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A PETROLOGICAL STUDY
OF SOME QUERNSTONES
FROM THE BRISTOL REGION
~ C.Ingle

This study was undertaken to consider the feasibility of
provenance studies of quernstones - petrological analysis of
rock thin-sections enables more detailed ocmparisons of
composition and texture of the rock used (Ingle 1982).

In the case of artefacts of igneous rock, the source can often
be determined with some precision, in some instances to
individual quarries eg lava quems manufactured at the
Niedermendig and Mayen quarries in the Eifel region of
Gemany. Most quernstones found on British sites are of
clastic sedimentary rock-sandstones of varied grain size -
which may exhibit greater lithological variation over their
outcrop areas and be less characteristic of a single source
area.

THE.CLASSIFICATION OF SANDSTONES

The term ‘sandstone’ refers to clastic sedimentary rocks
composed of grains on the size range 0.06 - 2mm. They
may also contain a proportion of pebbles > .2mm - when
they are referred to as pebbly (¢ 10-25% pebbles) or
conglomeratic (¢ 25-50% pebbles) sandstone. (True
conglomerates comprise > 50% pebbles with a finer grained
matrix),

QUARTZ 100%
Quartz Arenite

Subarkose Sublitharenite

Lithic
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100% 106%%

Fig. 1  Classification of arenites

Sandstones are classified on the basis of mineral content ‘
and textural attributes (eg grain shape, rounding, size
distribution). Two main groups of sandstone are recognised
- the arenites (<< 15% finer grained matrix) and wackes
( > 15% matrix) of which only the arenites are relevant to
this study, all the querns and sandstones studied belonging

* to this group, The arenites are subdivided on the proportion

of quartz feldspar and rock fragments as Fig 1. .

Another distinguishing feature is the process of lithifica-
tions or diagenesis, by cementation and/or compaction.

1. Cementation - subsequent deposition of mineral (or
minerals) between the grains - commonly silica, calcite,
iron oxides, Silica is often deposited in optical continuity
on host quartz grains - appearing as a clear overgrowth
that may obscure the original grain outlines.

2. Compactional diagenesis - the grains are welded under
pressure without cement - softer clasts (eg rock frag-
ments) may be deformed into the interstices forming
a pseudomatrix (similar in appearance to a matrix
introduced after deposition).

During this study over 70 quernstones (mostly of Roman
date) from sites in the Bristol Region, were used and their
lithologies compared with those of samples collected from
local sandstone outcrops (Fig 2). Nine samples and nine
quernstones (from two sites) were thin-sectioned for a
more detailed comparison.

Hence the type and variety of rock used, the source and
accuracy with which this could be isolated, and the material
used with regard to the date and type of quermn could be
considered.

Throughout the period of its use the design of the quern -
was evolved to increase the grinding efficiency. During the
Roman period querns became flatter and larger with less
steeply inclined grinding surfaces than Iron Age examples;
and flat grooved grinding surfaces were also introduced.

All the querns studied had been manufactured from

o

~ quarzitic (ie quartz-rich) sandstone of which there are five

main sources in the region:
1 OId Red Sandstone (ORS) Devonian
2 Crombhall Sandstone Lower Carboniferous
3 Quartzitic Sandstone Group (QSG) Middle Carboniferous
4 Pennant Sandstone - Upper Carboniferous
5 Triassic Sandstones

The outcrops of these are shown in Fig 2. Within each of
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TABLE 2. GATCOMBE QUERNS - THIN SECTION-ANALYSIS

Quern | Diameter/ | Grain Size Quartz Rock Feldspar Iron Other Rock Type/
No. Thickness/ | Rounding ) Fragments | Mica Oxide Features Comparisons
Grinding Colour
Surface
Q7 53 cm pebbly to c. 80% quartz 10-15% Minor feldspar | 1 — 2% iron compactional | sublitharenite
7 cm medium grained } (poly -and mono-| micaceous | (dominantly oxides diagenesis
grooved crystalline) with | quartzitic | microcline) Portishead Beds
inclusions and siltstone muscovite - Failand Ridge
silica overgrowth
Q8 40 cm medium >80% 10-15% rare mica - Deformed rock | Sublitharenite
8.75 cm grained dominantly ferruginous | bent muscovite fragments form )
grooved monocrystallines | siltstone flakes pseudomatrix | Portishead Beds
with silica - Failand Ridge,
overgrowths and Portishead
inclusions (eg
Chlorite).
Q10 |53 cm pebbly, Coarse | > 75% with 15 -20% small muscovite | small opaque Compactional | Sublitharenite
4 cm grained numerous siliceous grains grains and diagenesis
grooved mqderate inclusions siltstone, grain coatings Q 8 Portishead
rounding silica overgrowth | chert Beds, Failand
Ridge.
Q11 |48 cm pebbly, medium | >80% poly - c15% small mica Hemetite Sublitharenite
10.5cm to coarse | crystalline ferruginous | grains. Rare grain coatings Compactional
grained quartz pebbles quartzitic | feldspar diagenesis Q10
moderate to smaller mono- siltstone
well rounded crystalline forming
N grains,inclusions | pseudo-
eg chlorite, matrix
cavities
Q9 38 cm medium to 95% dominantly | low % of 4% grain silica cement | Ferruginous
8 cm coarse-grained monocrystalline siliceous coating and. quartz arenite
grooved sub-to well with few ferruginous cement
rounded, orangey inclusions, silica siltstones
brown in colour | overgrowths
CHEW VALLEY CAMERTON AND NETTLETON

1

The eleven querns from Chew Park ranged in size from 34 -
46cm in diameter, and 5 - 8.5cm in thickness. They are all
of 01d Red Sandstone from the Mendips fine-coarse sandstone
to conglomeratic sandstone, pale grey and pinkish grey to
reddish brown in colour. Like the Portishead Beds of Bristol
these rocks are sublitharenite with 75 - 90% quartz, 10 - 20%
rock fragments, and iron oxides present mainly as grain
coatings.

The seven from Herriotts Bridge (35 - 43cm diameter) are
also sublitharenite similar to the Chew Park Querns. The three
Medieval examples from St Cross Nunnery are smaller (30 -
34cm diameter, 5.5 - 7.5¢cm thick) but again are medium to
coarse grained and pebbly sublitharenite pinkish grey in colour
and from the same source.

Similar lithologies were found with the other quernstones
from Bristol] Those of Iron Age date from Cadbury Camp,
Tickenham are of medium to coarse grained sublitharenite
(probably Upper ORS which out crops along the Portishead -
Clevedon and Failand Ridge) as are those from Sea Mills. The
two fragments from Stoke Gifford are more conglomeratic with
a coarse grained matrix, and well rounded clasts of vein quartz,
jasper and grey/green - reddish brown siltstone - similar to the
medieval querns from St Mary le Port, Bristol.

The quernstones from both of these sites were of grey to dark
grey sublitharenite to quartz arenite - fine to coarse grained and
pebbly with subrounded to well-rounded grains of quartz and
siltstone. They are overall finer grained than the Bristol
examples and contain less iron-oxide.

CONCLUSIONS

From the above results it appears that the composition of any
particular sandstone was more relevant than grain size - although
few were of either fine grained sandstone or true conglomerate.
Most of the quernstones were made from sublitharenite - the
rest from quartz arenite (or, rarely lithic arenite - for which

the main sources are the Upper Old Red Sandstone and
Quartzitic Sandstone Group outcrops.

These rocks exhibit both lateral and vertical variations in
composition and grain size over their outcrops - with gradation _
between the two groups (intermediate samples having ¢ 90 -
95% quartz, 5 - 10% rock fragments). In the coarse grades the
main constituents of each are the same making identification
of some samples difficult - although in the finer grades the
presence of mica (muscovite) and feldspar (dominantly micro-
cline) in the Upper ORS enables it to be distinguished from
the QSC where these minerals are generally absent. In general
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distributed. Some particularly suitable rock types eg the
Hertfordshire Pudding Stone would have been exploited
_further, the products having a wider distribution.
From this limited study a number of conclusions can be
drawn:

1 All of the quernstones considered were made of stone
available locally — within 10 km.

2 This stone was'dominantly sandstone of sublitharenite type
with quartz arenite and lithic arenite also used.

3 The most commonly used source was the upper ORS (the:
Portishead Beds in the Bristol area). The lateral and vertical
variations in composition and texture of these beds are
sufficient to account for all of the variations in lithology
of quernstones from the same site and of sublitharenite
type.

4 It would be difficult to isolate any particular outcrop as a
source for an individual quern or group of querns.

5 The Upper ORS of Bristol, Mendip and the Forest of Dean
are all of similar lithology and hence must have similar
grinding characteristics. It is logical to assume therefore tha
that the nearest outcrop would have been used - although
certain more restricted beds may have proved more sultable
and attained a wider distribution.

