of the intended Gloucester Northern Bypass
(now part of the A40) between Elmbridge Court and
Over roundabouts. Contractors’ preliminary
groundwork included cutting a large drainage ditch on
the east side of Sandhurst Lane, Longford at Queen’s
Dyke (SO 83002050). Extensive Romano-British
occupation evidence including building remains was
revealed in section at a depth of around 0.7 m below
flood deposited clay. The site extended southwards
for 50m from a point 60m south of where the original
Queen’s Dyke was crossed by Sandhurst Lane. The
note on this site that appeared in Glevensis 14
(1980),1 included a plan, a drawn east section,
together with reports on coins and, a near complete,
recovered Black Burnished Ware 1 (BB1) vessel.
Ever since reporting on the 1979 Queen’s Dyke
observations, following on from my Walham note in
the previous issue2, I have been interested in the
Roman occupation that exists under the floodplain
alluvium immediately north of Gloucester. I
suggested that GADARG should return to the
Queen’s Dyke site, but such is the depth of
overburden that fieldwalking seemed unlikely to be
satisfactory. Sandhurst Lane Roman occupation, and
at similar floodplain locations north and west of the
city, is a research area about which little is known. It
was thought that resistivity survey at such a suitable
Roman site might prove to be worthwhile.

for the ‘ridge and furrow’, interpretation of these
features has not been possible. The circular feature,
possibly with a ditch, around it does seem interesting,
however, despite its closeness to features observed in
section in 1979, further work is not proposed at the
site.

Survey and Results

Acknowledgements

With the agreement of the landowner, four successive
days of survey in good ground and weather conditions
was completed satisfactorily on Tuesday 13 March
2012. In total 18 20m x 20m grids were surveyed
starting from the location adjoining the previous 1979
observations. The printout (Fig. 1), on which high
resistance areas (structures or debris) appear white
and low resistance ones (furrows and ditches) are
black, shows ‘ridge and furrow’ and above it slighter
overall recent cultivation evidence parallel to the lane.
More significant is a large area of high resistance
opposite the present road to the Willows residential
park and an uncertain circular feature beside the
known Roman evidence of thirty years ago. There is
another area of resistance between these two. Except

The writer thanks Mr Michael Smith of Norton for
permission to undertake this fieldwork. Five
GADARG members, and in particular Angela
Newcombe, shared the various survey tasks. We are
grateful to Don Mayes for assembling and processing
the results and for producing the accompanying
figure. The use of the copyright GOOGLE base map
of the area is acknowledged.

Fig 1: Resistivity Survey Results
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HON TREASURER'S REPORT FOR THE YEAR ENDING 28 FEBRUARY 2012

Receipts and Payments for year ending 29 February 2012
Income

2011-12
£

General Fund
Members' Subscription
Contributions at Meetings
Glevensis
Stationart overpayment
Pottery Course
Coach Outing
Misc
Bank Interest: High Interest Account
Income Tax Refund
Donations
Sub-total
Publication Fund
Bank Interest: CAF Account
Total Income

1,428.00
247.40
157.96

2010-11
£
1,591.00
115.00
199.22
9.00

60.00
521.15
94.48
0.36
255.13
47.19
2,290.52

0.36
247.75
19.97
2,703.45

24.77
2,315.29

29.40
2,732.85

Expenditure

2011-12

2010-11

General fund
Lecturer's Expenses, Fees, Donations & Gifts
Accommodation
Affiliation Fees
Insurance
Postage
Coach Outing
Printing:Glevensis
Other
Photocopying & Stationery
Advertising
Internet Site Host Rental
Miscellaneous
Sub-total
Publication Fund
Photocopying & Stationery
Printing
Bank charge
Sub-total
LiDAR
Equipment inc software
Printing
Postage
Survey: Magnetometry
Photocopying & Stationery
Sub-total
Total Expenditure

£
140.00
467.52
49.00
387.20
210.53
529.90
53.47
54.24
10.00
20.28
79.48
2,001.62

£
215.00
50.00
74.00
370.74
298.36
495.20
697.90
69.71
198.55
10.00
20.28
10.00
2,509.74

0.00

197.16
3,240.00
0.35
3437.51

0.00
2,001.62

1,236.59
790.00
125.51
190.00
84.35
2426.45
8,373.70
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Surplus/Loss of Income

General Fund
Publication Fund
LiDAR
Net Surplus
Statement of Assets and Liabilities as at 28 February 2012
Current Assets

Bank Accounts: Treasurer's Account
High Interest
CAFCash
Cash in hand
Total Assets
Accumulated Fund
Brought Forward from last year
Plus surplus
minus loss on LiDAR
Sub-total
Publication Fund
Brought Forward from last year
Plus surplus/minus loss for year
Sub-total
LiDAR
Brought Forward from last year
Plus surplus/minus loss for year
Sub-total
Overall
Notes
1.
2.
3.

2011-12

2010-11

£
288.90
24.77
313.67

£
193.71
-3,408.11
-2.426.45
-5.640.85

2011-12

2010-11

£
4,381.13
1,785.76
12,404.22
3786
18,608.97

£
4,121.45
1,785.40
12,379.45
9.00
18,295.30

5,917.61
288.90
1.76
6,204.75

5,723.90
193.71

12,379.45
24.77
12,404.22

15,787.56
-3,408.11
12,379.45

18,608.97

2,424.69
-2,426.45
-1.76
18,295.30

5917.61

The subscription includes 5 (13) subscriptions £64 (£163) 2012-13.
The large figures under miscellaneous income and miscellaneous expenditure represent a cheque that
was lost and had to be re-issued.
The Publication Fund is the money transferred form the Frocester Publication Fund in 2001 and has a
restricted usage..
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GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH GROUP
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 copy preferably on CDROM. The format of the text body should be either word or rich text with Times New Roman 10 point font. 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 ( i.e. 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 after the punctuation
mark. 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. Place and name of publisher, year of publication (in brackets) page numbers referred to.
Example
Hoskins, W. G. Fieldwork in Local History, 2nd ed. (London: Faber and Faber, 1982) 41-46.

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.
Examples:
Herbert, N. M. 'Trade and industry', in Herbert, N. M. (ed.), VCH Gloucestershire, 4 (1988), 23-24.
(This is the standard way of citing the Victoria County History)
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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 author's name,
a shortened title , and relevant page numbers. But where another reference to the same source
immediately follows it, 'ibid' may be used, plus the relevant page numbers.
Example(s):
Hoskins, Fieldwork in Local History, 41-46.
Loyd, 'Arthur's Britain', 9.
Herbert, 'Trade and industry', 23-24
Moore, 'Charter evidence', 97-98

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) (in brackets). Date of publication. URL (Date accessed) (in brackets).
Example
Genuki. Gloucestershire town and parish map: Forest of Dean area.
ttp://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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