6 Lesser amounts of Carboniferous sandstones - from the
QSG and Cromhall Sandstone were also used eg. Gatcombe
and Filwood Park, and is found at sites where upper ORS
was also used.

7 The lithology of rock used, and hence its source didn’t
vary with time or design of the quern.

8 The abundant calcerous sandstones of the region (eg Lower
ORS, Triassic Sandstones) were not used - probably due to
inferior grinding characteristics.

Further research using a larger data base is required to

modify or confirm these ideas which were based on a limited a

-amount of data and restricted period of study.
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QUARRIES IN THE CONGLOMERATE
The search for quern quarries in the conglomerates in the
Portishead beds produced a number of problems. This rather
attractive stone (hard red and sandy with various pebbles,
often milky white quartz) has evidently been much sought
after as a semi-decorative building stone, as numerous
boundary walls in the area and walls of local buildings
demonstrate. Thus any early quarries might have been
obliterated by later quarries for building stone. Secondly,
this stone does not flake easily and probably most of the
querns were shaped mainly by pecking, which would not
produce recognisable debris (at least in terms of this survey)
As may be seen from Fig 1, the exposures of the
conglomerate facies of the Portishead beds are more
widely spread and more complex than those of the
quartzite. There are at least three sets of these beds which
occur mainly to the southeast of the axis of the east-west
anticline, the south side of which forms the Failand ridge.
The outcrop extends from near the Downs School, Wraxall,
through Lower Failand and Abbots Leigh, to Leigh Woods.
There is also an outcrop of the (Woodhill) conglomerate
on the shore in Kilkenny Bay, Portishead (ST 457 768)
not examined in this survey, neither were conglomerate
beds in Devonian strata exposed in the centre of the anti-
clines in the Mendips3. Conglomerate facies also occur in
equivalent strata north of the Severn in the Forest of Dean
area.

There are no visible quarries in the two western out-
crops (ST 495 742 and ST 507 742) much of which are at
present in woodland. There is however a slight linear feature
below Lower Failand church (ST 514 736) which may
perthaps be a quarry. The church walls contain random
dressed conglomerate blocks. To the east of this the out-
crop is followed by the road, and where they cross the
pebble beds are seen in section in the edge of the road
cutting. The conglomerate facies at this point consists of a
very sandy stone with thin pebble beds, not thick enough
to produce conglomerate querns. from. The beds described
above are from the ‘middle’ of the three sets of conglo-
merate beds in this area (Fig 1).

The third outcrop is the most extensive (it is part of the
‘upper’ set of beds); there is a broad exposure at ST 516
730 just south of Failand House. However there are no
quarries here or in the pastureland or woodland to the east.

In the woodland near Ox House Bottom by the stream at
the foot of the hill there are slight traces of quarrying, but this
is probably connected with the construction of a drystone
wall (now tumbled) which runs around this part of the
wood4. Across the stream no quarries are visible in the
woodland on the slopes of the valley, but a large linear
feature (ST 504 727) begins on the edge of the wood. This
was probably a quarty, and is now a field boundary. To the
north of this quarry are the tumbled remains of a field wall,
and since this and other field walls in this area were con-
structed partly of conglomerate blocks it seems that most of
this quarry was excavated for building stone for these walls.
The triangular copse to the east (ST 526 727) was
impenetrable, but possible quarries may exist on the west
edge. To the east of this a plantation runs along the out-
crop, within which is a shallow linear feature (ST 527 727),
but this time without field walls nearby, Two pits exist to the

east of the plantation (ST 529 536). The origin and dates of
all these quarries are unknown, but they are probably

fairly recent, though they may obliterate earlier excavations.
If however, the earlier quarries were quern quarries one
might expect waste stone blocks to be lying around which
may be used for field wall construction without the need

for much further quarrying.

Three sets of conglomerate beds occur in the area of
the woods around Abbots Pool and Glen Farm, Abbots Leigh
(fig 1). The lowest conglomerate beds at the base of the
Portishead beds outcrop (No 4) north of the Failand road
(ST 533 733) and behind Glen Farm. These are followed
by a linear quarry behind a high boundary wall containing
many conglomerate blocks. These beds continue (No 5 -
ST 541 741) after a gap to the north-east of the A 369
at the bottom of a valley. There are possible traces of
shallow linear quarries at the north end. Just to the north-
east of this is the most northeasterly outcrop (No 6) in this
area (ST 545 744) this appears to be of the ‘middle’ set
of beds. This shows possible shallow traces of quarrying
at the southern end.

Returning once more to the Abbots Pool area there
remain two more outcrops to consider: the ‘middle’ set of
beds (No 7) had not been quarried on the east side of the
valley but on the west side a linear quarry runs round the
contours of the hill (ST 535 733) into a circular plantation
(ST 533 731) where the feature breaks up into a complex
of irregular hollows with many large conglomerate blocks
lying on the surface, but no flakes or other worked stones
were noted.

The ‘upper’ set of beds (No 8) runs round the top of the
valley slopes above Abbots Pool. The northeastern end of
the outcrop lies under the main street through Abbots
Leigh village. Almost as soon as it enters the wooded area
a considerable portion of the outcrop has been quarried
away to the east by a large linear quarry (ST 537 732)
(which could easily be mistaken for an ancient enclosure
ditch around the woodland). Some blocks of conglomerate
are lying in and below this quarry. Just to the south of this
is at least one deep steep-sided quarry (ST 538 731)5. Just
to the west of the farm track is a similar quarry. The out-
crop continues to the southwest along a conifer plantation,
in the middle of which are a series of small shallow quarries
(ST 534 729). The origin and date of the Abbots Leigh
group of quarries isnot known.Some of them may well have
begun as early quern quarries but there is a high likelihood
that much of this work was carried out for the medieval
abbots of St Augustine’s, Bristol, who owned the estate.

It would be interesting to know how frequently the
conglomerate occurs in ecclesiastical and secular medieval
stone buildings in and around Bristol. As yet the writer has
done no documentary work on these quarries and there is
scope here for future research.

Below the linear feature in outcrop no 8 (at ST 537
732) one piece of worked stone was found which might
have been a fragment of the rim of a rotary quern roughout,
but this was very uncertain, This was the only possible
roughout found on any of theoutcrops examined; but as
pointed out above duye to the technique of manufacture the
absence of such evidence need not necessarily imply that
querns were not produced at any of the exposures
examined.



1 -ds the end of the sy it was realised that
the various outcrops of conglomerate had a slightly variable
lithology, which might, with a proper sampling prograinme
of querns and rock specimens, narrow down the origin of
the querns considerably. Indeed such work may in future
yield considerable detailed information about marketing
if several sources of this conglomerate can be isolated.

CONCLUSION

This preli: iy survey of the outcrop of two types of
rocks known to have been the source for Roman and earlier
quernstones has demonstrated that they have been
extensively quarried in the past, but it hasnot prc .
possible to date this activity by fieldwork alone. Some
quarries in the Long Ashton and Ashton Court area may well
be Roman or earlier, the dating of the other quarries is
uncertain.

Querns are a relatively neglected field; the latest British
publication of a comprehensive quern typology was published
by Cecil Curwen in 1937 and 1941, and this pioneer work
urgently needs updating. Apart from early work on the Mayen
Lava querns imported from the Rhineland, little petrological
work took place until recently. It Crawford (1953; 98 -
106) who first suggested that petrological work and location
of quern quarries was a fruitful ‘new field of research .......
waiting to be explored’. Prog s has been inexplicably slow
in the thirty years since that note, due one suspects more
to a lack of interest rather than a lack of technology for
such research. It is fortunate that one of the few petrological
studies of querns from a whole area to have taken place is a
recent survey of querns from Avon by Caroline Ingle (1982
and 1984). This survey of seventy stones showed that the
majority of these querns were of Old Red Sandstone,
Portishead beds Sandstone and conglomerate, and Brandon
Hill grit quartzite. While some of these stones may have been
quarried in the Mendips, most of these ¢, 3 probably came
from quarries on the Failand ridge or in the Portishead -
Clevedon areas. It is too early to draw any detailed conclusions
about the nature of the quern production industry and the
pattern and mode of trade of these items, but one day this
may be possible, and undoubtedly the conclusions reached
as the result of further  rk will be of great interest and
importance.
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NOTES

1 (ST 799761). Excavations directed by K & M Blockley,
sponsored by Avon County Councilyfinanced by
Manpower Services Commission.

2 Pecked with a point rather than battered with amaul.No
stone mauls were noted on any quarry site. Probably
metal picks and wedges would be the main tools used
to prise blocks out (using the natural joints in the rock -
which shows no bedding). The _ ns could be dressed
by a robust well-steeled pick with a pointed blade, the
ot  end finished as a hammer.

3 A number of erratic boulders of the conglomerate were
also noted along the south side of the Failand ridge. It
is unlikely that all have been transported by the hand of
man, and some were probably left during the erosion of

~anticline, resting on the later rocks around the core
ot the fold. These erratics are not considered to have been
a source of stone forqu  manufacture on an industrial
scale.

4 There is a superb dated and inscribed mid eighteenth
century boundary stone to mark the margin of
‘Hat s’ ate 52117207 to the west of the footpath.

5 Fieldworkers are warned that this feature is dangerous as it
is heavily overgrown. The writer learnt of this quarry by
falling into it (face down into a bed of nettles and
brambles and pulling a shoulder muscle)! This injury and
a later incident involving an aggressive bull near Lower

Failand added a bit more interest to a summer evening’s
fieldwork!
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ROMANO-BRITISH SITES

IN THE CITY OF BRISTOL -
A REVIEW & GAZETTEER
J. R. Russell & R.G.J. Williams

This survey of Romano-British evidence in Bristol is divided
into two parts: the first part is a brief review of that evidence,
the second is a gazetteer listing all known sites with their
main references.

INTRODUCTION

The early historians of Bristol had little doubt that their native
city, like its lesser neighbours Bath and Gloucester, had its
origins in a major Roman town. William Barrett and Samuel
Seyer, writing in 1789 and 1821 respectively, devoted many
pages of tedious argument to proving the existence of this
settlement, which they called Caer Brito, while as late as
1881 J F Nicholls, in his Bristol Past and Present, published
plans (at different scales!!) comparing the topography of
‘Ancient Bristol’ and ‘Ancient Rome’ (Nicholls & Taylor
1881, 23). By the end of the 19th century this era of anti-
quarian speculation had passed, and a new breed of amateur
archaeologists, led by the redoubtable J E Pritchard, were
active in the city. Pritchard and his colleagues, who were
mostly members of the Clifton Antiquarian Club, displayed
a remarkably progressive approach in their recording of
antiquities threatened by destruction, their most notable
achievement in the Roman field being the salvage excavation
of the Brislington villa (gazetteer B2) in 1899.

Pritchard’s careful observation of sites in central Bristol
helped to prove that Bristol as a town dated back only to
the late Saxon period. The recognition of this fact, while
long overdue, may have had the unfortunate effect of
lessening interest in the Roman period among local
archaeologists and historians. While the fieldwork of
G C Boon and others in the 1940’s, supplemented by
more recent excavations by Bristol City Museum and
Bristol University, has highlighted the existence of
substantial Roman settlements at Sea Mills and around
Kings Weston, it is still all too often assumed that the
remaining 120 square kilometres covered by modem Bristol
were virtually uninhabited during the Roman period. It is
hoped that the present article, which attempts to list all
known or alleged finds of Roman material within the
existing city boundaries, will help to dispel this illusion, and
will encourage fieldworkers in all parts of the city to keep a
closer watch for Roman remains when examining building
sites and other new developments, While it is thought that no
major discoveries have been omitted, it is probable that some
minor finds of coins or pottery may have been overlooked.
The authors would be interested to hear of such items for
inclusion in a future supplement.

SEA MILLS

The recent history of the Roman settlement at Sea Mills
(Abone) is a depressing one. Large portions of the site have
been either destroyed or permanently obscured by a dock

(1712), a railway (1863) and an arterial road (1923) while
since the 1920°s most of the intervening areas have been
covered by housing, generally without prior archaeological
investigation. The various small-scale explorations of the site
carried out in the first half of this century were mostly
characterised either by haste or incompetence (although
the valiant attempts at salvage by the young G C Boon
in the mid 1940’s (A1h) deserve an honourable mention)
and it was not until 1965 that the first adequate rescue
excavation (Alk) was carried out by Bristol City Museum.
The last major opportunity to unravel the history of this -
important site will come when the prefabricated estate
centred on Hadrian Close is eventually redeveloped;
little less than total excavation of this crucial area will suffice.
The development of Abone, insofar as it can be deduced
from the available evidence, is briefly outlined in section A
of the gazetteer. It should be noted that the early military
occupation is so far represented almost entirely by
artefacts, and that we have few real clues as to its nature,
its extent or the date of its termination. The evidence for
the later civil settlement is more substantial, but leaves
many questions unanswered. While the siting of 4bone
must have been determined by strategic rather than
commercial considerations, it is clear that the town was
subsequently well placed to develop as a port, and more
particularly as a ferry terminal for South Wales. Provisions
and reinforcements for the Welsh garrisons would have
regularly passed through the settlement, as would lead
from the Mendips and freestone from the quarries of
Box and Dundry. In addition the town would have provided
a distribution point for the surplus agricultural produce
of the lower Avon valley, a function which would have
become more important with the development of a ‘villa
economy’ in the area during the late 3rd century.
The excavated remains of Abone seem to confirm that
the settlement was a thriving one, densely built up. At
the same time, however, there are remarkably few signs
of wealth or sophistication, The buildings so far examined
are all shops and houses of a very modest character, even
in their later stone phases; no hypocausts or bath suites
have yet been identified, while mosaics are represented
only by a few scattered tesserae. The defences of the town,
if there were any, have yet to be located, and also its
main cemeteries; the expected site of the latter, on the
ridge to the south of the settlement, produced only
scattered burials in 1972 (C13-15). The relationship of
the town to the main roads linking it with Bath and
Gloucester (G1, G2) has yet to be established. It should be
noted that the routes of these roads, as outlined in
section G of the gazetteer, are still largely conjectural,
being based for the most part on the alignments of modern
roads and field-boundaries rather than on physical
evidence, which, with the exception of the fine stretch
of ‘agger’ on Durdham Down (G1), remains elusive.
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349-50) and Henley Wood (Branigan 1977, 169). A late
Roman date can also be proposed for the crudely executed
tombstone from Nazareth House, Sea Mills (C13), although
"a symbol at the apex of the slab can no longer be regarded as
an incomplete Christian ‘chi-rho’ monogram (Thomas 1981,
127).

THE LATE ROMAN PERIOD AND BEYOND

For much of the 4th century the lower Avon valley, with its
numerous newly-constructed villas, seems to have remained
relatively secure and prosperous. Around 370 AD, however,
the first indications of disruption and decline appear. At Sea
Mills the buildings excavated in 1965-66 (Al (k) ) are thought
to have fallen into decay at about this time, with burials close
to the centre of the occupied area (C12, C16) indicate that
the settlement was either shrinking in size or losing any pret-
ensions to urban status. By the early 5th century the growing
dislocation of organised commerce and communications is
likely to have caused the town’s permanent abandonment. In
the surrounding countryside the villas at Brislington, Kings
Weston, Gatcombe and Keynsham all seem to have been either
destroyed or abandoned around 370 AD, probably as a result
of localised barbarian raids along the Avon. All four sites were
subsequently reoccupied, but on a greatly reduced scale. These
and other rural settlements in the area may well have continued
in use for a good part of the 5th century, if not beyond it.
Eventually, however, economic collapse,coupled with a reduc-
tion in population and the danger of further barbarian
incursions, must have led to the desertion of many sites, and a
return to the relative security of hill-forts such as Cadbury
Congresbury (Burrow 1981); the uncertainty of the times is
well illustrated by the discovery of a skeleton with head-
wounds dumped in a ruined hypocaust of the Kings Weston
villa (C7).

There can nevertheless be little doubt that when Saxon
settlers finally moved into the area in the years following the
battle of Dyrham in 577 AD they found not only surviving
settlements but recognisable land-units. The best evidence for
this comes from a Mercian charter of 691 AD in which an
estate at Henbury, probably covering much of the later parish
of that name, was granted to the Bishopric of Worcester ‘with
its ancient boundaries’. While these boundaries, which are not
described , may have been established by the Saxons during
the previous century, they are more likely to be those of a
preceding late Roman estate (Finberg 1957, 4). Another
possible instance of a Roman estate surviving intact into the
Saxon period is provided by the parish of Clifton, a compact,
roughly rectangular block of land defined on the west and
south by the Avon and on the north and east by the tithing of
Stoke Bishop, the boundaries of which seem to have been
established prior to 883 AD (BARG Bull, 6, 138-143). The
main Roman finds from the parish, which include a probable
building (F24, F26-27), are unfortunately known only from
a not wholly reliable 18th century source. Clifton does
however also contain the ‘Celtic’ field-system already
discussed (E1), the layout of which appears to be related
both to the boundaries and road-system of the later parish,
and an Iron Age hill-fort, Clifton Camp, which has allegedly
produced finds of Roman coins (F24) and which also contains
secondary earthworks of uncertain date and purpose
{Burrow 1981, 76). The camp, in a commanding position
overlooking the Avon Gorge, would have provided an obvious
focus for settlement in the troubled post-Roman centuries,

especially since the other major hill-fort in the area, Blaise
Castle, was apparently in use as a cemetery during this period.

Clifton and Henbury are not the only potential examples of
Roman-Saxon continuity in Bristol. The possibility of religious
continuity at Horfield has already been discussed, while other
medieval village centres within the city, such as Bedminster
(B1, F1), Brislington (B2) and Westbury-on-Trym (F68) are
situated close to known Roman settlements or findspots.
Carefully controlled and properly funded excavation of selec-
ted sites, such as Blaise Castle or Clifton Camp, will however
be required before we can attempt to ‘speak from fact, not
theory’ regarding the development of the Bristol region during
this enigmatic transitional era.

GAZETTEER

INTRODUCTION

In sections A to F of the gazetteer sites are listed alphabetically
under the ‘parishes’ adopted for BAARG parish survey work
within the City of Bristol. Diagrams showing the boundaries of
these parishes, which approximate to those in existence in the
mid 19th century, are included in D P Dawson’s Survey of
Bristol Churches (BARG Rev 2, 9-24; BAA 1, 28-44). Only
selected references are given;in particular, references to the
County of Avon Sites and Monuments Record (ASMR) and
Ordnance Survey Record Cards (OSR) are made only where
these form the principal source of information for a site.

The present location of finds from a site, where known, is
given in separate brackets at the end of the relevant gazetteer
entry; in the case of material in Bristol City Museum (BRSMG),
register, accession or other reference numbers are quoted where
available.
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BS HENBURY Blaise Castle Hill (ST55887838)

Extensive 1st-4th century occupation within Iron Age hillfort.
Numerous coins were found in 1707, 1766-68 and 1819
(Atkyns 1712, 474; Rudder 1779,491; Barrett 1789, 14-15;
Seyer 1821, 157-58; PUBSS 10, 7-8) A rectangular structure
variously interpreted as a late Roman temple or a Medieval
chapel was excavated by J A Bartlett 1918 (TBGAS 41, 163-9).
Further finds of pottery, coins and other material were made in
trial excavations by P A Rahtz 1957 (PUBSS 8, 147-171)
(BRSMG) and in BRSMG excavation below south-east turret
of Blaise Castle 1982 (BRSMG: 41/1982) For cemetery see
C2; see also F31.

B6 HENBURY Kings Weston, Long Cross (ST53377755)
‘Western Building’, predating late 3rd century ‘Eastern
Building® (B7) partially examined by G C BoonandJ S C
Brown 1948-1950. A T-shaped ‘corn-drier’ was inserted in the
structure in the 4th century (Boon 1967, 7, 21). }

B7 HENBURY Kings Weston, Long Cross (ST53397755)

Villa (*Eastern Building’) excavated by G C BoonandJ S C
Brown 1947-49. The building consisted of 9+ rooms grouped
around a hall or courtyard closed on the south by an inward
facing corridor; a bath suite adjoined the west wing. It was
constructed in the late 3rd century and largely destroyed

circa 370 AD; limited squatter occupation followed. Traces of
further buildings were noted to the west (B6) and to the north
of Long Cross. The site is preserved and can be visited on
application to Blaise Castle House Museum (TBGAS 69, 5-58;
86, 195-6) (BRSMG: 74/1948).See C7

B8 HENBURY Kings Weston, Long Cross (ST538779)

Walls, roof-tiles, possxble lime-kiln and 3rd-4th century pottery
found by G C Boon circa 1948 (ASMR 746).

BS HENBURY Kings Weston, Long Cross (ST542783)

Rubble and 3rd-4th century pottery found by G C Boon 1948
(ASMR: 764).

B10 HENBURY Lawrence Weston, St Bedes R C School
(ST54447860) }
1st4th century settlement excavated by UB 1982. Succession of

N.-S. ditches, walls and fences formed W. boundéry of
occupation area with rough cobbling and 4th century oven or
furnace (BAA4 2, 50) (BRSMG: 32/1982) See alsd F43.

B11 HENBURY Lawrence Weston, Long Cross (ST553786)

Walls and stone-lined pit containing pottery, including Samian-
ware, found by G C Boon circa 1948 (ASMR 775).

B12 ST.JAMES WITHOUT Baptist Mills, (?) Stafford Road
(ST604747 area) Spread of (?) 3rd-4th century pottery, flue
tiles, mortar and bones of ox, shéep and pig found by F Ellis
1889-91 (PCAC 2, 160-1) See C10.

B13 SHIREHAMPTON Watling Way (ST52587739)

Walls and pottery found by G C Boon 1948 (OSR STS7
NW9) See C11.

B14 WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Southmead, North end of Henleaze
Lake (ST58257788) Iron Age silver coin, spread of pottery
including Samian, brooches, buckle and teeth of ox, horse,
sheep and pig found by F Ellis and J E Pritchard 1889-91
(PCAC 2, 158-9) (Silver coin BRSMG: 026. Samian sherd
BRSMG: F1815)

B15 WHITCHURCH Filwood Park (ST59036920)
2nd-4th century settlement examined by R G J Williams and
BRSMG 1982. Several rectangular stone-based buildings,
cobbled areas and ditches, together with evidence for metal-
working. (BAA 2, 12-20) (Some material in BRSMG: 49/1982).

C — BURIALS

C1 BEDMINSTER Bedminster Down (ST572699 area)
Lead coffin allegedly found during quarrying circa 1870
(PSAHNS 72, 91)(Allegedly reburied in Bishopsworth church-
yard).

C2 HENBURY Blaise Castle Hill (ST55887838)
Cemetery of extended inhumations in rock-cut graves, mostly
aligned east-west with heads to west. Inhumations, 10+, found
during excavation of rectangular building (BS) by J A Bartlett
1918 (I'BGAS 41, 166-168). A further inhumation with 4th
century coin below skull found by P A Rahtz 1957 ( PUBSS
8, 147-171)(BRSMG). Inhumations, 3, found in BRSMG
excavation below south east turret of Blaise Castle 1982

c3

c4

Cs

cé

(or)

Cc8
Cc9

(BRSMG: 41/1982). .
HENBURY Coombe Dingle, thchcombe Gardens (ST55687748) o
Stone coffin with rounded ends, containing inhumation |
accompanied by pottery flagon, found 1972 (BEP 28.7.82)

(BRSMG).

HENBURY Henbury Awdelett (Manor House School) (ST564

788).

Undated inhumation found in garden 1898; rebuned in

Henbury Churchyard next to east boundary wall. Other

undated inhumations allegedly found during road widening

close to house. (Henbury W I, 1958, 22).

HENBURY Henbury Comprehensive School (ST56227907)

Inhumations, 4+, aligned roughly north-south, excavated by

BAARG 1982, Three were contracted while the fourth was

extended, face downwards, in wooden coffin with pair of ’ '
hobnailed boots between knees. (BAA4 2, 21-24) (BRSMG:

33/1982).

HENBURY Kings Weston Hill (ST54937783)

Inhumations, 10+, excavated by C Godman 1966. All were

extended and aligned east-west, with heads to W. (PUBSS

13, 41-8)(BRSMG).

HENBURY Kings Weston, Long Cross (ST53397755)

Male inhumation found in Room 11 of ‘Eastern Building’

(B7) during excavation by G C Boon and J S C Brown

1947-49. Skull bore marks of sword-cuts, and body had been

deposited in collapsed hypocaust circa 400 AD. A second, |
fragmentary, inhumation was noted east of building

(TBGAS 49,18, 57) (BRSMG: 74/1948).

HORFIELD Kellaway Ave. (ST58857650)

Undated inhumations found 1896 (Bingham 1900, 35).

ST. GEORGE 11-15Roseberry Road (ST61467325)

Inhumations, 8+, with single sherd of pottery and fragment of

lead sheet, found by F Ellis 1894 (PCAC 3, 88; PUBSS 4, 54;

Sanigar 1931, 37-8) (Skulls in Anthropological Museum,

UB; other bones reburied in Avonview cemetery).

C10 ST. JAMES WITHOUT Baptist Mills, (?) Stafford Road

Cl1

C12

C13

C14

C15

Clé

(ST604747 area) Lead coffin (originally cased in wood) and

two stone-lined cists found 1889. Coffin aligned E-W.

and contained female inhumation with head to E; coin of
Constantine found nearby. (PCAC 2, 83-5) (lead coffin

BRSMG: E406 (old), given by R N and R H Bryant 1900.
Fragment of cloth (?) from coffin BRSMG: file 180). See

B12.

SHIREHAMPTON Watling Way (ST52587739)

Stone coffin with half-hexagonal head, aligned north-south,
containing inhumation with hobnails, found by G C Boon

1948. (OSR ST57 NW9; BEP 5.3.48) See 313,
WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Sea Mills, Hadrian Close (ST550758)
Inhumations, 3, excavated by G C Boon 1946 within area of
Roman town. Two were contracted, aligned northeast/ '
southwest and north/south respectively, while the third was
extended in a wooden coffin, aligned east-north-east/south-
south-south-west (TBGAS 66, 271-77)(BRSMG).
WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Sea Mills, Nazareth House (ST55257558)
Fragment of tombstone with crudely incised inscription SPES

C SENTI ... and female portrait bust found with female
inhumation and coin of Domitian 1873 (Arch J 31, 41-6;

PCAC 2, 158; Bennett forthcoming) (BRSMG: F2375, given

by J Evens 1892).

WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Sea Mills, Nazareth House (ST55227557)
Cremations, 9, excavated by BRSMG 1972. Grave goods

including pottery, iron nails and a bronze bracelet (4R 7,29;
Bennett forthcoming)(BRSMG: 66/1972).
WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Sea Mills, Nazareth House (ST55317576)
Inhumations, 3, aligned north-south, excavated by BRSMG 1972.
All extended, two lying in 2nd century quarry pits and the third
in a shallow grave. Of the former, one was an adult, face down
with an iron object in the mouth, and hobnailed boots; the second
was a young girl, with head placed on pelvis. The third was also an
adult, face down with an iron object in the mouth (4R 7, 29;
Bennett forthcoming)(BRSMG: 66/1972).
WESTBURY-ON-TRYM Sea Mills, Sea Mills Lane (ST55037589)
Inhumations, 3, excavated by BRSMG 1967 within area of
Roman town. One was male, face downwards; second was female,
in a wooden coffin, with hobnailed boots; third was an infant.
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8 March 1974, letter to OS, copy with Avon Sites and
Monuments Record. Other documents relating to Mr
Boon’s fieldwork in the area are now included in the
site archive.

Layers AT, AX, BM, BP, BQ, BR, BU, BW, BX, BY.
The pottery from the excavation has been studied only
at a preliminary level. Two series of fabrics (Early and
Late) have been defined for the stratified material; no
attempt has been made to match pottery from contam-
inated layers, or to identify any but the most obvious
fabrics. Ove * the pottery assemblage shows surpris-
ingly little resemblance to those from other sites (eg.
Gatcombe, Butcombe and Chew Valley Lake), a feature
that would repay further study.

1, fabric E5;2,E7,3,E12;4,E17; 5-6 & 8, E20; 7, E22;
9-9a,E24;10,E27; 11, SF no 100, E29; 12-15, E28;
16-18,E29; 19-22, E30. Layers AT, BP, BQ, BR, BU,
BW,BX, BY. (No 16, from layer BY, has traces of bur-
nished lattice decoration, not shown in the drawing).

1, fabric F77;2,E1; 34, E24. -

Fabric E_. . Other pottery from this layer: plain terra
sigillata, coarseware strainer.

Information (including the 1901 OS 6-inch map) kindly
supplied by J Russell.

SF no 11, layer AT; for examples from Nettleton, see
Wedlake (1982), 219, nos 7-11.

SF no 71, layer CA. The thicker end has an unusual
scar. For the stong, see the special report below.

SF no 9, layer Ap; AE3, Rev. Securitas Reipublicae,

cf. Carson, Hill & Kent (1965), 1T 92-125.
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SETTLEMENT LATTICE
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occupied throughout this period, are very much more
difficult points. The medieval villages of Compton Martin,
Chew Stoke and Chew Magna all have thriving modemn
villages over them and to find the kind of site free from
later disturbance will not be easy. A number of sites do,
however, reveal themselves as having potential for further
investigation into the question of continuous occupation.
These are areas where medieval settlement has moved, and
which are now fields.

The most obvious site in need of closer investigation is
Pickwick Farm, trenched in 1960 by K J Barton (Barton
1969). Not only have medieval structures been found with
strong evidence for Roman and Iron Age occupation but the
site is also relatively undisturbed, Only the best quality
modern excavation need be contemplated, conducted by
persons aware of the problems of residuality, and with the
sort of resources able to deal with them. Only with these
facilities may light be shed on this delicate problem.

The fields around Chew Stoke church may also be an area
that might shed light on both the Roman ancestry hypothesis
and that of continuous occupation. The fields and earth-
works around Stowey church, the earthworks on Breach Hill,
the remains of Moreton on the Chew Valley Lake edge and
the Bickfield Farm area may prove likewise.

CONCLUSION

Building upon these hypotheses some idea of processes can

be suggested from the evidence we actually have. It is a fact
that many Roman sites are abandoned well before the
Norman Conquest (although exactly when remains somewhat
of a problem) - it is also a fact that at least two of these Roman
settlemetns did become medieval settlements and it is implied
that here the settlements were continually occupied, although
there is no direct evidence of this. The fact that the other
medieval settlemetns seem to belong to the Roman pattern
implies limited survival of the Roman infrastructure. This does
not actually need to imply shrinkage of population and may
represent nothing more sinister than settlement nucleation at
some time in the later Saxon period.

The hypotheses outlined here are all in early stages of
development but it is felt that the results merit at least con-
tinued consideration and it is hoped that fieldwork may now
take place in order to clarify what is undoubtedly a very
complex situation. The limitation of dots on small maps,
settlement mobility (Taylor 1978) and incomplete fieldwork
must all be taken into account but these do not reduce the
value of this exercise in erecting the hypotheses themselves.
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-Dyrham’s first licence was for an area of 500 acres, about
twice the size of the present park. Badminton park, on the
-other hand, has been extended several times. Further details

and suggested boundaries for the parks at Sodbury,
Tormarton and Yate have been published (Lay and Iles
1979). ’

Warrens were relatively common in this area. The
warrens shown on Fig 1 are based on evidence of pillow-
mounds or field names. Many of these manors were granted
the right of free warren but this merely meant that their
lords had the right to hunt small game on their demesne
land. The warrens themselves were areas of land set aside
to intensively farm rabbits, or occasionally hares, as much
for their fur as for their meat. There appears to be little
dating evidence for the warrens although some were
certainly established in the medieval period. Most of these
warrens were small and close to the manor house unlike
the extensive post-medieval warrens. Not all warrens have
evidence of pillowmounds, though presumably all would
have had a fairly substantial enclosure. Some pillowmounds
are constructed end-on at odd angles and look like a string
of sausages. The larger groups of pillowmounds at Dyrham
(Iles J and R 1983), Little Sodbury and Horton tend to
occur on steep scarp slopes, though this may have improved
the drainage --important for keeping rabbits happy - the
reason was-because that was readily available marginal
land with no other obvious use. The warrens at Dyrham and
Tormarton were within deer parks, presumably to deter
poachers.

Virtually all the fishponds in this area are situated at the
foot of the Cotswold scarp, adjacent to manor houses. It seems
that spring water issuing from the Cotswold limestone was
found to be particularly suitable for use in medieval fishponds.
All of these ponds are in a simple series, usually with two or
three pondsin a small combe in the scarp. The map of Dyrham
of 1688 shows a series of four or five ponds which were later
transformed into the magnificent water garden depicted in a
Kip engraving (Atkyns 1712); little survives from the 18th
century garden apart from the two lower ponds which were
in fact merely remodelled medieval ponds. The two ponds south
of Codrington Court are contained by stone walls and are
possibly 17th century or later in date. In two examples,
Dyrham and Hawkesbury, the lowest of the series of fishponds

" was also used as a millpond.

CONCLUSION

This short article has done little beyond identifying some of
the medieval landscape of the southern Cotswolds, Ideally it
would be most appropriate to continue this study with docu-
mentary research to trace the origins and development of these
features and land use generally in this area. However, a much
more pressing need is to attempt to safeguard and conserve
a sample of these features many of which are fast disappearing.
Saville’s survey (1980) drew particular attention to the
plough damage of known archaeological sites; at the time
most damage appeared to affect prehistoric and Roman
monuments rather than medieval sites, Only three of the sites
on Fig 1 have been ploughed in recent years (the pillow-
mounds at Lovetts Wood and Codrington Court and the strip
lynchets in Doddington park). The reasons for this are two-
fold: first many medieval monumnets have not been identi-

fied. Some sitescannowonly be discovered or interpreted from
aerial photographs. Secondly known prehistoric and Roman
sites tend to be in open-field locations, unlike most medieval
monuments which are often in or close to settlements and so
not liable to ploughing. However, medieval sites are prone to
other destructive agencies, perhaps the most widespread being
tipping prior to development. For instance Hillesley fishponds
and Lovetts Wood moat have been completely infilled recently;
partial infilling has occurred on Tormarton Village earthworks,
Codrington Court fishponds and Upper Chalkley Farm fish-
ponds. The M4 motorway has destroyed much in this area
including the southern part of Tormarton park and the pillow-
mounds in Tormarton warren, Many of the fishponds survived
because they became covered by trees (e.g. Little Sodbury,
Horton and Hawkesbury).

An urgent need for this area, and indeed much of the
Cotswolds, is a programme to identify, survey and conserve
medieval features as well as the pre-medieval monuments.
Indeed a better knowledge of the medieval landscape would
help understanding of the survival of earlier features. None of
the medieval sites mentioned in this article are scheduled
ancient monuments, The Ordnance Survey -has done some
survey work in this area in the past decade but their surveys
are not always complete; most medieval sites have no record
at all. A detailed survey must be the first stage in conserving
the remains; most farmers are unaware of these sites and
providing them with a plan would at least show what there is and
its location. The National Trust have taken a lead in building
into the management of their estates the conservation of
earthworks around Horton Court and Dyrham Park. This has
been done on the basis of plans supplied by Avon County

" Planning Department. The earthworks at Little Badminton

and Hawkesbury have been included in Conservation areas.
This status does not automatically preserve these earthworks
but at least draws attention to their existence.

HORTON PARISH

Horton is a linear parish with its eastern half on the
Cotswolds and the western part on the poorly drained vale;
in the centre, separating these broad areas, is a steep scarp
slope. The modern village of Horton lies on the base of the
scarp a mile to the south of the isolated church and Horton
Court. In addition there are a number of farms and cottages
scattered about the vale. Atkyns (1712) gives a succinct
account of the land use in his time: ‘It consists of arable
above the hill, and of rich pasture below; large commons and
some wood.” Apart from the enclosure of the commons (Fig 2),
mainly done by Act of Parliament in 1815, there was little
change between 1712 and the Tithe Award of 1840. How far
back can this arrangement be traced and what changes have
taken place? .

A grant of land at Horton was made to Pershore Abbey in
972 (Birch, Cartularium Saxonicum, No 1282, 111, 585, quoted
by St Clair Baddeley 1898). It amounted to 10 hides (the same
area as the Domesday manor) and was said to be chiefly wood-
Iand. At the time of Domesday the manor was in lay hands but
was given to Salisbury Cathedral in 1125 to endow a prebendal
stall, Both Atkyns (1712) and Rudder (1779) have assumed
there was a second medieval manor as some land there was
owned by the Bradestones of Winterbourne and their descen-
dants in the 15th.century; they had two messuages. However it is
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Fig4 Horton medieval park

It is likely that there was a medieval hunting park to the
north west of Horton Court (Fig 4). I have not been able to
find any documentary references to it but there are a group
. of “park’ field names (Further Rough Park, Hither Rough .
Park and Mead Park) on the Tithe Award, in the north part
of the park. It was obviously disparked by 1717 as the survey
of that date records two fields called Meadparke and
_ Rowparke. The boundary of the park can be traced on all
but the west side. The most substantial section is on the north

east side where there is a massive bank and ditch. On the south’

side there is a broad bank 0.5-1m high with a holloway on the
outside. The boundary of the park on the west side probably
followed the Little Avon river.
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NOTES

3. Details of grid references and other information for sites on

. Fig 1 can be found with Avon Sites and Monuments Record
in the County Planning Department.

4. The parish boundary between Little Sodbury and Old

Sodbury cuts across Sodbury Camp. Although both existed
as separate manors in 1066 they were presumably one unit
originally.

5. Little Sodbury was listed as a deserted village in Beresford’s

. original list (1954) although most of the earthworks are
ridge and furrow and pillowmounds. However, the situation
of the manor and old church well above the new church and
surrounded by newer villagebuildings suggests that the
focus has shifted down the hill.

6. Tormarton, Badminton, Acton Turville, Hawkesbury and
Hinton all had two open fields. Marshfield seems to have
been an exception with three.

7. Woodland area in Domesday is measured in terms of leagues
or furlongs, unfortunately it is not known how long a league
was. Horton and Hawkesbury were both described as having
woods 2 leagues by 1 league. Old Sodbury had woodland
1 league by 1 league and Little Sodbury; a relatively small
parish, is described as having a small amount of woodland.

8. However one large out-buijlding at Codrington Court has a
late medieval roof.

9. Mershe field is the only open field which can be traced on
the Tithe in the form of Marsh. g
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sition of the Reserve wildlife (see Hendry 1980) confirms
that this is ancient woodland managed for centuries by
traditional means.

HISTORY

In Saxon times Lower Woods appears to have formed part of
an extensive area north of Bristol known as Kingswood
(Moore 1982). A charter of 778 records gates and boundaries
to woods 3 to 6km south-west and north-west of Lower
Woods. By 946 Kingswood had acquired active royal connec-

tions with the death of Edmund at his palace at Pucklechurch.

Kingswood, including Lower Woods, was maintained as a
royal forest:throughout the Norman ascendancy until
1227-1230. The 1086 Domesday survey omits detailed
reference to the forest but notes the existence of a wood two
miles long and one mile broad in Grimboldeston Hundred.
Ii seems likely that this was Lower Woods, a similar-sized
wood being noted in maps of Saxton (1577), Speed (1610),
Taylor (1777) and in the Ordnance Survey of 1811. The
conclusion is that Lower Woods, including Wetmoor, have
altered little in size in the last 1000 years.

After disafforestation (¢ 1230), Lower Woods passed
through successive Lords of the Manor of Horton until
granted in 1552 to Sir Clement Paston (Gloucester Record
Office). A 1715 inventory of the Paston Estates specifically
records Lower Woods coppice. The explicit reference to
coppice, in this context, refers to management and is
evidence that the woodland structure of hazel coppice,
probably beneath oak, existed in the 17th century as it does
today. Shortly after 1870 the Horton Estates passed to a
neighbouring landowner, the Earl of Liverpool. In the
several charters, deeds and inventories over the 900 year
period, there are no references to significant clearances
within Lower Woods. The adjoining clearance or assart,
Horwood Field with Horwood Trench, was being rented for
grazing by 1840 and similar references in the Badminton
Estate papers suggest the presence of relatively small
clearances by the mid-19th century. In 1940-1943 most
of the oak timber trees in the area were felled for the war
effort, by the New Zealand Forestry Company, leaving the
coppice intact. However, the oaks in Lower Wetmoor and
Little Bath Riding (the survey areas) were not removed.

PAST MANAGEMENT ,

Information on past management practices can prove useful
in the interpretation of woodland earthworks. However,
management records for Lower Woods appear to be restricted
to (a) those of the Beaufort family (Badminton Estate papers)
whose holding in Lower Woods lies immediately north of the
survey area across the Little Avon River, and to (b) the
Liverpool family holdings in the neighbouring parish. Caution
is needed in extrapolating from the practices of one wood-
land estate to another. In particular, Lower Wetmoor (the
survey area) lies south of the Little Avon River where timber
extraction and general access is likely to have been consider-
ably more difficult than in the Beaufort Estate areas north

of the river. Nevertheless, the Beaufort records of 1770-1850
show delineated areas, or coupes, which were coppiced on a
regular 16-19 year cycle. The coppice composition, sold as a
standing crop, was largely hazel. Likely uses include wattle
for house building, hurdles for sheep folds, material for
baskets and panniers, hoops for buckets and barrels and

substantial quantities for firewood. By 1800, the oak stand-
ards, felled as maturing trees, appear to have provided pit
props, oak bark for tanning, coopers’ staves, posts, rails and
again, fuel.

Mid-19th century duties of the Beaufort and Liverpool
Estate woodwards specifically included drainage ditch
construction, digging holes for saplings, sapling planting,
digging, breaking up and hauling stones for woodland
trackway repairs.

Within Lower Wetmoor there is clear evidence of linear
tree planting. Ring counts give a planting date, for most
trees, of 1870 to 1890 coinciding with the early years of
the Liverpool family ownership. Older trees dating to 1850
or earlier are present in isolated numbers. There is no
evidence of tree planting after ¢ 1900. Coppice manage-
ment appears to have been largely abandoned by 1915
but the size, density and distribution of the hazel stools
suggests that coppicing was an important consideration
at least to 19th century woodland managers. Evidence
of beech hedges can be seen on the boundaries of most
individual woods in the area. These hedges have long grown
out but were still being laid on the boundary banks of
Lower Woods in 1888 as shown in a painting of the
Beaufort Hunt (Badminton Estate).

Essentially then, Lower Wetmoor and Little Bath
Riding, being parts of Lower Woods, represents a largely
intact fragment of ancient woodland, actively managed on
traditional lines for commercial exploitation for many
centuries but largely abandoned around 1900. Traditional
management practices, for the purposes of nature conser-
vation, have been resumed over much of the area after
1970 (see Peniston 1972).

SURVEY AND EXCAVATION

THE EARTHWORKS

A number of features indicative of former woodland
management were recognised in Wetmoor at the start of the
project. Similar features are present throughout the whole of
Lower Woods. These features are: boundary banks,

trenches, sawpits, charcoal hearths, drains, rides and
trackways. A brief background introduction to each type of
earthwork is given.

BOUNDARY BANKS

In coppiced woodland, regenerating coppice is vulnerable to
browsing by domestic animals and deer. This period of
vulnerability lasts for six to eight years (Patrick & Hendry
1982) and arises every time the coppice cycle is repeated.
Some considerable effort is required to exclude browsing
animals from coppice woodland. Hedges do not grow well
in shaded woods. Hurdles or other fences require repeated
maintenance. Thus the medieval woodsman constructed
elaborate banks and ditches to exclude cattle and, in some
cases, deer (Rackham 1976). Within Lower Woods some
12 miles (18km) of banks are ptesent surrounding each of
the separate woodland holdings.

Surrounding Lower Wetmoor there are 2km of banking,
up to 1.2m high and between 2.5 and 4.5m wide. The
banks bounding Gibbons Trench, as with most trenches in
Lower Woods, run in parallel pairs, the intervening 15-20m
wide zone forming the trench proper (see below). The
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mentary material. The work was begun at a time when some
of the chapels had already had to close their doors and
others have since followed. Anyone interested in joining
the survey team should contact C J Spittal (Tel 773158).
The following is a list of buildings which had detailed
surveys made last year. Most of the surveyors deposit copies
of their plans with the National Monuments Record and
other local depositories such as Record Offices and the
Sites and Monuments Record. The dates given below are for
the earliest features and subsequent major alterations. The
initials of the contributors are: IB-1 Becky; PB-P
Brimacombe; JB-J Bryant; RGG-R G Gilson; LH-L Hall;
JLL-J L Lawes; ROD-R O’Dare; BW-B Williams; EHDW-E
H D Williams.

ALMONDSBURY, 5&7 Lower Court Rd, ST602843
Originally 3 room and th  _1 passage, lower end
possible byre. 16th century or earlier LH

ALMONDSBURY, 2 Townsend Lane, ....41842

Originally 3 room and through passage, 16th and 17th
centuries. LH

ALMONDSBURY. Washing Pool Farm, Easter Compton
18th century{  house. LH

BATH, Abbey Church House, Hetling Court, ST748645

Late medieval building (on site of 12th century
_Leper’s Hospital) within late 17th century house. JLL

BRISTOL, 17, 18&19 Christmas St.
17-18th century incorporating part of 12th century
and later St Bartholomew’s Hospital. JB.

BACKWELL, Court Farm, ST494684
3 room cross passage house of late 16th-17th century,
late 17th century upper end. EHDW, _ _

BACKWELL, I iew, ST492681
Small house with upper cruck roof, early 16th century.
17th-18th century replanning. EHDW, PB

CHEW STOKE, Pear Tree Cottage, ST555612

3room and cross passage plan, early 17th century. EHDW.
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CHURCHILL, Nash House, ST465606
Recorded by EHDW

CLAVERTON, Manor Farm Barn, .. . 789642
7-hav barn with 4 hammer beam trusses, 16th century
E...W.

CONGT " BURY, Urchinwood Manor House, ST447635
Datestone 1602, though earlier features. Rear wing, mid-
late 17th century, EHDW. RGG

CONGRESBURY, The Vicarage (Old Rectory), ST436637
Mid 15th century priest house. Possible that hall
origi v open to roof with a spiral stair turret to upper
fla~r at east end . EHDS, RGG

COE... . DN, Church Farm, ST694653
17th century house with possibly earlier origins. EHDW

CORSTON, Malster’s House, ST696653
Recorded by EHDW,

DUNDRY, The Rookery, ST576662
Early 17th century, 18th century. EHDW

IRON ACTON, Acton Court, ST675814
Detailed survey started. 15th-16th centuries. BW, 1B

LONG ASHTON, Chestnut Cottage, 77 Long Ashton Rd.

ST550706 Hall gallery, ¢ 1500. EHDW, ROD, PB.

LONG ASHTON, Kingscott Farm, ST521705
Late medieval 3 rnnm and cross passage house. 17th
century wing. E.... ¥, ROD PB’

PILNING, Vine House, ST557859
3 room and through passage house, early 17th century,
perhaps converted long house. LH

OLVESTON, Cromwell House, ST601871
Existing features late 16th-17th century but earlier
origins. LH |

SISTON, Cherry Orchard Farm, ST671745
3 room and through passage, probably 16th century
lanohouse. 18th century. LH.

T INGTON, O1d Malthouse. ST672882

17th century. LH






makes very interesting reading and the general style and
layout of the booklet should help to make it very popular.
BRENDA WARE

] iry place-names and what they mean: Avon,
d and Wiltshire
by CyrilD | Abson Books, Bristol, 1983. 38pp. £1.35

The author, a former Methodist minister, has written no less
than thirty-five books and booklets, on a wide variety of
topics. This latest is intended to fill the gap he found when
looking for a simple dictionary of place-names in the West
Country. Unfortunately he is unable to do justice to the task
and the general reader may well be confused and even

misled by Mr. Davey’s comments. Most of his explanations
are based on entries in the Concise Oxford Dictio. _ of
English Place-Names by Eilert Ekwall (4th ed, OUP, 1960).
Enquirers would be advised to turn straight to the copy in
their local reference library, since Mr. Davey’s restrictions

of size and simplification have resulted in many misrep-
resentations. Readers should also be made aware of the
existence of the English Place-Name Society’s volumes on
Wiltshire and Gloucestershire: it is not quite clear whether
Mr. Davey is aware of them. An opportunity to explain

the significance and use of place-name study to the interested
la, mhasb lost. It is obvious that Mr Davey has little
understanding of Old En, ~ _ amar and vocabulary. He

confuses British and Old Er ' "\ words, for instance suggesting

that OE burh (p6) and OE ciua (‘cloud’ as he has it, p34) are
of British origin. Neither does he show any recognition that
OE burh and OFE beorg, OE} and OEh 1 are different
words with different meanings, though easily confused
without reference to the earliest written records: a vital
foundation of placename study which he seems to ignore.
He likewise has no apparent knowledge of modern theories
on personal-names in place-names and on -ing- names, as
recently summarised and explored by Dr Margaret Gelling

in Signposts to the past (I  t, 1978).

Further disservice to the reader is done by very cursory
proof-reading, which has let through mis-spellings of OE
personal-names, misprints, and omissions of Domesday
Book references, along with mis-readings of Ekwall. The
decision to leave out the earliest recorded spe”™ 3 of any
name, and its constituent elements, means that the reader
is left more mystified than ever, the processes of place-
name development having thus been concealed and
obscured.

The _  ral reader looking for a sumnr  of place-
names in the local historical setting should instead be
recommended to Dr. Robert Dunning’s Somerset and
Avon (Bartholomew, 1980), especially pp6 - 10. A straight-
forward introduction to place-name study can be found
in Nicholas Gould’s Looking at place-names (Kenneth
Mason, 1978). This is based on up-to-date theories, and
explains linguistic developments succintly whilst showing
the significance, and not just the ‘meaning’ of a name.
Finally, “there is no reason why a popular reference book
should not be authoritative”. This quotation comes from the
Introduction (p10) to The names of towns and cities in
Britain, compiled by Margaret Gelling, W F H Nicolaisen
and Melville Richards (Batsford, 1970), a dictionary with
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full and careful explanations linking language, history and

local topography, and setting a standard to be aimed at by

all who would “put flesh on the linguistic skeleton”
JENNIFER ¢ _..ERR

Anglo-Saxon ..wns in Southern England
edited by Jeremy Haslam, Phillimore, Chichester, Sussex,
1984. ISBN 0 85033 438 1, 429 pp, 129 figures, £20

Research into Anglo-Saxon towns has been considerably
stimulated over the last decade and a half, particularly by the
work of Dr David Hill on the Burghal Hidage and Professor
Martin Biddle, stemming from his Winchester investigations.
Jeremy Haslam contrasts these and other approaches to the
study of the Anglo-Saxon town, from the historical geographer’s
angle to the archaeologist’s. The latter feels free to use all
sources of available evidence to enrich the overall view:
however, he has yet (as Haslam suggests) to successfully build
adequate models to illustrate his syntheses.

Systematic analysis of relationships of towns to civil or
ecclesiastical administrative units, as well as to hundreds,
shires, Roman villa estates or town territories, should provide
in his view, clues to continuity from Roman or Saxon
equivalents, Proto-urban places also need consideration for
example as simple ‘ports-of-trade’ and markets, but lack the
objective characteristics defined, for example, by Beresford
and Biddle, suct _ session of a mint, market, special
tenure, special jurisdication, defences (such characteristics
are possessed by a frustratingly small number of ‘towns’ in
fact!). Haslam’s definition is one where such central places
are nodal to communications, ecclesiastical or other admin-
istrative frameworks, perhaps harking back to earlier foci
or as significant place-names. These he sees as signs rather
than descriptions of the places themselves.

Haslam also stresses the topographical approach to the
understanding of the surviving physical evidence. The
‘systematic application of agreed methods and stated
objectives’ should produce the patterns Haslam is looking
for, the models of Anglo-Saxon town structures and devel-
opments which can augment the results of other related
studies. This the other authors have tried to do. The result
is the obvious but interesting phenomenon that every
author has produced his own model based on the available
evidence which is extremely uneven and variable between
counties and towns alike. Is it then toos = to study the
origins, topog , ly, institutions, documentation, coinage,
structures, defences and so on, together to produce mean-
ingful models? This is a point Haslam himself makes but
archaeologically the attempt needs to be made if the study
is to progress at all.

Fourteen chapters on the towns of Kent, Surrey,
Berkshire, Wiltshire, Hampshire, Somerset, Dorset, Devon
and the individual towns of ] lon, Chichester, South-
ampton, Bath, Gloucester and Exeter, provide plenty of
paper and string (but less glue and paint) for a variety of
models. These are difficult to summarise, but perhaps easy

“to contrast. The towns of Kent, like Canterbury and
Rochester, have provided rich coffers of ecclesiastical
records from which Tatton-Brown has constructed his themes
and may fulfil many of the criteria laid down by Biddle such
as ‘acomgp  religious organisation’, unlike Surrey (by
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0O’Connell and Poulton) which, overawed by London, has

no particularly-important urban place, although Guildford
had a mint and Staines has early Saxon settlement. Grenvill-
Astle develops the proto-urban theme for Berkshire where
he discusses ‘central places’ as well as royal and ecclesiastical
«centres. The study also includes a survey of the important
burghal hidage town of Wallingford as well as accounts of
Abingdon, Newbury and Old Windsor. On Wiltshire, Haslam
has the opportunity to demonstrate the kind of approach

he was trying to propose in his introduction. Of his fifteen
‘centres’, he notes that all were at or near royal estate
centres. Some have Iron Age hillforts and their Romano-
British successors close by - the ‘type-site’ is Bradford-on-
Avon, potentially preceded by Budbury and a Romano-
British villa. His topographical maps show strikingly the
steepness of the knolls on which scveral Wiltshire sites are
located. He is able to see five stages of development in the
county: proto-urban (7th - late 9th century); late 9th with
Alfred’s fortifications of Southern towns; early 10th century
with Edward the Elder’s newly-founded burhs at Marlborough
and Wilton; 10th century, cansolidation, founding of mints
and reforming of monastries, like Malmesbury; early 11th
century, destruction of defences by Canute (eg at Cricklade).
This framework is also useful for many other areas in the
South. He concluded from this evolutionary pattern that
few Wiltshire towns form part of an episode of deliberate
urban foundation - they were responses to changing political,
ecclesiastical and economic circumstances.

Hampshire’s towns are reviewed by David Hinton, who
discusses Stockbridge as a rival mint town to Bristol for the
production of Ethelred II's Brygin pennies. Elsewhere
Holdsworth suggests Southampton was actually a prototype
for the planned and gridded town in South England.
Winchester is seen as the dominant town which indeed it was,
particularly after Southampton’s decline with the Viking
invasions of the late 9th century. From Winchester (and
Martin Biddle) of course have derived many of our ideas on
what a town should look like, although it is more likely that
a town would not resemble such an important place as the
capital of Wessex and England too closely.

Somerset is covered appropriately by Mick Aston who
suggests that very little is in fact known about the towns since
so few excavations have been carried out. He makes the point
that Biddle’s criteria hardly apply in Somerset! We are there-
fore left with markets, mints and the town’s role as a central
place. He describes 18 places (Bath is discussed by Cunliffe
elsewhere). Unfortunately the figures reproduced poorly in
this article and in some cases have been partly obliterated.
Aston’s main message appears to be that excavation is the
only way forward although work on Axbridge, Ilchester,
Taunton, Langport, Lyng and South Cadbury have already
proved invaluable. Much of the work has already appeared in
Historic Towns in Somerset by M Aston and R Leech,
published by CRAAGS (now WAT) in 1977.

Dorset by Laurence Keen covers 10 towns including
Dorchester and Sherborne and there is considerable discussion
on royal and ecclesiastical estate boundaries and Dorchester’s
position as regia villa.

Haslam has another attempt at model-building in Devon.
Apart from Barnstaple, Exeter, Totnes, and Lydford, there
are other places that can be considered central as heads of

hundreds. Edward the Elder replaced Alfredan sites by other -

more accessible but defensible areas such as Pilton (by
Barnstaple) and Halwell (by Totnes and Kingsbridge). Again
excavation is required to test hypotheses. The tin industry is
thought to have been of prime importance to the foundation
of towns in Devon. A regularity of planning with bridges and
spinal streets is shown in figure 95 by Totnes, Barnstaple,

"Plympton and Kingsbridge.

Of the individual town studies, London by Dyson and
Schofield demonstrates the richness of the available evidence.
The foundation of St. Paul’s in 604 is seen as revitalising
London as a town after a ‘dark age’ indicated archaeologically
by a layer of dark soil demonstrating a lack or reduction of
habitation (viz. Bath, Gloucester, Exeter). Late Saxon London
was a double burh (with Southwark) with a bridge, a
common type for the period. It also had an embankment and
a waterfront made famous by recent excavations. Southamp-
ton, an international ‘port-of-trade’ in the 8th and 9th
centuries, has produced much more information recently
in the Six Dials area to fill out Holdworth’s assessment of the
earlier results of excavation. A sojourn at walled Roman
Clausentum during the Viking invasions was terminated by
a move to the present site of Southampton where several
finds of late Saxon material and a defensive ditch have been
made.

Cunliffe’s Bath has changed hardly at all recently and
there is still little information on an important Alfredan
and Burghal Hidage town. Excavation he sees as the answer,
but under which Georgian buildings?

The last two chapters on Gloucester (C Heighway) and
Exeter (Allan, Henderson and Higham) are of more interest
because of large-scale excavations in the last few years, Much
of the Gloucester material has already appeared in print. As -
with London, there is probably a gap in urban life here until
the 8th century. By 909, the foundation of St Oswald’s’
minster brought in its wake a mint, royal palace and market.

There is a discussion of the street pattern and proposals for
excavation at Kingsholm (royal palace) and under the castle
for more streets and properties. The parishes of Gloucester,
particularly St. Oswald’s and St. Mary de Lode’s, are shown
to relate possibly to hundredal organisation. More excavation
and documentary studies of, for example, Llantony priory’s
records, are thought necessary to further elucidate the
history of the shire town.

‘In Exeter it is thought the Roman buildings did not
influence later planning as they did in Gloucester. The
cathedral site has provided evidence of the early minster
church below St Mary Major. Most of the churches post-date
the street layout, but are pre-Conquest. New evidence is the
recognition of imported French pottery which emphasises
Exeter’s role as a ‘port-of-trade’ in the late Saxon period.

Although the chapters vary in approach, this is extremely
useful for future work in assessing which are the more
effective. There are numerous gaps to fill, the commonest
being the lack of purely archaeological data which is most
important at this early stage for the dating evidence it can
provide. There is also a trend towards the ‘central-places-
which-fail-to-meet-Biddle’s-criteria’ but which nevertheless
probably influenced their region in many ways. The book’s
main strength is in the breadth of the studies, the concern of
the authors to derive sensible themes from the data and the
large bibliography which must cover nearly all there is to
read on the subject to date. Gaps there are (including Bristol



and Gloucestershire) but the stimulus the book will give to
elucidating work already done and to future work will be its
main contribution as the editor hoped could be the case. This
reviewer is doubtful whether the county-by-county model is
valid at present since the concept is circumscribed by variable
archaeological cover and investigative depth between shires and
the fact that towns in many cases have less in common with
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those in their own county than with equivalent hierarchical
examples elsewhere. Perhaps this problem will itself stimulate
archaeological work in the ‘blighted’ counties.

Finally, it is odd that neither Hill or Biddle have a word to
say (perhaps they have already said enough) and that the
opportunity to summarise and synthesise the many contribut-
ions, say by the editor, has been missed.

M. W. PONSFORD
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